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I. THE BEDFORD ALLIANCE AND ITS
RESULTS

I suspect some appearance of resentment against the Americans is to
be the first-fruits and cement of the new alliance, but I much doubt
whether it will be such a one as you would have suggested or I ap-

proved. — LorD TREVOR to George Grenville.

“Without being able to make out a case on which the
jarring opinions of the Rockinghams, Bedfords and
Grenvilles could well agree, the opposition was earnest
to find one out at all events. The Duke of Bedford’s
friends were evidently the most impatient, under an ex-
clusion of office; and perhaps one may also say, that
they were less embarrassed with scruples, on the head
of measures, than the other parties, with whom they
were acting.”* Thus the Duke of Grafton in his mel-
low old age began to recount his recollections of one of
the most portentous events in the history of the relations
of Great Britain and her colenies, namely the entrance
of the Bloomsbury Gang into his ministry. In the sum-
mer it had been determined that the administration
should continue under the leadership of the Duke of
Grafton, and preparations had been made to inaugurate
a broad and radical American policy. There had been
hopes within the governmental circles, however, that
some accession of strength might be gained before the
winter had passed, hopes which were strengthened by
the actions of the three opposition factions, each of
which appeared to be maneuvering to gain a possible

1 Grafton, Autobiography, 171.
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advantage over the others with the result that at the
opening of parliament the opposition was weak and
divided. Horace Walpole could write jubilantly to his
friend, Sir Horace Mann:

We are triumphant beyond the paltry wisdom of calculation.

We do not stoop to the detail of divisions to judge our strength.

Two oppositions, that tread hard upon the heels of a majority,

are the best secret in the world for composing a ridiculous mi-

nority. In short, Lord Rockingham’s and the Duke of Bed-

ford’s parties, who could not have failed to quarrel if they had
come into place together, are determined at least to have their
quarrel, if they cannot have their places.”

To the members of the Bloomsbury Gang, who al-
ways preferred the flesh pots of Egypt to the glories of
patriotic opposition, their long period of disfavor at
court had proved excessively irksome; and this was par-
ticularly the case now after the ministry had so success-
fully weathered the difficulties of the previous summer
that the chance of driving them from office seemed most
remote. The Bedfordites had come to the crossing of
the roads and their choice at this moment would influ-
ence their whole future. Should they follow the road
of opposition they could see no very bright prospect
ahead of them. As long as the Duke of Bedford lived,
they might hope to maintain the faction as a powerful
political machine that must be reckoned with in any
future effort to form a coalition; but their leader’s
health, since the tragic death of his son, had become

noticeably weakened, and any day the place hunters
whom he led might find themselves without the support
of his powerful influence. To such men as Earl Gower,
Lord Sandwich, Lord Weymouth, and Rigby, the road
of opposition appeared to lead away from the sinecur-

*Walpole, Letters; val. v, 73, The whole letter is worth reading in this
connection.
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ists’ beds of ease and so they determined to forego the
pleasures of criticizing government, provided offices
could be obtained for them.

Yet there were many obstacles to be overcome before
they could be admitted to the closet. The king had
never forgiven them for their attempt to “take him cap-
tive” in 1765, nor could he easily forget their arrogant
demand, in 1763, for the exclusion of Lord Bute from
his presence, nor their dismissal of Mr. Mackenzie
from office two years later. The remembrance of these
acts had caused the king to object to their admission to
the ministry, when proposed by Lord Chatham and later
by the Duke of Grafton.® The Bedfordites realized
that they must make adequate submission to overcome
this royal prejudice against them, and their longing for
office made them willing to undergo any humiliation.
Their first act, after opening negotiations with Grafton,
was to free themselves from their understanding with
the Grenvillites, who were more unpopular in the closet
than themselves and whose well known hostility to the
colonies would make them most uncongenial colleagues
to the ministry.* Having thus separated themselves
from entangling alliances, it was an easy matter to come
to terms, particularly as certain positions in the min-
istry were to be filled. The Earl of Northington had
for some time expressed a desire to resign from pre-
siding at the council and General Conway was anxious
to lay down the northern secretaryship. With these
two cabinet offices and some lesser positions the Bed-
fordites declared that they would be satisfied and pro-

3 The first in the fall of 1766, the latter in 1767.
4 The following volumes should be consulted for these negotiations under

date of December, 1767, ff: Grafton, Autobiography; Walpole, Memoirs of
George III., and Letters; Grenville, Papers; Pitt, Correspondence; Fitz-
maurice, Life of Shelburne.
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14
posed Lord Gower and Lord Weymouth as thcir'candh
dates. The king, having given up hope of securing the
Old Whigs, agreed to accept their services; but he took
occasion to warn the Duke of Grafton “against allowing
their advice to be too prevalent.”

One condition that was made by the new allies was to
be of the utmost importance for the colonies. They de-
manded that the office of secretaryship of the Southern
Department be divided and a third secretaryship for the
colonies created. Unquestionably this was done in the
hope of removing from office Lord Shelburne, whom
they cordially disliked and with whose American policy
they were naturally not in sympathy. The proposal to
divide this office had been frequently made. In 1751,
and again in 1756, Lord Halifax had demanded that he
be appointed a third secretary, but this step was op-
posed in the first instance by the king and in the second
by Pitt." The next attempt to bring about a division
was towards the close of the Rockingham ministry when
there was an unsuccessful movement started to create
an independent position for Lord Dartmouth.” Lord
Chatham had abolished in 1766 the division of author-
ity which had existed between the southern secretary
and the Board of Trade by concentrating all the power
in the hands of the former. During the conferences of
the summer of 1767 the idea of creating a third secre-
taryship was again discussed, and now upon the demand
of the Bedfordites the Duke of Grafton was prepared
to concede this change.

5 Grafton, Autobiography, 183. On page 182 of the same appears a list
of twelve Bedfords who were “to be noticed at the time or as soon as could
be arranged.”

b Dickerson, American Colonial Gowvernment, 1606-1765, 48-50. Pitt
seemns always to have opposed this division. See Dodington, Diary, 397;
Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 250.

7 See vol. i, page 2351.
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Only after Grafton was assured of being able to sat-
isfy the tempered greed of the Bloomsbury Gang did he
approach Lord Shelburne on the subject of dividing the
office.® The duke opened the conversation by asserting
that the weakness of the ministry required him to accept
support wherever he could find it. He then led up to
the main point by remarking that the division of the
duties of the southern secretaryship had been discussed
in the conferences of the previous summer, and that he
himself had always been in favor of such a reform,
since no man could successfully attend to all the busi-
ness of that department. Naturally Lord Shelburne
was surprised and asked whether there was any objec-
tion to the manner in which he had conducted Ameri-
can affairs; but he was assured by the duke that the
business was “very sufficiently and ably managed;” and
on that very account he desired Lord Shelburne to
undertake the new colonial office, since the Bedfords
could not be trusted with it “on account of different
principles.”? Lord Shelburne was so angered at this
proposal to divide his office that he would have resigned
had not his sense of duty to Lord Chatham prevented
such an act. He took the subject, therefore, under con-
sideration, writing meanwhile to Lady Chatham in the
hope of obtaining some advice from his chief. Since

8 Lord Shelburne’s notes of this interesting conference are printed in full in
Fitzmaurice, Life of Shelburne, vol. i, 327 ff.; another account written to Lady
Chatham is in Pitt, Correspondence, vol. i1, 292 ff. The date is fixed as De-
cember 11, 1767 by the latter reference.

o Shelburne in his letter on the interview to Lady Chatham wrote: “The
Duke of Grafton's idea was, that I should be secretary for America; for if
the Duke of Bedford's friends and not Lord Rockingham's, should be the
party that is taken in, it would be impossible, in his idea or in the Chancel-
lor's, he was sure, to place any of the Bedford's there, on account of the
difference of principles; besides, he was pleased to repeat in very obliging
terms what he had said before as to its going very well at present under me,

and for that reason he did not wish to alter it.” — Pitt, Correspondence, vol.

iii, 297.
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this was not forthcoming, he determined to retain the
Southern Department and permit another to organize
the new office.

Who should be the new colonial secretary, now that
Lord Shelburne had refused the position? Upon the
choice of the man was to depend in great measure the
future of Great Britain’s colonial empire in America.
The American issue ever since the repeal of the Stamp
Act had become more and more vital; and at times it
seemed as if on it alone the factions might be forced to
a new alignment in which they would assume the form
of true parties.” It would be manifestly contrary to the
wishes of the king or the ministry, and even suicidal, to
choose this important officer from the camp of Bedford
or Grenville. On the other hand the addition of an-
other Pittite to the cabinet, even if that connection had
had a candidate, would have been displeasing to the
new allies. Thus the choice was narrowed down to one
faction, that of the court. There could, therefore, be
but little hesitancy. With the exception of Halifax
only one member of the king’s followers had the requi-
site experience, Lord Hillsborough; and the fact that
he had been indorsed by Lord Chatham and was not
popular with the Bedfordites would only make his
choice more acceptable.™

10 America was an issue in the negotiations between the Rockinghams and
the Bedford-Grenvilles in the summer. Writing from London, in August
1767, Franklin states that the colonial policy “is now made one of the dis-
tinctions of parties here.” = Franklin, W ritings (ed. Smyth), vol. v, 41.

11 He had been appointed president of the Board of Trade by Lord Chat-
ham and then later was transferred to the office of postmaster. According to
Lord Hillsborough's own statement, the Bedfords disliked his “coming into
the Cabinet” at this time. “Knox Manuscripts,” in Historical Manuscripts
Commission, Report on Manuscripts in wartous Collections, vol. vi, 264, Tt

is to be noticed that as another counterweight to the Bedfords, Dunning, a

follower of Lord Shelburne, was made solicitor-general. See Walpole,
Memoirs of George I11., vol. iii, 104.
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The cabinet, the changes in which were consum-
mated in January, 1768, was now composed of eleven
officers. Seven of these were members of Chatham’s
faction, although on account of the sickness of their
leader, they could muster only six votes; two belonged
to the Bloomsbury Gang; and two were counted in the
court faction.” Contemporary opinion was divided as
to what the result of the new alliance would be. The
Grenvillites, who were enraged at being deserted, were
positive that their former allies had been bought by
magnificent promises and would exercise the superior
influence in the cabinet” Horace Walpole, who had
been informed by General Conway of every step in the
negotiations, chuckled with joy as he wrote his friend,
Sir Horace Mann, of the humiliation forced on the
Bedfords by the ministry. “Mr. Conway was desirous
of quitting the minute he could, but it was thought
right, that as the Duke of Bedford had objected to him
in the summer, they [the Bedfords] should be forced to
swallow this submission of coming in under him-and
they have swallowed it—and nobody doubted that they
would. They have swallowed Lord Shelburne too, to
whom they objected next, when they could not help
stooping to Mr. Conway, but this was likewise denied;
and they have again submitted.”* Lord Lyttelton was

12 The Pittites were the Earl of Chatham, Lord Camden, the Earl of Shel-
burne, the Duke of Grafton, Lord Granby, Sir Edward Hawke, and General
Conway, who at the king's request still retained his seat; the Bedfordites
were Earl Gower and Lord Weymouth; and the members of the court faction
were Lord North and Lord Hillsborough. It is only by courtesy, however,
that Camden, Grafton, and Conway were still counted Pittites, for they, during
the next few years, seem almost adherents of the court. In Grafton’s list of
the cabinet, he omits the name of Hillsborough. See Grafton, Autobiography,
183.

13 Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 198, 2o00.

1 Walpole, Letters, vol. v, 77. For the view of Junius, see Pitt, Corre-
spondeice, vol. 1, 302.
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informed that “the Bedfordians had not treated with
the Duke of Grafton upon any foot of equality, but had
sworn allegiance to his Grace, and would be very good
servants.””® The king himself viewed the new allies
with suspicion and it was some time before “the engag-
ing manners of the two lords [Gower and Weymouth |
overcame by degrees all the prejudices there might
have been against the whole party.” ™

From now on there is to be noticed a more rapid de-
velopment of dissension and inefficiency in the cabinet
itself due in part, no doubt, to the Duke of Grafton’s
own irregular habits, but much more to the attempted
union of discordant elements which were incapable of
harmony. As a letter-writer put it: the ministers
continued “differing upon every subject upon which a
difference is possible.””” There must be added to these
causes the growing power of the king, whose personal
faction had become more coherent and was rapidly in-
creasing in numbers. The king had made his great
experiment with a powerful prime minister in the Chat-
ham ministry and it had failed. No wonder he was
now “tired of change” as Lord Mansfield remarked,”
and more and more attempted to direct affairs himself.
The government by departments, which had become
an accomplished fact during the illness of Lord Chat-
ham, offered the means; all that the king found it neces-
sary to do was to step into the place of his powerful
minister and try to maintain a balance of power between
the unruly factions. He discovered by this experiment
that those were most tractable to his guidance who were

15 Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 251.
16 Grafton, Autebiography, 183.

17 Hamilton to Caleraft, July 20, 1768 in Pitt, Correspondence, vol.

i,
333, footnote. The whole series of letters from Hamilton presents a good

picture of the distracted and disunited condition of the cabinet.

18 Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 239.
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most desirous of holding office. Through force of cir-
cumstances and by means of his numerous following
George I11. now became the principal leader in the
political game, and from this time must be dated that
growing influence of the crown of which complaints
became so loud,

The question naturally arises: was the addition of the
Bedfords to the ministry brought about in order to
defeat Lord Shelburne’s western American policy or
was it in any way connected with movements in the
colonies that called for disciplinary measures? The
narratives of events that have been preserved such as
those of the Duke of Grafton and of Horace Walpole,
both of which were based on ministerial information,
prove that the contrary was true. In fact this particu-
lar accession to the ministry was fortuitous and unex-
pected, and the consequences of the change were unan-
ticipated. In his interviews with Lord Shelburne the
Duke of Grafton had urged the former to become
colonial secretary; and, after failing in this, he attempt-
ed to persuade Lord Hillsborough to appoint Benjamin
Franklin as his under-secretary. Lord North prom-
ised the latter a few months later “to find some way of
making it worth your while” to stay in England.” It
was the Bedford influence which defeated this move.
Some of the Grenvillites, smarting under the humilia-
tion of being deserted, believed that the Duke of Graf-
ton had come to terms with the Bedfords on the Ameri-
can issue and that the latter would dictate the policy;*

18 Franklin to his son, January 9, 1768 in Franklin, Writings (ed. Bige-

low), vol, iv, 374; and same to same, July 2, 1768 in idem, vol. v, 16 ff.

20 Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 198. This was not the opinion of the author
of “A Word at Parting,” usually attributed to Lord Temple. He sarcastically
writes: ‘““The/time, as well as the measure, is somewhat unfortunate. Have

any steps been taken to vindicate and assert (or as your Grace would now

say) to maintain and support the sovereignty of Great Britain over Amer-
ica?” — Idem, 202, footnote.
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but again the Autobiography of Grafton proves that this
belief was not true although the chief minister did
come to lean to the side of the two Bedford lords. As
the later narrative will show the Bedford influence on
American affairs was to increase as the years passed
until its baneful results were fully accomplished, but
this was not a predetermined consequence due to either
the king or the Duke of Grafton, for they both attempt-
ed to build up a protection against that rapacious crowd
of politicians, whose aims and methods they had learned
to fear.

Of greater immediate importance to America were
the character and policies of the new secretary of state
for the colonies. The attitude of Lord Hillsborough
towards America was at this time somewhat problemat-
ical. The idea of the Duke of Grafton when he made
the appointment was probably expressed succinctly by
Lord Lyttelton in writing of the future policy: “They
[the ministers] were trying (if possible) to find a
medium between the violence of George Grenville and
the madness of Lord Chatham.”* To serve as this
medium, Lord Hillsborough was chosen. Grafton
had every reason to believe that he had secured a man
of temperate mind. Grenville, himself, who knew the
new secretary intimately, was very uncertain what meas-
ures the latter would adopt; and Benjamin Franklin
wrote that he did not think him “in general an enemy
to America.”* This latter negative statement in all
probability expresses with some degree of accuracy the
attitude of Hillsborough’s mind toward the colonies at
the moment of his appointment. He had urged

21 Lyttelton to Temple, January 1, 1768 in Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 250.
22 Grenville to Trevor, December 31, 1767 in Grenville, Papers, vol. iv,
206; Franklin to Galloway, January g9, 1768 in Franklin, I orks (ed. Bige-

low), vol. viii, 376.
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George Grenville not to pass the Stamp Act and had
later voted for the repeal, though he always esteemed
its author as both a friend and a statesman;** he had
taken the presidency of the Board of Trade under Lord
Shelburne and was now ready to undertake the admin-
istration of colonial affairs with colleagues who were
followers of Lord Chatham.

This accession gave the ministry much greater
strength in Parliament than they had previously pos-
sessed. The Bedfords controlled many votes in the
Commons, but their greatest strength was in the upper
chamber where additional votes were greatly needed.
Could the Duke of Grafton keep his cabinet united, he
had little to fear, for safe majorities were assured: and
in the approaching election the administration would
be in a position to increase their majority. From his
viewpoint the chief minister could congratulate him-
self: his ministry would obtain all the support of the
Bedford interest, while the policies of the government
would be shaped by the conservative members of the
Pittites working in harmony with Lord North and the
colonial secretary; thus he might well hope that a
medium had been found between the radicalism of Lord
Shelburne and the reactionary principles of the Blooms-
bury Gang; but in these dreams of the future he was
forgetting the weaknesses of his own nature which more
than once furnished a target for the caustic satire of
Junius. Concerning this new alliance Junius wrote:

The Duke of Grafton has always some excellent reason for de-
serting his friends. The age and incapacity of Lord Chatham:
the debility of Lord Rockingham ; or the infamy of Mr. Wilkes.
There was a time indeed when he did not appear to be quite so

228 T'his is based on a report of a speech made by Hillsborough, “W. S.
Johnson’s Letters,” in Massachusetts Historical Society, Collections, fifth ser.,
vol, ix, 306.
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vell acquainted, or so violently offended with the infirmities of

But now I confess they are not ill exchanged for
the vouthful, vigorous virtue of the Duke of Bedford; the firm-
ness of General Conway ; the blunt, or if I may call it, the auk-

ward integrity of Mr. Rigby, and the spotless morality of Lord

his friends.

Sandwich.*

The letter of October § in which Lord Shelburne
recommended for consideration his plan for the organ-
- ation of western America was still unanswered by the
Lords of Trade. Had not their habit of procrastina-
tion delayed their answer, they would naturally have
waited, as they did, until after the reconstruction of the
ministry, in order to see what influence was to dominate
the colonies. When the office of colonial secretary
was created. no change in the personnel of the Board
of Trade was made; Lord Clare who had expressed his
approval of parts of Shelburne’s policy, still retained
the position of president.® It will be remembered that
he was a moderate expansionist believing that a colony
at the mouth of the Qhio would be useful to the mother
country, but seeing little value in the one proposed for
Detroit.** His position gave him, however, very little
weight in the councils of the cabinet of which he was
not a member: and without doubt the next move in the
western policy should be credited to the new secretary.

Although the measures proposed by Lord Shelburne
may appear to be statesmanlike, still there were many
objections that could be made to them. The fault which
would seem to Hillsborough to be the gravest was as a
T \..V-r:ndr'n]], Junius, vol. i, 160. This particular passage is from a letter

signed Philo-junius, but was written by Junius himself.

24 In June of this year Lord Clare was removed, and Lord Hillsborougn

was instructed to attend regularly the meeting of the board. From that
the two offices which had governed America were completely united. See
Franklin, Writings (ed. Smyth), vol. v, 147. There are printed in Woodfall,
Junins [vol. iii, 63 f£.], three letters on the subject of the change.

26 See wvol. 1, page 352.
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matter of fact open to the severest criticism and, had
the plan been inaugurated, would in all probability
have been the cause of its failure. The establishment
of three colonies in the far West in defiance of the rights
of the natives could not have been accomplished without
another Indian war. Lord Hillsborough had been
president of the Board of Trade when the news of the
Conspiracy of Pontiac was being brought in by every
ship from America and had learned to respect the force
of the savages’ retaliation. In his fear of this outcome
he was supported by no less an authority on western
affairs than Sir William Johnson, one of the proprie-
tors in the company that wished to exploit the Illinois
country. In an intimate letter to Gage, on February
18, 1768, wherein he dwelt at length on his fears of a
general Indian uprising, he used these significant
words: “I wish the establishments of the governments
you mention may not make things much worse, as I
have reasons to fear they will. T have often observed
that nothing of that kind could be undertaken, with due
regard to policy until all prejudices are removed, a
firm tranquillity established and the Indians previously
consulted thereon. The very report of the intended
colony on Ohio advertised by Lieut. Webb, was made a
considerable cause of the late Indian War, and the In-
dians have already heard of these intended govern-
ments under the most unfavorable circumstances.”*
Lord Shelburne’s plan was based on a foresight of what
was inevitably to take place, the rapid encroachment
upon the Indians’ lands by the whites, the resultant
bloody conflicts, and the final displacement of the weak-

er race. This harsh condition the British ministries

28 Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvi, 21. The new colony advertised by
Lieutenant Webb was that of New Wales.
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as a rule have wished to ameliorate; and in later years
in Canadian territory, where there was not the same ir-
resistible westward march of settlers, they did so regu-
late the relations of the Indians and whites that justice
towards the former has been made the rule. Lord
Hillsborough in drafting his plan for the regulation
of Indian affairs in 1764 had this thought in mind; and
a later ministry was to attempt to use his plan as a basis
for the Indian policy to be followed in that territory
which remained under British dominion after the suc-
cessful revolt of the American colonies.

Another objection to the plan was that it would de-
cide the questions of the colonial claims to the West,
particularly those of the colonies of Massachusetts, Con-
necticut, and Virginia, from which there might be ex-
pected an outcry, that would no doubt reach the sym-
pathetic ears of those tender hearted politicians who
had been so solicitous of the charter rights of the East
India Company. It would require a boldness not pos-
sessed by the colleagues of Grafton to risk another is-
sue over vested interests,

Of more direct influence on the final decision con-
cerning the western policy were certain financial con-
siderations of great moment. Both in England and
America many business firms were engaged, as has been
seen, in the fur trade which depended on preserving
the conditions prevailing in the wilderness and on pro-
tecting the Indians in their rights of occupation. By
1768 it had become very evident that Scotch merchants
were destined to engross the trade of the province of
Quebec and the territory dependent on it. On account
of that organization of the Scotch members in Parlia-
ment who, as was pointed out in the first chapter, were
so well trained that they voted unanimously for the min-

T e s 1 . i ot e TR 3
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istry, they were an important political factor, wielding
an influence out of proportion to their numbers. Their
interest in the fur trade at this time and as late as the
War of 1812 was very influential on the ministerial pol-
icy towards the Great Lakes region.” Another group
of men were equally opposed to the opening of the West.
Many noblemen and business men had invested heav-
ily in colonial lands east of the mountains; and these,
whether they lived in England or the colonies, feared
that the fertile lands of the Ohio would not only attract
new emigrants but also old settlers, with the result that
their lands would not increase in value as rapidly as
they had expected.

The influence of these considerations scarcely needed
the better known objections to inland territories to
cause Lord Hillsborough and others like him to reject
Lord Shelburne’s plan as radical, hasty, and danger-
ous. To them it appeared to recommend the cutting
of several Gordian knots, and the average British poli-
tician of the eighteenth century was not partial to such
drastic measures. To do nothing or as little as possible
was the favorite motto. Stand-pat Whiggism had be-
come an acquired, almost a transmitted, characteristic.
Lord Hillsborough’s real opinion in regard to the West
at this time or at any other is difficult to discover; but

27 The question of Scotch influence on the policy towards Canada will be
again discussed in the chapter on the Quebec Act [page 243], but even there
the proof to be offered leads only to an hypothesis; yet from a rather inti-
mate knowledge of the fur trade in the Old Northwest I am convinced that
this Scotch influence was a very real factor in shaping British policy towards
that region for over fifty years. In 1768, Sir Lawrence Dundas, whose polit-
ical power with the Scotch was great, was an ally of the Bedfords and exer-
cised an influence on the ministerial action. See Walpole, Memoirs of George
IIL., vol. iii, 163, 214, 242. In 1776, Colonel Guy Johnson attributed the action
of the ministry in 1768 in giving up the imperial management of the fur
trade to the influence of some traders. See New York Colonial Documents,

vol. viii, 655.
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Franklin by the spring of 1768 had come to believe that
the new colonial secretary was in favor of the adoption
of Lord Barrington’s plan.”

The reorganization of the ministry had certainly
made it more conservative, but its composition was not
vet reactionary, so that the issue raised by Lord Shel-
i)urne was sure to receive a careful, if not sympathetic,
consideration. The Board of Trade’s report reflected
exactly the compromising spirit that inevitably charac-
terizes an administration of such disunited factions. On
March 7, 1768, this report was ready for the Privy
Council.® It discussed at length the three phases of
the western problem as laid before them in Lord Shel-
burne's communication: “First, the present civil es-
tablishment regarding the Indians; secondly, the dis-
position of the troops for Indian purposes; and lastly,
the establishment of certain new colonies.”

In regard to the present establishment of the Indian
Department, the Lords of Trade were of the opinion
that there were certain very important measures which
would always require the oversight of imperial officers.
Such, for instance, was the purchase of land from the
aborigines, in which business the king “as Lord of the
soil of all ungranted lands which the Indians may be
inclined to give up, is deeply and immediately con-
cerned.” In this connection the report described the
Indian boundary line, part of which had already been
surveyed and part of which was soon to be established
by treaty; and it was urged that care be taken *“that the

28 Franklin to his son, March 13, 1768 in Franklin, #F'ritings (ed. Smyth),
vol. v, 1x3. Franklin was probably correct in the main, but there are reasons
to believe that Hillsborough had not so early adopted such a reactionary
policy. These will be discussed later.

28 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.69, p. 119. This impor-
tant report, incorrectly dated, is printed in the New York Colonial Docu-
ments, vol, viii, 19 ff.
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agreement for a boundary line be left open to such alter-
ations,” as the mutual advantages of both parties may
demand. For this purpose and for the general over-
sight of the Indian political relations, the report recom-
mended the maintenance of the offices of Indian super-
intendents.

The Lords of Trade were of the opinion that the plan
for the organization of trade which had been recom-
mended in 1764 was not feasible, because one general
plan was not suitable to all the Indian tribes and be-
cause it placed too great an expense upon the empire.
They, therefore, recommended that hereafter the trade
should be returned to the management of the colonies
thus accepting one phase of Shelburne’s policy.

When the report reached the question of garrisons
in the West, the following principle was laid down,
“that it will be in the highest degree expedient to reduce
all such posts in the interior country, as are not imme-
diately subservient to the protection of the Indian com-
merce and to the defeating of French and Spanish ma-
chinations among the Indians, or which, although in
some degree useful for these purposes cannot be main-
tained but at an expence disproportioned to the degree
of their utility.” Concerning the protection of the West
from foreign foes, the Lords of Trade refused to make
recommendations since that duty belonged to the sec-
retary at war; but in the matter of protecting trade they
felt themselves qualified to speak.  Three districts
were distinguished ; first the Southwest, where the char-
acter of the trade, which was not conducted on rivers
and lakes, made it useless to attempt any control by
forts and garrison; second, the Iroquois territory where-
in there were no encroachments by the Spanish and
French, and so no need of troops; and third, the far
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West and the Great Lakes region, where there was need
of forts at Detroit, Michillimackinac, and Niagara.
These three forts, therefore, were the only ones which
were required to secure the trading rights of Great
Britain; all others unless Lord Barrington, secretary at
war. should decide differently, could be abandoned.

The last subject treated in the report was the proposal
to erect new colonies in the western country. The
Board of Trade understood the full significance of this
and wrote:

Yet as it does appear both from the nature of the arguments in
favor of this measure contained in some of the papers, and from
the manner in which others have been explained by the authors
of the proposals themselves, that they are meant to support the
utilitv of colonizing in the interior country, as a general prin-
ci]'-lu.nf' policy; and that in fact they have nothing less in view,
than the entire possession and peopling of all that country, which
has communications with the Rivers Mississippi and St, Law-
rence, it does in our humble opinion open a much wider field of
discussion, than might at first glance seem to be necessary.

The proposition of forming inland colonies in America is, we
humbly conceive entirely new ; it adopts principles, in respect to
.“.T]‘.t’!’ill“.'itl settlements different from what has hitherto been the
policy of this kingdom; and leads to a system which, if pursued
through all its consequences, is in the present state of this coun-
try of the greatest importance.

The report goes on to state that the great object, pur-
sued by Great Britain, in colonizing North America
has been to extend her “commerce, navigation and man-
ufactures;” and that for this purpose there have been
encouraged the fisheries, growth and culture of nava
stores and raw materials, and the collection of lumber
and other products for the West Indies, which advan-
tages have been promoted by confining the colonies to
the seacoast. In this summary of the past British pol-
icy the Board of Trade completely ignored the histori-
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cal fact that the issue of western colonization had never
been raised until a few years before the last war and
that, when France was claiming the interior, Virginia
was certainly encouraged to plant settlements west of
the mountains.

I't will not be worth while to follow the arguments of
the report against the “‘new proposition,” since they are
the same as have been already indicated ; but the reader
will find them set forth in this report which commands
respect as one of the ablest and most interesting state
papers on the western problem. One point should,
however, be noticed ; the Lords of Trade were not de-
ceived by some of the specious arguments of Lord Shel-
burne and his associates, such as the assertion that the
fur trade would be increased by the establishment of
colonies, for they saw clearly that the colonization of
the West would mean the final death of that industry.

This report holds the middle position between the
two extremists, Lord Barrington and Lord Shelburne.
Although the plan of colonization of the latter was re-
jected, care was taken not to accept the reactionary
principles of the former; and, therefore, Franklin may
be incorrect about Hillsborough favoring the more re-
actionary program. The principle laid down by the
expansionists that land for new settlements must be pro-
vided in order to prevent the development of manufac-
turers was found acceptable; and it was pointed out that
in running the Indian boundary line the opportunity
“of gradually extending themselves, backwards, will
more effectually and beneficially answer the object of
encouraging population and consumption, than the erec-
tion of new governments. Such gradual extension,
might, through the medium of a continued population,
upon even the same extent of territory, preserve a com-
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munication of mutual commercial benefits between its
extremist parts and Great Britain, impossible to exist
in colonies suparatcd by immense tracts of unpeopled
desart.”” When this Jand opened for settlement became
occupied, the superintendents were to choose the next
most available territory to be purchased from the In-
dians. Thus the empire would control the movement
of the frontier population and direct its westward ad-

vance.

This report was taken under advisement, on March
(8, by the cabinet.” There were present the two Bed-
tordites and Lord Hillsborough all of whom would be
in favor of the report, since it embodied no radical prin-
ciples and rejected those measures which all three of
these ministers had favored in 1763-1765 only because
experience seemed to prove that such regulations could
not be successfully put in execution. Since there were
only four other ministers present, all Pittites, there was
need of winning one vote to have a majority in favor of
conservative measures. Lord Shelburne may be im-
mediately put down as against the report. That leaves
the deciding vote to Lord Camden, the Duke of Graf-
ton. and General Conway, all of whom may have voted
with the Bedfords, but probably Lord Shelburne in his
opposition received the support of one or two.”
~ 20 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.1088, p. 156.

21 §peculation in regard to the votes of the three yields nothing certain,
but possibly the author's guess may be of interest. The Duke of Grafton had

expressed himself as decidedly in favor of Lord Shelburne’s policy in the
previous December, but since then he had identified himself more and more
with the Bedfords and was hostile to the former southern secretary. See
Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 246. He probably voted for the report. General
Conway had not been in favor of western settlement when he was in the
Rockingham ministry, but in the summer of 1767 he had been won over by
Franklin. In which direction his unstable mind turned at this time it is
difficult to guess, but on account of his dislike of the Bedfords he may have
voted with Shelburne. As will be seen Lord Camden later favored a certain
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The final decision of the cabinet did not follow the
report of the Board of Trade in every particular. The
opinion of the members of the administration was that
forts at Detroit, Michillimackinac, Niagara, either Ti-
conderoga or Crown Point, Pittsburgh and in the T11i-
nois country should be garrisoned, and that it should be
left to General Gage to determine whether to maintain
or to abandon the others. They accepted at the same
meeting the disposition of the troops as proposed by the
general for the year with the exception of such changes
as the abandonment of the forts might entail and of the
destination of the regiment intended for West Florida;
+ was now to be removed to East Florida.** The min-
:sters authorized the running of the boundary line, the
transference of the regulation of the Indian trade to the
colonies, and the retention of the offices of superintend-
ents.

There has been some speculation among historians
regarding ministerial consistency towards the West dur-
ing the years from 1703 to 1774. Manifestly there
could be but little consistency from such combinations
of diverse elements as were the administrations of
George I11.; still in this firs
proclamation of 1763, there is not shown a complete
break with the past policy. As far as the question of
expansion and the establishment of limits between the
Indians’ hunting-grounds and the white settlements are

amount of westward expansion and it is likely that he also voted with Shel-

e
t decisive action since the

burne.

32 The disposition of troops at this time was, according to General Gage's
report on April 3, 1767 [Lansdowne Manuscripts, vol. ii, 771, four regiments
in Quebec; one on the lakes; two in Nova Scotia and Newfoundland ; one
in West Florida: two in East Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina; one in
the Illinois and Ohio (Fort Pitt) ; four in the eastern settlements. A more
detailed account is found in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.85,
p. 155. This is printed in Alvord and Carter, The new Régime [Illinois
Historical Collections, vol. xi], 551.
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concerned, there was a surprising continuity. George
Grenville recognized this and looked upon the running
of the boundary line with its implied regulation of west-
ward settlement as only the completion of the policy of
his ministry.® The other phases of the policy of 1768
differed \-'cir_\' markedly from the earlier. It had been
the intention of the Grenville-Bedford administration
to imperialize all the relations with the Indians. This
plan was now abandoned. The management of the
trade was turned over to the colonies, and the troops
were no longer distributed throughout the West for the
express pur_pusc of promoting the imperial manage-
ment of that territory and of its wild inhabitants. More-
over, the concentration of the troops at strategic points
in the East proves that their value as a means to over-
awe the colonies—a value hardly considered in 1763
was estimated by the ministry as of growing importance.
The burden of imperial expense and the increasing rest-
lessness of the colonies under the obligations of the em-
pire were bearing fruit. Unfortunately the increasing
belief in Great Britain that the colonies were drifting
towards independence was to have its influence more
and more on the western policy. Lord Shelburne’s pro-
posal was the last earnest effort made to avoid by the
utilization of the natural laws of development the ap-
proaching war for independence; and from now on, in
spite of opposition, the retaliatory views of the Bed-
fordites became of greater influence with the king, min-
istry, and Parliament, until they produced their inevi-
table result,

3% See discussion of Grenville’s attitude towards western expansion, vol. i,

179,
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Indians have been named; and a foreign enemy has been named.
[ think the distribution of your troops absurd. You have but two
fr'r’m.'f'rr.\'. ,11’!'.\?.'\'!_.;'_\'!-;‘1_1’1." and 8t. Laurence;: and them, you have :'r_jrf de-
fenseless. There is hardly a place of defense upon the left bank of the
Mississippi. — COLONEL BARRE.

The comprehensive character of the western Ameri-
can problem has made it possible hitherto to trace the
development of the policy for the Mississippi Valley
and at the same time to narrate the intricate changes
within the British ministries; but after the decision of
March, 1768, the relation between British politics and
the West ceased to be closely interwoven: and the dual
narrative can no longer be written with that fullness
that has been possible up to that point. After the pas-
sage of the Stamp Act the issue over the relation of the
colonies to the empire grew more and more acute, oc-
cupied more completely the attention of the administra-
tion, and with every year was discussed by both sides
with greater acrimony, until the principle of raising a
fund for the maintenance of the proper machinery of
imperial government—a principle from which sprang
the motive for the enactment of the various Grenville
acts and the excuse for the taxes proposed by Charles
Townshend —was completely buried under the weighty
arguments of the controversalists. In its stead the de-
mand for disciplinary measures by the British politi-
cians grew in strength, and with this the desire to ex-
hibit to the colonists a perpetual memorial of the power

B
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and right of the empire over them. The earlier tax
measures could be defended on the ground of admin-
istrative needs; but the decision to retain the tax on tea
had no such excuse. From the time of this latter deci-
sion, moreover, until the outbreak of war the tendency
of the imperial administration, in spite of saner counsels
from many politicians of the inner circle, was to pass
from moderate to more severe measures until the pro-
mulgation of the punitive laws of the spring of 1774
aroused the Americans to acts of rebellion. A more or
less theoretical problem of imperial rights had thus sup-
planted the concrete administrative issues of the new
acquisitions.

The British ministry looked upon the western prob-
lem during the years after 1768 as practically settled,
and for that reason there was relatively little discus-
sion of its various phases: the far West beyond the In-
dian boundary line was to be maintained temporarily as
a vast reservation for the aborigines, and the near West,
the upper Ohio Valley, was supposedly opened by the
establishment of the Indian boundary line to immediate
settlement. Only twice did this transmontane region
rise again to the dignity of a ministerial issue. In 1772
the question of the colonization of the territory in the
western parts of Virginia became so vital that it nearly
disrupted the administration and forced the resignation
of an important minister. By the year 1774 it had be-
come evident to British politicians that the decisions of
1768 had not procured the rule of law in the West: the
whole question was, therefore, reopened; and a new
decision was reached in the Quebec Act.

The fluctuation in opinion concerning the West with-
in the political circles of Great Britain was no longer so
evident as during the preceding period. The era of
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rapidly changing administrations had passed, and no
new coalitions of factions occurred to trouble the politi-
cal waters of the time. There were, of course, changes
in the personnel of the governing body, but these effect-
ed only a gradual transformation of character in the
administration and were not similar to those violent cat-
aclysms so frequent in the earlier years of the reign.
One such change occurred in 1768. The Townshend
taxes had aroused in the colonies a spirit of protest that
appeared to some of the ministry to be rebellion and to
justify them in proposing and supporting coercive meas-
ures. In the discussions of these the Bedford lords,
who exercised an ascendency over both the king and
the Duke of Grafton, took the lead ; and the retaliatory
policy toward America, which they urged upon their
colleagues, proved to be acceptable to the majority of
administration. Lord Shelburne made valiant efforts
to stem the tide of political opinion, but it was in vain.
He had become so out of sympathy with the policies of
his colleagues that he refrained from attending the cab-
inet meetings. In consequence of his opposition his
influence waned to such an extent that the Bloomsbury
Gang grew bold in their demands for his removal.
Chatham was still sick, why should his follower be
retained? Both the king and Grafton were united in
this opinion and only waited a favorable moment to
dismiss the secretary.* The decision of the majority
of the cabinet during the summer of 1768 to employ
punitive measures against the rebellious colony of Mas-
sachusetts offered the expected opportunity; Shel-
burne’s opposition offered the excuse. On October 5,
Grafton wrote to Chatham demanding the dismissal of

the recalcitrant minister. The die was cast and the

&4 Grafton, Autobiography, 215; Grenville, Papers, vol. iv, 33509, 364.
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metamorphosis which had gradually taken place in the
covernment was now to be announced in no uncertain
=

manner to the public.

The threat against his follower and only true repre-
sentative aroused Lord Chatham to energy, and he re-
signed in October, thus withdrawing the glamour of
his name from a political ring which had long ceased
to promote his policies. His resignation was followed
bv Lord Shelburne’s a few days later.”* Thus was
’D_mught to an inglorious end the connection with the
ministry of these two men upon whom had centered the
iI'lS]‘liI'{:L-i enthusiasm that had filled men’s minds when
they entered into office in 1766. Disappointed were
their hopes of a reorganization of East India; their
dream of a consolidation, reform, and development of
the empire in America had come to naught; the vision
of the Pittites had proved to be merely a mirage, excit-
ing in men ideals not to be realized. The Duke of
Grafton believed until his death that the failure of the
ministry had been due solely to the enforced absence of
the prime minister. In his memoirs, written thirty-
seven years afterwards, he has recorded his mature
judgment upon the events that ended in the resignation
of his chief.

[ shall ever consider Lord Chatham’s long illness, together
with his resignation, as the most unhappy event that could have
befallen our political state. Without entering into manv other
consequences at that time, which called for his assistance; |
must think that the ~'~:‘p::1’:ltfe=n from America might have been
avoided.?®

The two positions in the cabinet left vacant caused
some readjustments, but the fear of the Bedfordites

35 Fitzmaurice, Life of Shelburne, vol. i, chap. x; on the resignation, fdem,
387, 398; Grafton, dutebiography, 212 ff.
b Grafton, Autobiography, 225,
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ambitions was still strong, and care was again taken
not to increase their influence. Lord Bristol, who had
been up to this time a faithful Pittite, was appointed to
the position of privy seal without a seat in the cabinet.”
Lord Weymouth was transferred to the office of south-
ern secretary, and Lord Rochford, who was an inde-
pendent Whig, succeeded him.* Although the latter
entered the cabinet as an unattached politician, he soon
joined himself to the anti-Pittite forces so that Grafton’s
influence in governmental matters was considerably
weakened by the change. Some insight into the align-
ment of the members of the cabinet and of their attitude
toward American questions in general is afforded by
the vote on Grafton’s proposal to repeal all the taxes
imposed by the Townshend Act. This was debated in
a cabinet meeting of nine members on May 1, 1769.*
The issue was made over the retention of the tax on tea
as a mark of British sovereignty. The two Bedford
lords, the two members of the court faction, and Lord
Rochford voted in the affirmative, while the four Pitt-
ites stood out for a complete repeal of the act.

3y the beginning of 1770 the situation in the min-
istry became unbearable even for the easy-going prin-
cipal minister, the Duke of Grafton, and he resigned in
January. His successor was Lord North, a Tory by
tradition, who had been brought into political promi-
nence by the Duke of Newcastle. North had been court-

T (T n s g y 30 111 - 5
i Pitt, Correspondence, vol. iii, 34 348.

Grafton, Autobiography, 226 347,

48 Grafton, Autobiography, 226 Walpole, Memoirs of George III., vol.
iii, 167. On the character of Lord Rochford see Woodfall, Junius, vol. iii,
177. His independent position is proved by a contemporary letter by New-
castle quoted in Winstanley, Lord Chatham and the Whig Opposition, 236,
faotnote 1.

*% Grafton, Autobiography, 229 f. Sir Edward Hawke, a Pittite, was
absent. For a further discussion of this vote see Parliamentary History, vol.

xXviil, 1247, 1267,
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ed by all factions. He was a loyal follower of the king,
had been asked to join the Rockingham administration,
and had served as chancellor of the exchequer under
Chatham and Grafton. His personality was lovable,
his wit keen and appreciated even by his enemies.
During a long period of service he proved himself an
able parliamentarian and gradually built up a large
and faithful majority for his administration. This was
accomplished not so much by increasing the strength of
the court faction as by developing a group of politi-
cians who looked to himself for rewards. By the close
of the American Revolution his faction recruited from
all sides, was one of the strongest in Parliament.
Towards King George I11. North showed great defer-
ence and was able to indulge his master in those petty
employments in government that were so pleasing to the
royal mind. The principal minister yielded also to the
stubbornness that was a marked characteristic of George
[11. and was induced to promote many measures, par-
ticularly colonial, that went contrary to his own opin-
ion." In this North was acting in accord with his in
bred principles, for he was a Tory both by family con-
nection and tendencies of mind. He once boasted in
Parliament that during the previous seven years he had
never given his support to any of the popular measures.”

Lord North’s ministry was at the time of its first
formation composed of members of the court faction, of
the administrative Pittites, and of the Bedfordites; in
January, 1771 the Grenvillites joined it. That latter

40 North was not himself a factor in the development of a western colonial
policy. Far this sketch see, Lucas, Lord Nerth, passim; Dictionary of National
Biography, art. “Lord North;” George 111, Gorrespondence avith Lord
North (ed. Donne); Winstanley, Lord Chatham and the W hig Oppasition,

185-186, 321-324; Almon, Anecdotes of William Pitt, vol, ii, 79, footnate.
Y1 Winstanley, Lord Chatham and the Whig Opposition, 324.
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faction lost much of its influence in 1770 through the
death of George Grenville, without whose strong per-
sonality to hold them together the members could look
only with gloomy forebodings into the future. They
had been fighting as a unit for office ; but the abilities of
their new leader, Lord Suffolk, gave little promise of
winning rewards by the road of opposition; and so the
Grenvillites determined to forego the posthumous glo-
ries of opposition and to participate immediately in the
delights of office which their former allies, the Bed-
fordites, had enjoyed for three years.

Superficially examined the administration as now
composed seemed to be the practical fulfillment of the
ideal of Bolingbroke, a “broad bottom’ ministry where-
in every faction except the Old Whigs was represented
by important members.* A practical and a good work-
able machine for parliamentary vote-getting it certain-
ly was, but in no way did it represent Bolingbroke’s

#2The principal officers of state in June, 1771, were as follows— court
faction: Lord North, first lord of the treasury and chancellor of the ex-
chequer; Lord Rochford, northern secretary of state: Lord Hillsborough,
colonial secretary; Baron Apsley, lord chancellor; Lord Barrington, secretary
at war. Bedfordites: Lord Gower, lord president; Lord Sandwich, first lord
of the admiralty; Thurlow, attorney-general. Grenvillites: Lord Suffolk,
southern secretary of state;: Wedderburn, solicitor-general. Administration
Pittites: Duke of Grafton, privy seal (without a seat in the cabinet) ; Marquis
of Granby, commander-in-chief. The cabinet was composed of four members
of the court faction: North, Rochford, Hillsborough, Apsley: two Bedfordites,
Gower, Sandwich; one Grenvillite, Suffolk: one Pittite, Granby. The North
ministry has been regarded by historians as purely Tory in character, and in
political opinion, its members were undoubtedly conservative and even reac-
tionary; but so also were many members of the opposition, many of whom
came to form the bulwark of the new Tory Party when it was formed. Of
the North ministry there were only two, North and Gower, who by descent
and tradition belonged to the old Tory Party; and these had established for

so long a time Whig affiliations, that their origins were practically forgotten.
North was brought into prominence by the Duke of Newcastle, had been
it as a colleague by the Rockingham Whigs in 1766, and had joined the
Chatham ministry; and Gower had been for years connected with the Bed-
fordites,
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ideal. Instead of being composed of men selected for
their honesty of purpose, their integrity, and their fitness
for office. these men had been chosen because they each
represented so many votes in Parliament. The system
broueht into the office of paymaster such a notorious
pc:_‘utl-;uur as Richard Rigby and into the war office the
incompetent Lord Barrington. Nor were they all in-
spired by the same political principles. The Bedford-
ites and the court faction had always stood at the op-
posite poles in almost all imperial questions and in
home affairs were extremely jealous of each other.
With neither of these factions had the Pittites been able
to work in perfect harmony.

Divided as the members of the administration were
in ideals and purposes their union would have resulted
in an unworkable administration, had not the system of
separate departments been fully developed. As Wrax-
all says: the principal minister did not “sufficiently
coerce the other members of the Cabinet: each of
whom, under Lord North, might be said to form a sort
of independent department. They were, in fact, rather
his coequals, than his subordinates, as they ought to
have been; and the public service often suffered from
their want of union, or from their clashing interests, and
private animosities.”* Lord North was in no sense
responsible for the development of this condition,
which had grown up during the period that Lord Chat-
ham, though sick, was supposed to be at the head of the
government;* but no excuse can be made for North’s
weakness in accepting conditions which imposed on
—1;;‘{;;'“”. Memoirs, vol. i, 372, 403.

** North told Fox in 1782 that government by departments was an evil.

“There should be one man, or a cabinet, to govern the whole and direct every

measure.” — Memorials of Fox, vol. ii. 37, quoted in Rose, William Pitl, vol.

1, 118,
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the empire an incompetent and disunited administra-
tion during the most critical period of the American
Revolution,

The largest number of votes in Parliament was fur-
nished by the court faction and for that reason the king
was enabled to impose his will upon this ministry more
frequently than upon its predecessors; still the Bed-
fordites were almost equally strong, after their former
allies, the Grenvillites, joined them; and their wishes
and desires often shaped the measures supported by the
coalition, particularly those affecting the American col-
onies. The king had, however, never forgotten their
acts of earlier years and always had the fear of their
ambition in his mind. In this fear he was justified:
Lord Gower had his eye on the position of chief min-
ister and was seeking to undermine Lord North’s influ-
ence, in which he might have been successful but for the
confidence which the latter had inspired in the royal
breast; Lord Sandwich, who was a skilful architect of
political machines, had constructed a smoothly working
system in the East India Company, and through the
power of dispensing innumerable offices in that wealthy
corporation exercised a power which neither the king
nor his minister could shake: both Gower and Sand-
wich found an able lieutenant in Richard Rigby, who
enjoyed the remunerative office of paymaster and was
the arch plotter and ‘“grafter” of the Bloomsbury
Gang.*

The opposition was able to make but little headway
against a coalition so strongly entrenched. While
George Grenville lived, the union, composed of his fol-
lowers, the opposition Pittites, and the Old Whigs of-

46 “Knox Manuscripts,” in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report,

vol. vi, 254; Wraxall, Memoirs, passim.

o ——

A




42 [H ".[15‘3155]1’}’] ‘wf\LL] Y [vol.

fered a brave fmnr; but the three factions disagreed on
too many subjects to develop into a true opposition
party until the vital issue of the American war had
aroused the country. On the great questions of the
colonies and the East India Company (the latter was a
particular protegé of the Old Whigs) there was and
could be no concerted action. After the desertion of
the Grenvillites the opposition became so absurd that
many, disappointed of gaining office, made their peace
with the administration and accepted favors."® It was
at this period that Horace Walpole wrote to his friend,
Mann, that the opposition was in the “last state of con-
sumption.” *

Until August, 1772, Lord Hillsborough was the col-
onial secretary, and the development of departmental
independence had advanced to such a stage that there
was in most cases no interference with American affairs
on the part of the other great officers of state, unless
some financial interest arose. Still it must be remem-
bered that this department was new and had not yet
obtained a stability and independence comparable to
that of either of the other two secretaryships. In p;u'-
ticular the secretary of state for the Southern Depart
ment was disposed to look upon this new office mlh
disfavor and some jealousy. The loss of American
patronage was not to be despised. Lord Hillsborough
was keenly alive to the limitations of his position, and
upon his resignation in 1772 he strongly urged his suc-
cessor to demand a position as independent and hon-
orable as that of the first lord of the treasury.* Jeal-

' The most notable example of this was Lord Dartmouth, whose desertion
of the Old Whigs will be discussed later: but many others followed his
example. :

¢7 |'-||1I|-;1-\r 15, 1771, Walpole, Letters, vol. v, 278.

'* Hillsborough to Dartmouth, August 8, 1772 in Dartmouth Manuscripts
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ousy, however, prevented any such development until
after the outbreak of the Revolutionary War, when
there was fulfilled that ominous prophecy of the Earl
of Chesterfield which he made in 1772; “if we have no
secretary of state with full and undisputed powers for
America, in a few years we may as well have no Amer-

1) 49

ica.
It was under the administration of Lord Hillsbor-

ough that the new colonial policy was inaugurated, and
he was to remain in office sufficient time to learn of the
failure of this plan which he had been called upon to
devise but which was so different in character from
the ideal he had had in mind four years before. Still
the best must be made of this compromise measure, and
in letters dated April 15, 1768, the inutility of the ex-
isting system of British garrisons in the West and the
advisability of promoting local autonomy were the
points which were presented most emphatically to the
colonial authorities.” In the discussion of the new
policy in his letter to Gage, upon whom must devolve
its inauguration, the secretary argued that the very at-
tempt to guard the commercial interests in the far West
through British forts and garrisons had involved the
empire in an Indian war which might otherwise have
been localized so that the burden would have fallen on
the colonies. By such reasoning he justified the aban-
donment of the western forts: “It being evident, that

See on the subject of the colonial secretary, “Knox Manuseripts,” in Historical
Manuscripts Commission, Report, vol, vi, 256, where is the following: “A
difficulty had formerly been made by Lord Weymouth of considering the
American secretary as a secretary of state. Lord Hillsborough had never
been so considered by the other secretaries; he was only held to be first lord
of trade with seals and cabinet.”

4 Chesterfield to Dartmouth, August, 1772, in Dartmouth Manuscripts.

%0 British Museum, Additional Manusecripts, 21.673, f. 75. The letter to
General Gage is in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.86, p. 73.
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in proportion as the number of such posts is diminished,
the necessity of carrying on an Indian War at the ex-
pense of this kingdom, will be the less, and the colonies
themselves will be more attentive to their own security
by adopting such of the regulations established under
the present plan of superintendency, as have evidently
operated to the benefit of the trade, and to the giving
U_f that satisfaction and content to the Indians from
which alone the colonies can hope to derive either im-
mediate profit or lasting peace.”

In his discussion of the abandonment of the forts,
Lord Hillsborough requested Gage to report upon the
situation in the far West and to point out what posts
in his opinion should be fortified. He was instructed
to maintain, in the meantime, garrisons at Fort de
Chartres or at some other place in the Illinois country,
at Pittsburgh, Niagara, Detroit, and Mackinac. Other
forts were to be abandoned or to be handed over to the
colonies. This arrangement would make it possible to
concentrate the troops in the provinces of Quebec, Nova
Scotia, East Florida,” and the middle colonies.

General Gage, who kept his fingers on the pulse of
British political opinion, had read the symptoms aright;
and he had already begun such preparations, even be-
fore the arrival of Hillsborough’s orders, to curtail the
expenses of the military establishment that he found it
unnecessary to make many changes in the distribution
of troops to satisfy the new requirements. The letter
of Lord Hillsborough compelled him, however, to go
over again his information concerning the Illinois coun-
try in order to weigh the advantage to be gained by
trade against the great expense of a garrison in that dis-
tant land. He had been receiving from the officers

51 West Florida was to be garrisoned from East Florida.
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stationed at Fort de Chartres very interesting accounts
of the conditions they found.” Naturally these differed
according to the character and personal interests of the
informant; but the general was now in a rather pessi-
mistic mood and preferred the statements of those who
told him that British goods were thirty per cent dearer
on account of the cost of the long land carriage than the
French goods brought from New Orleans, and that
peltries received a higher price in the latter town than
in the eastern ports.” He had also come to the con-
clusion that there was no possibility of preventing the
introduction of foreign merchandise into the West and
that, therefore, a post at the Illinois would not be “pro-
ductive of advantages equal to the expense of support-
ing it.”** Instead of garrisoning Fort de Chartres with
British troops, he proposed gathering all the French
inhabitants into one village where they could defend
themselves by their own militia and govern themselves
under some simple form of administration.*

[n the general plan to remove the troops from the
Mississippi Valley, those stationed in West Florida,
with the exception of three companies, were included,
but such a policy proved in the end to be inexpedient.
A protest against such a course was immediately filed

5% See particularly an account of the commerce in Public Record Office,
Calonial Office Papers, 5.87, f. 67.

58 0n the trade situation see Carter, Greaf Britain and the Illinois Coun-
try, chapter v

Pt Gage to Hillsborough, June 15, 1768, Public Record Office, Colonial
Office Papers, 5.86, p. z09. Gage from now on was inclined to take the same
position as Lord Barrington in regard to the Mississippi trade. On February
3, 1769, he wrote, after quoting a rather optimistic opinion of Lieutenant-
colonel Wilkins, commanding in the Illinois: “Upon the whole, there is no
good prospect that the commerce of the Mississippi will prove of much ad-
vantage to Great Britain.! — Idem, 5.87, p. 143.

%0 This proposal remained without a definite answer for some time. See

Hillsborough to Gage, March id

24, 1769 1n idem, 5.87, p. 155; also May 13,

1769 in idem, p. 179.
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by the British merchants who traded in that colony, and
this protest was later endorsed by the colonial assembly.
By instructions dated February 4, 1769, Gage was com-
manded to maintain a regiment there; and at the end of
the year the ministry became so frightened at the activ-
ities of the Spaniards across the river that the general
was instructed to send still more troops to the colony
and to repair the forts.” This latter, however, was not
done.

Though the decisions of March, 1768, have all the
appearance of finality, still in the mind of Hillsborough
there lurked a doubt of the advisability of a complete
abandonment of the far West. In a long letter to Gage
on July 31, 1770, he returned to the subject and his dis-
cussion reveals the fact that the colonial secretary was
still examining with some indications of an open mind
the problem from every possible angle.”” He was fully
conscious that the commercial and military value of the
lands on the Mississippi “was deserving the most serious
attention;”’ but he also realized that there was great
difficulty “in suggesting any proper plan for the im-
provement of them to these ends, that will not either be
attended with an expence too heavy for the state to bear,
or otherwise liable to very great objections.” He then
pointed out the value of establishing forts at the strategic
points and of permitting a certain amount of coloniza-

56 Hillsborough to Gage, December 10, 1768, February 4, and December 9,
1769 in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.86, p. 429; 5.87, pp. 151,
367; Chester to Hillsborough, December 24, 1771, Hillshorough to Chester,
April 1, 1771 in Secretary of States Letter Book A. (Florida). This is a
manuscript volume owned by Mr. H. 8. Watson, Bloomington, Illinois.

57 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.89, p. 199. The problem
of the far West was also discussed by Hillsborough in a letter to Gage on
March 27, 1769. See idem, 587, p. 155. He wrote that the question of the
future of the Illinois country should be carefully considered “whether it is or

not, capable of producing any real commercial advantage to this kingdom.”
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tion: “but.” he wrote, “in a consideration of this nature,
expence must and ought to have, from the circumstances

of the state, a great weight in the scale of deliberation
on the one l}ﬂ:itt so on the other hand the seeking to
avoid that expence by substituting a system erroneous in
it's principles and prejudicial in its consequences, would
be highly blameable.”

Turning then to the objections to promoting even a
moderate exploitation of the far West, he harked back
to the principles of the report of March, 1768, which
had set forth at length the mercantilists’ ideas of the
principal value of colonial possessions. In the light of
what he regarded as the true principle of action, he was
unable to recommend any change in the policy already
determined upon. The region of the Illinois did fur-
nish raw material in the form of peltries, but Hills-
borough pointed out that so long as New Orleans re-
mained in the hands of the Spaniards, “no one will be-
lieve that the town will not be the market for peltry, or
that those restrictions, which are intended to secure the
exportation of that commodity directly to Great Britain,
can have any effect under such circumstances.” In con-
clusion he recapitulated his reasons for not changing
the policy already promulgated. “Forts and military
establishments at the mouths of the Ohio and Illinois
Rivers, admitting that they would be effectual to the at-
tainment of the objects in view, would yet I fear be at-
tended with an expence to this kingdom greatly dispro-
portionate to the advantages proposed to be gained, and
those objections to civil establishments, which T have
above stated, do weigh so strongly against that measure
in the scale both of general and local policy, as greatly
to discourage the idea.” Having thus set forth his
opinion, he requested General Gage to write him fully
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upon the subject and to suggest some possible solution
of the problem.

To this letter General Gage made answer on Novem-
ber 10, 1770, in a long communication wherein he en-
tered very fully into all plans of the far western prob-
lem “without regard,” he wrote, “to any opinions [ may
have formed heretofore, which a further consideration,
or longer experience shall have satisfied me to be erro-
neous.”®™ His observation had led Gage to the belief
that forts situated in the Indian country were of little
ralue either as centers of commerce or as protection
against Indian attacks. He pointed out that they “did
not protect Pennsylvania and Virginia in the late Indian
War; the savages fell upon, and destroyed many settle-
ments in both those provinces.” As a matter of fact,
the nation which controlled the center of trade, whether
the mouth of the Saint Lawrence or of the Mississippi,
must control the country connected with that center;
Detroit and Mackinac must have been delivered to
Great Britain even had they not been included in the
capitulation. Since such was the case, Gage argued
that the back countries would be sufficiently protecte
by troops stationed at the mouths of the great avenues
of commerce. Having become convinced of the sound-
ness of this principle, Gage completely changed his
opinion in regard to the need of promoting settlements
and now looked upon it as “altogether inconsistent with
sound policy, for there is little appearance that the ad-

vantages will arise from it, which nations expect, when
they send out colonies inte foreign countrys,” such as the
production of materials, except furs and skins, needed
in Great Britain. Nor did he attach any weight to
the argument that there was need of barrier provinces.

* Public Record Ohhce, Colonial f,'.':fir r f‘r!,.‘u'r'.t. c. 88, .p. 327,

two
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“The pretence of forming barriers will have no end,
wherever we settle, however remote, there must be a
frontier, and there is room enough for the colonists to
spread within our present limits, for a century to come,”
The inhabitants are always ready, he wrote, to remove
to the back lands which are better, but “it is apparently
most for the interest of Great Britain to confine the
colonists on the side of the back-country and to direct
their settlements along their sea-coasts; where millions
of acres are yet uncultivated.” Furthermore the push-
ing of settlements westward would be likely to bring
on an Indian war. Gage closed this part of his argu-
ment with the following positive opinion:

Let the savages enjoy their desarts in quiet; little bickerings that
will unavoidably sometimes happen, may soon be accomodated.
And I am of opinion independent of the motives of common
justice and humanity, that the principles of interest and policy
should induce us rather to protect, than molest them. Were
ihi'_‘.' drove from their forrests, the ;n-ir:'j.' trade would decrease,
and not impossible that worse savages would take refuge in
them; for they might then become the azylum of fugitive ne-
groes, and idle vagabonds, escaped from justice, who in time
might become formidable, and subsist by rapine, and plundering
the lower country.

The remainder of this long and important letter is a
discussion of the fur trade as it appeared to General
Gage at the time. He pointed out that the Canadian
trade was becoming adjusted to the new conditions and
would be carried exclusively to British posts. The
trade along the Ohio was always conveyed down the
Mississippi. Both the traders from Canada and those
on the Ohio found formidable rivals in the French from
the Spanish side of the river, and there was no means to
prevent this. The idea which Gage had formerly enter-
tained that the Iberville River could be utilized as a
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channel to connect Mobile Bay with the Mississippi he
now realized could not be carried out.

This letter from Gage was so completely in accord
with Lord Hillsborough’s own prepossessions that it
fixed his opinion in regard to the far West. The failure
to secure all the fur trade was, however, an evil that
might be corrected, provided New Orleans was in the
possession of Great Britain. 'When there arose the dis-
pute with Spain over the Falkland Islands and war
seemed to be inevitable, General Gage was ordered, in
1771, to make all preparations to attack this important
post; ™ but, since the international difficulty was over-
come by diplomacy, this method of solving the trade
problem of the far West could not be utilized.

The danger of war being removed, the ideas of Gage
and Hillsborough concerning this territory were ac-
cepted by the cabinet, and the former was commanded
to demolish Fort de Chartres and Fort Pitt and to with-
draw the troops.”” The same policy did not appear ap-
plicable to the lake region and so the posts there con-
tinued to be garrisoned. Thus as far as the Ohio Valley
and the territory contingent to it were concerned, the
opinion of the inutility of imperial expense in the West,
a view which had been so strongly urged by Lord Bar-
rington and had formed the basis of Charles Towns-
hend’s colonial plan, was adopted; and the reasoning
of Lord Shelburne that had prevailed in the spring of
1767 was completely repudiated. The decision to with-
) ]"l‘iﬁ:i!“ll’l)ll_[[]l to Gage, January 2, 1771, Public Record Office, Colonicl
Office Papers, 5.8y, p. 1; Gage to Hillsborough, April 2, 1771 in idem, 5.8,
p- 183.

%0 Cabinet mecting, December 1, 1771, Dartmoutk Manuscripts; Hills-
borough to Gage, December 4, 1771 in Public Record Office, Colonial Offce
Papers, 590, p. 5. Fort de Chartres was accordingly abandoned and a few

troops were stationed in Kaskaskia, See Gage to Hillsborough, September 2,
1772, n E.-a';'m, p- 113.
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draw the troops from the Illinois country was evidence
that the plans and the hopes of the radical expansion-
ists, who had urged the rapid establishment of colonies
ﬂ'll'{-lllj-__’j'i]{illt the Mississippi Valley, would receive no
encouragement from the colonial secretary and his col-
leagues. The realization of that picture of the western
territory teeming with thriving towns and rich farms
which the followers of George ITI. had painted in such
glowing colors, when they were justifying the treaty of
Paris in 1763, was to be indefinitely postponed.

This action by the ministry did not close the far West
to exploitation of another character. The question of
permitting the copper mines of the Lake Superior re-
gion to be worked by a British company came up sey-
eral times during these years, when the administration
seemed determined to prevent any settlement beyond
the Indian boundary line; and, after consulting with
General Gage and Sir William Johnson, the ministers
were in favor of granting this permission under condi-
tions that would prevent settlement and the monop-
olizing of the fur trade.™

The far West was thus erected by imperial instruc-
tions into a great Indian reservation, where the land
Was to remain untouched by the plow and where no set-
tlements of white men should disturb the peace of the
primeval forest. All pioneer home-seekers were, ac-
cordingly, prohibited from setting their feet across the
line marking the Indian boundary. Yet the empire
was no longer to assume the duty of protecting this cir-
cumscribed territory from encroachments. This duty
Wwas transferred to the colonial governments in the ex-
pectation that they would prevent the feet of their citi-

01 Cun a to £ : £ T H
See reports of Board of I'rade, July 17, 1769, and June 27, 1771 in

Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 324.21. Johnson's letter on the
subject is dated December 23, 1768. See idem. 5.70, p. 225.

Ly g
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zens from straying. There was only one business which
could now Ic:gatll.},-' call the whites into the territory.
The far West was to be devoted to the interests of the
fur trade: but even with this the empire was not to in-
terfere. It was to be regulated from the various cen-
ters of the colonial governments, and in its regulation
colonial laws were to replace imperial laws. This aban.
donment of imperialism in favor of local autonomy was
undoubtedly the most radical of the new measures. The
change occasioned the most serious difficulties in the
West and proved to be no solution of the complex prob-
lem.

Although local administration of the Indian trade
had been _p referred to imperial direction by many well
informed British public men and had been demanded
by many firms engaged in the business, still the history
of the trade offered to those who had been familiar
with the conditions prior to the period of imperial in-
terference little encouragement to hope that the various
governments concerned would agree on a general plan
and administer it with justice and consistency. The
first to protest against this change were the two super-
intendents who were not pleased with the curtailment
of the duties of their office. The Grenville-Bedford
plan for the West, under which they had been acting
for several years, had placed such great power in their
hands that they had become the most important officials,
after the general-in-chief, in America. Under the new
orders the appropriation for the Indian Department
was so reduced that both Johnson and Stuart com-
plained that there was not sufficient money to enable
them to perform their duties efficiently.” Stuart wrote
to his colleague on April 14, 1760:

62 Johnson to Gage, December 16, 1768, in Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvil,

13; Stuart to Johnson, April 14, 1769 in tdem, vol. xxv, 132.

LW

tu
co.
rec
his
up
W
red
she

{8 =

art
COI
.” I
cal

of

the
Th
pla
lav
the
I{t‘t
the
a d

VeI

John

John

Off



two ] IN BRITISH {*‘(‘)Ll_TICS

n
L

I am convinced of the justice of your observation that the reform

of the commissaries will render it less practicable to influence

and direct the conduct of the distant nations; and our intelli-

gence, especially in this district must be very defective, as there
are not any posts or oflices, whese duty it is to inform me of all
transactions, in any nation within it.%

Since the appropriations were cut and their orders to
turn over the management of the western trade to the
colonies were specific, the superintendents proceeded to
recall their subordinates. Sir William Johnson ordered
his commissaries stationed at the various posts to make
up their accounts till September 25, when their duties
would end; but on maturer reflection he determined to
retain them till March so that the colonial officials
should have no excuse to complain that time was not
granted them to make new appointments.* John Stu-
art wrote to the colonial secretary that the duties of his
commissaries were to cease on November 1, and that he
proposed thereafter to employ only two deputies for the
care of his whole district and one interpreter for each
of the tribes.”

By such measures the superintendents prepared for
the transfer of the control of the trade to the colonies.
The colonies were, however, unprepared to supply the
places of the commissaries or to promulgate general
laws to control the trade. For any such undertaking
there was need of a greater solidarity of feeling, a
keener perception of the common needs than existed on
the American continent. Particularism developed by
a diversity of interests and by mutual suspicion had pre-
vented the growth of any general sentiment in the colo-

8% Stuart to Johnson, April 14, 1769, in Johnson Manuscripts, 132.

** Johnson to Gage, August 24, 1768 in idem, vol. xvi, 144. In this letter
Johnson makes the above proposal to Gage, who approved of it. See also
Johnson to Gage, November 20, 1768 in idem, vol. xvi, 226,

% Gage to Hillsborough, October g, 1768 in Public Record Office, Colonial

n » -
Office f:-',."'r'r.i, 5.86, p. 397.
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nies which would compel the administrations to work
systematically for a common cause. In fact the colo-
nial officials were, as Gage suggested to Lord Hills-
borough, “a good deal puzzled about it, notwithstand-
ing many people here, before the trade was thrown into
their hands, seemed very desirous to have the manage-
ment of it themselves, and talked of it as the properest
way to have the trade well managed.” " Others shared
the general’s misgivings. Joseph Galloway in a letter
to Sir William Johnson wrote that he had urged Ben-
jamin Franklin to point out his “reasons to show the
improbability of the colonies maintaining any posts out
of their several limits.” He added: “As to Indian
affairs T much fear, whatever share thereof may be as-
sumed by the respective provinces, there will be many
inconveniences attending the taking them entirely from
under a general direction.”” Johnson answered that he
was in agreement with this statement, for the manage-
ment of the Indian trade “will be found to require at-
tention of so troublesome and expensive a nature, that
there is reason to apprehend the colonies will hardly be
brought to that unity of measures, and proportion of ex-
penses without which the whole may be thrown into
confusion.” **

Galloway was probably expressing the sentiments of
his closest associates who were ready to oppose the con-
templated change. For a time, at least, the important
political and commercial influence of his friends, the

68 August 17, 1768, Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.86, .

291. See also Johnsen to Gage, March 22, 1769 in Johnson Manuseripts, vol.

xvii. 101. Hillsborough insisted that the colonial agents and many individuals
told him that the colonies wished to manage the Indian trade. Hillsborough
to Gage, March 24, 1769 in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 557,
P. I55.

o7 May 24, 1768, Johnson Manuscripts, xvi, 90,

68 Tuly 28, 1768, idem, xvi, 120,
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Whartons of Philadelphia, was sufficiently powerful to
delay any action by Pennsylvania on the proposed
measure. In writing on January 11, 1769, Samuel
Wharton informed Sir William Johnson that the mem-
bers of the Pennsylvania assembly will give any propo-
sition in regard to colonial regulation of the fur trade
“the go bye, as I have convinced the leading members,
of the impracticability of their regulating a commerce
without the jurisdiction of their laws. The confusion
and consequences that must necessarily result from
traders going to the Indian villages from all the differ-
ent colonies, under dissimilar regulations, and withal,
if they do engage in it, they must pay for the building
and supporting trading houses, commissaries, etc.” ™

The imperial officers, General Gage and the two su-
perintendents of Indian affairs, made strenuous efforts
to bring the colonies to a realization of the exigencies of
the situation. In the spring of 17609, the general wrote
to each of the governors of the colonies directly inter-
ested and pointed out the urgent need of action, since
Sir William Johnson had been compelled by his in-
structions to remove the commissaries, interpreters, and
smiths from the interior posts; and he urged the gov-
ernors to take measures immediately to supply their
places. He suggested, in accordance evidently with an
agreement between himself and Johnson, that Pennsyl-
vania should assume the control of Fort Pitt and the
[linois, New York of Niagara and Detroit, and Que-
bec of Mackinac.™

68 Joknson Manuscripts, vol. xvii, 35,

"0 Gage to Penn, March 24, 1769 in Pennsylvania Colonial Records, vol.
ix, 581. I have not seen any authority for the distribution of the posts except
most general orders: but all later discussion assumed that the above distribu-

tion should be followed. Penn answered the above letter on May 16. See
:-nlrr'.lr'I, 82,

R P ——— i

i — o —

T P ——— e~ e ——




I N 56 AL

In all the later negotiations the colony of New York,
under the influence, no doubt, of Gage and Johnson,
took the initiative. The subject was discussed in the
colonial legislature, and on May 19, 1769, the outline of
a tentative plan was formulated;™ taxes should be laid
by authority of the colonial legislature on the merchan-
dise sold at the various posts, the transportation of
liquor beyond the most eastern posts should be prohib-
ited, and Indian commissioners should be supported
out of the money raised by the taxes. Meanwhile the
New York legislature appropriated one hundred fifty
pounds “to defray the expense of keeping one inter-
preter and two smiths at Niagara and Detroit until the
first day of Jan[uar]y next” In spite of this hopeful
beginning General Gage was obliged to report to the
home government ‘“the bad success” of his application
to the colonies.™

Undoubtedly this failure of the colonies to enact the
necessary measures to manage the trade with the In-
dians was one of the causes of the great restlessness of
the natives throughout the West. Reports were con-
stantly being received by Sir William Johnson of out-
breaks and of the formation of confederacies to drive
the British out of the region. He was told that the
French of the villages on the Mississippi were monop-
olizing the trade and that the Indians refused to permit
the Americans to enter their villages. Superintendent
Stuart described the conditions in his district as chaotic:
i the Indian villages were swarming with lawless vaga-

THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

bonds who conducted their trade secretly in the woods;

1 Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvii, 161,

"2 Pittsburg, Niagara, and Carillon,

"¢ Gage to Hillsborough, August 12, 1764 in Public Record Office, Colonial
! Office Papers, 5.87, p. 311. See also Johnson to Moore, September 1, 1769,
Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xviii, 12.




two] IN BRITISH POLITICS 57

the trading houses situated on the frontier were attract-
ing the Indians away from their villages and the influ-
ence of their chiefs; and settlements were being made
beyond the boundary line.™

On the other hand the colonials complained of the
compulsion to raise money for managing this important
business, and they pointed out that before the war they
had conducted the trade without imperial interference
and without much expense. Although Johnson an-
swered this by proving that, since the war, the colonies
had entered into relations with Indian tribes, whose
very names were previously unknown, still he was un-
able to arouse them to activity ;™ nor was the colony of
New York, which continued its attempt to secure some
codperation from its neighbors, more successful. On
January 27, 1770, the legislature appointed commis-
sioners to confer with those from the other colonies.™
The Pennsylvania governor realized his responsibility,
even if the legislature was opposed to doing anything in
the matter, and entered into a correspondence with the
governors of New York and Virginia in regard to what
should be done.”” The latter colony, however, was the
only one to appoint commissioners.” All efforts had
thus failed, and the few commissioners who did as-
semble agreed that the next meeting should be held
upon the call of the governors.

7"_‘.5:1.|..‘_zi't to Governor Bull, December 2z, 1769 in Public Record Office,
Colonial Office Papers, 5.71, p. 23.

5 Johnson to Moore, September 1, 1769 in Johnson Manuscripts, vol.
xviii, 12.

" Colden to Hillshorough, February 21, 1770 in New York Colom:al
Documents, vol. viii, 207, 241.

T House of Burgesses of Virginia, Journals, 1770-1772, p. Vil

78 New York legislature to Dunmore, February tg, 1771 in Johnson Manu-

seripts, vol. xx, 99. For other letters see House of Burgesses of Virginia,
Journals, 1770-1772, p. vii.
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Lord Hillsborough’s patience was exhausted by this
delay. On November 15, 1770, he wrote a circular
letter to the governors in which he expressed his sur-
prise at the long postponement of such necessary legisla-
tion. “The king,” he said, “has commanded me to sig-
nify his pleasure that you without delay represent the
matter in the strongest manner to the Council and As-
sembly.”™ A faithful representative of Hillsborough
was soon to promote the colonial secretary’s ideas in
America. This was the new governor of New York,
Lord Dunmore, who exhibited great energy in pushing
this important object. He entered into correspondence
about the Indian trade with Sir William Johnson and
urged the legislature to do something for the promotion
of peace on the frontier.” The latter body, on Febru-
ary 15, 1771, returned an address on the whole subject
in which there was recited the history of the efforts of
the colony to promote the cause. Attention was called
to the fact that a committee had been appointed “to pre-
pare and bring in a bill for this necessary service,” but
the legislators felt that little could be accomplished
without concerted action.** This new effort resulted in
nothing; but this was not wholly due to the apathy of
the colonies. The danger of a meeting of colonial rep-
resentatives, even to secure such an important result as
the settlement of the Indian trade, was apparent to Lord
Hillsborough; and he informed Governor Carleton of
Quebec that the king disapproved of such a general
conference, a hint that was sufficient for the governor of

" New York Colonial Documents, vol, viii, 241.

80— Jdem, vol. viii, 261, 265,

81 New York legislature to Dunmore, February 15, 1771, Johnson Manu-
scripts, vol. xx, 99. At about this same time Virginia was considering the
same subject. Johnson to Nelson, March 16, 1771, Johnson to Dunmore,
March 16, 1771 in idem, 141, 144
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the most northern province; when the law creating the
Virginia commission reached Westminster, the impe-
riul'gm-'v:rnmcnr refused its consent. It was evidently
Hillsborough's idea that the colonies should reach an
agreement on the subject without a general meeting.™

The problem, as a matter of fact, was too intricate for
the colonies without a closer federation than existed at
the time, and Sir William Johnson gave up all hope on
account of “the different interests and systems of policy
prevailing in each colony, which must ever prove an
obstruction to establishments that depend on a perfect
union of sentiment and on proportional quotas of ex-
pense.”* Lord Hillsborough became discouraged by
the colonial inactivity and lamented that there had been
a departure from his former plan.** His judgment was
justified by the accounts of the continued demoraliza-
tion of the Indian trade, in which the merchants were
“guilty of the most glaring impositions,” as Johnson
wrote.” The opinion of Hillsborough was held also
by his successor, Lord Dartmouth, who was convinced
that there must be devised some general plan for trade
which must be enforced by act of Parliament, since the
colonies refused to do anything and the crown did not
possess the power to take drastic measures.®

T'he opinion of the minister was supported by the
criticisms of the Indians. Tn July, 1774, the Iroquois
complained bitterly of the conditions which had grown

52 Hillsborough to Carleton, July 10, 1771, Carleton to Hillsborough,
October 31, 1771, Canadian Archives, Manuscripts, Q. 8, 47, 82: Colden to
Hillsborough, July 7, 1770, Tryon to Hillsborough, January g, 1772 in New
York Colonial Documents, vol. viii. 216, 288.

@ Johnson to Hillsborough, April 4, 1772 in idem, 292.

“* Hillsborough to Johnson, December 4, 1771 in idem, 287.
*¢ Johnson to Dartmouth, November 4, 1772 in idem, 316.

* Dartmouth to Johnson, February 3, 1773 in tdem, 348.
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Conditions of the Indian trade had developed to such
a state through the supineness of the colonies and the
rapaciousness of the traders that there seemed to be
nothing to do but to revive the imperial plan of the
earlier years, and finally this was to be attempted; but
the trouble existing in the trade was only one of the
many perplexities that had grown out of the iaugura-
tion of the compromise policy of 1768. Every element
of that policy led to a similar impassé, and the attempt
that was made to correct the evils can only be under-
stood after following the course of events along manjy

paths.

87 New York Coelonial Documents, vol. viii, 475.




II1I. THE INDIAN BOUNDARY LINE

The late Mr. Grenville, who was, at the time of issuing this proc-
lamation [of 17063), the minister of this kingdom, always said, that the
design of it was totally accomplished, so soon as the country was pur-
chased from the natives. — SAMUEL W HARTON.

The compromise policy of 1768 required many re-
adjustments of the governmental machinery, which
should have been carefully and thoughtfully made in
order to spare the transmontane territory the outbreak
of another Indian war. Yet the change from imperial
to colonial management in the far West was carried
through without forethought and without preparation.
The same carelessness about consequences characterized
the inauguration of the remaining part of the policy.
The imperial superintendents of Indian affairs per-
formed their duty and established, as ordered, a boun-
dary line between the territory open to settlement and
the Indian hunting-grounds; but the inauguration of
this important measure implied that some government
would be provided for the area thus made accessible to
settlers. The ministers had given, however, little
thought to this phase of their policy and had proposed
no means of maintaining peace and order in the newly
opened region of the upper Ohio Valley, and the conse-
quences of their hit or miss methods came as a surprise
to them. Nemesis did not overlook this carelessness;
the territory east of the ministerial boundary line be-
came the breeding place of such lawlessness and specu-
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lative greed that the system of imperial politics itself
was endangered.

Lord Shelburne’s letter of instructions to run an In-
dian boundary line did not inaugurate a wholly untried
experiment. Certain steps had already been taken
toward such an end. In the treaty of Augusta in 1763,
when the governors of Georgia, the two Carolinas, and
Virginia were present, John Stuart, superintendent of
the Southern Department, had met the most important
of the Indian tribes of his district and agreed with
them on a line between Georgia and the Indians and
had also reached a general understanding on the con-
tinuation of the boundary back of all the southern col-
onies.®® This agreement was followed in the course of
the ensuing years by treaties with the particular tribes.
By the autumn of 1765, the line had been extended to
the northern boundary of South Carolina and a treaty
had been made fixing at the back of North Carolina the
limit of settlement, which was not surveyed, however,
until 1767 All these treaties received the approval
of the imperial government though the only authoriza-
tion of them had been general instructions to the super-

88 The important sources for the boundary line are to be found in the New
York Colonial Dacuments: North Carolina State Records, vol. xi, 179 f;
the Manuscripts of Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers; and Draper
Manuscripts, KV, This latter is a copy of a law suit appealed to the Su-
preme Court of the United States, entitled Robert Porterfield vs. Merriwether
I.. Clark et al., January Term, 1844. Discussions of the boundary line are:
Farrand, “The Indian Boundary Line,” in American Historical Revreaw, vol.
x, no. 4, pp. 782 ff.; Alvord, “The British Ministry and the Treaty of Fort
Stanwix,” in Wisconsin Historical Society, Proceedings, 1908; Hamilton,
Colonial Mobile, 239 . On March 29, 1769, the headmen of the Cherokee
said to Stuart: “When the great Congress was held at Augusta in 1763, the
governors of Virginia, South and North Carolina were present, we then
fixed on our boundary with them, and you will remember the place, where
the line was to be run. But some of the .j_‘:!]\.':'['ht]l'r\' ]JI'[‘!t‘IlLi to forget and
would fain come within a short space of our towns.” — Public Record Office,
Colomal Office Papers, s-70, p. 497.

80 New York Colonial Documents, vol, viii, 31 ff.
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‘ntendents to carry out the Grenville-Bedford plan for
[ndian affairs as far as possible.”

There remained to be established in the South only
the line at the back of Virginia, to which that colony
was unwilling to give its consent since such an act would
curtail her western claims and interfere with the far
reaching plans which were being promoted by her citi-
zens for the exploitation of the region.” It was not
antil there were received the new orders from Lord
Shelburne, which were repeated by Lord Hillsborough,
that the colony reluctantly yielded. On October 14,
1768, the superintendent had a meeting at Hard Labour
with the Cherokee, at which time the line already run
behind the more southern colonies as far north as Chis-
well’s mine on the Great Kanawha was ratified, and an
agreement was reached that this should be continued
from that point “in a straight line about a north course
to the confluence of the Great Conhoway [ Kanawha]
with the Ohio.”® Superintendent Stuart desired to
survey the line immediately and appointed November
1o for the meeting of the commissioners with the In-
dians. To this date, however, the latter objected on
account of the advanced season of the year. They had
agreed to the date, they said, in the expectation that the
Great Kanawha would form the boundary in which
case there would be only the short line to run from the
North Carolina limits to Chiswell’'s mine; but since the

]--_rl Shelburne particularly gave his approval in numerous letters
written in 1766 and 1767. See Lansdowwvne Manuscripts.

81 Fauquier to Stuart, May 6, 1767, Stuart to Blair, July 7, 1768 in Public
Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.70, 273, 30I.

92 Start to Blair, July 7, 1768 in idem, s.70, p. 301; “Porterfield vs. Clark
et al,, in Draper Manuscripts, KV. See also Hall, Sketches of History, Life
and Manners of the West, vol. ii, appendix 257. The line north of the
Floridas was ratified in a treaty in November, 1768. Chiswell's mine is the

modern Austinville, Virginia.
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boundary was to be from that point a straight line in-
stead of the river, there was not time to survey it before
the winter set in. For this reason a new date, May 10,
1769, was agreed upon. This delay was to be the cause
of many complications: by it the Virginians, who were
unwilling to accept John Stuart’s dictation in such an
important affair, were granted an opportunity to learn
the results of Sir William Johnson’s negotiations with
the Iroquois, to muster their forces to oppose such a lim-
itation of their western expansion, and finally to start
a movement which was to win for them a greater ter-
ritory.

The superintendent of the Northern Department had
been for some years in favor of marking the boundary
line between the settlements and the Indian hunting-
grounds; and at the same time, he expected to secure for
the colonies territory for their natural expansion. New
York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia were all vitally inter-
ested in such a policy, for the lands of the Iroquois and
their allies extended in a long unbroken stretch from
the Saint Lawrence River to the mountain region south
of the Ohio. Sir William Johnson pointed out to Gen-
eral Gage that the Indians would expect a handsome
present for this cession, that the proprietor of Pennsyl-
vania would gladly pay his share, and that it would be
good policy for the imperial government to pay for the
rest, because the land would readily find purchasers.
In this way the empire would secure undeniable control
of the western movement of the settlements.”

. In the general instructions concerning the boundary
: line the superintendents were told to consult with the
various governors; and, since the permanency of his la-
bors to secure peace on the border depended on the co-

Y% Johnson to Gage, April 8, 1766 in Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvi, 65.
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operation of the colonial governments, Sir William

[ohnson sent out a general summons for delegates to

attend the council. New York did not respond, because
her governor thought that the northern superintendent
would take care of the interests of his own colony;** but
the other colonies were not slow to utilize the oppor-
tunity to win what advantages might be offered in this
assemblage of the aborigines.

The Virginians entertained great hopes of making
capital out of the treaty, for the Iroquois had a claim to
the territory south of the Ohio and stretching west as
far as the Tennessee; a claim which was regarded by
many as stronger than that of the Cherokee.” The
speculators perceived that if they could persuade the
Iroquois to yield this title, Virginia would regain some
of the advantages which she was bound to lose through
John Stuart’s negotiations with the Cherokee, by which
many of the early large land grants to prominent citi-
zens were to be cut off from possible settlement. The
choice of representatives was made with care; they were
two of the most prominent speculators in western lands,
Dr. Thomas Walker and Colonel Andrew Lewis, both
of whom had claims lying beyond the line which John
Stuart had so recently negotiated.”

The Pennsylvanians were particularly anxious to

" Moore to Johnson, August 31, 1768 in Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvi, 152.

95 8ir William Johnson wrote of this that he had “heard the Cherokees
about twenty vears ago acknowledge, that the rtiver of that name (the
Tennessee) was the extent of their pretensions,” and that it was so under-
stood by the Virginians. See Johnson to Hillsborough, June 26, 1769 in
Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.70, pp. 473-478. The fact
seems to be that after the Shawnee left this region early in the eighteenth
century both the northern and southern Indians laid claim to it. Thus Ken-
tucky became the “dark and bloody country,” across which war bands from
the north and south were constantly passing.

House of Burgesses of Virginia, Journals, I706-1700, p. xxx. On ac-
count of the necessity of the presence of one of them at Chiswell’s mine, only

rf 1 oy = . . - -
Walker remained till the close of the meeting.
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purchase territory, because the immigration of Ger-
mans and of Scotch-Irish during the last half century
had crowded the most available land so that more room
for expansion had become a vital necessity. Even the
hostility of the proprietary party to the Indian Depart-
ment under Sir William Johnson did not blind it to this
need. When the anti-proprietary party introduced a
bill to appropriate two thousand five hundred pounds
to be expended by Sir William Johnson for quieting the
Indians (a measure evidently intended to promote the
policy of running the boundary) the supporters of the
government did not oppose it.” So important to the
Pennsylvanians was the business that Governor Penn
himself attended the treaty with three delegates from
the council.”™

Of far greater importance was the presence of
Thomas and Samuel Wharton of Philadelphia, members
of the company which had been formed for planting a
colony in the Illinois country. Of the two brothers,
both western speculators, the younger, Samuel, was
to play the more important role. He was an able
negotiator, familiar with western conditions, a friend
of men of influence in the colonies and in England. He
was on intimate terms with such men as Sir William
Johnson and Benjamin Franklin particularly and in the
course of the next few years was to become a factor in
British politics. Like many of his contemporaries, his
eyes were directed towards his business interests and all
methods of advancing these appeared to him legitimate.
He was by no means the most unscrupulous of contem-

% Wharton to Croghan, February 16, 1768 in Johnson Manusecripts, vol.
xvi, 12. In May Croghan and Pennsylvanian commissioners distributed
presents to the Indians to keep them quiet. See Facts and Observations re-
specting the Country granted to His Majesty, etc., 7.

% Governor Penn was obliged to leave before the treaty was concluded.
See New York Colonial Documents, vol. viil 114.
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porary financiers, but he belongs to a type which the
large opportunities for acquiring wealth rapidly de-
veloped in the American colonies. The Whartons were
in the greatest need of m’tl{ing some financial stroke,
for in the summer of 1767 the firm of Baynton, Whar-
ton, and Morgan found their business in such straits
that they were obliged to call togethér their creditors
and lay before them a statement of their assets and lia-
bilities. "I'he firm, while not in danger of bankruptcy,
was embarrassed by lack of available funds; and
order to obtain an extension of credit, the partners were
compelled to conduct their business under supervision
until their debts should be paid.*

The Whartons attended these negotiations with the
[ndians for the purpose of furthering an enterprise that
was even dearer to them than their Illim:i'-‘. scheme.

at Iiu. time of 1hg nutb re JL of [ht war Uf Ponnac S Con-
spiracy and had at the time petitioned the king for com-
pensation.  Since that time they had -been working to
obtain from the Indians a grant of land to recompense
themselves and their associates for their losses. Influ-
enced by the same desire Governor William Franklin
of New Jersey made his w ay to the place of meeting.
The Whartons were not men to leave such an important
business as the “retribution” grant to chance. In order
to look after lhuir interests, Samuel Wharton and Cap-
tamn William Trent, who was an associate, visited Sir
William Johnson at his home in the Mohawk V alley
and then passed on to the Indian villages where they re-
mained several weeks persuading the Six Nations to in-
sist on making the desired land grant,"”

he']m-, ay to Wm. Franklin, September 6, 1767 in Franklin, Papers, vol.
xlviii, 174,
2%

% Wharton to B Franklin, December 2, 1768 in Franklin, Papers, vol.
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The congress had been summoned to meet at Fort
Stanwix in September, but the usual delays occurred
and it was late in October before Sir William Johnson
could open the business. An eye-witness has described
the scene:

By the best estimating there were about three thousand four

}u-ms'fml Indians collected, and much fewer women and children

than I ever saw at any treaty before, occasioned by their staying

at their villages to ::L-r;_urv their corn. As this convention of the
nations, was to settle an affair, in which the future peace and
commerce of these colonies, were most intimately concerned, Sir

William very prudently summoned deputy’s as well from the

Indian Tribes in Canada — as from all those on the Susquehan-

nzh, and down the Ohio for many hundred miles, that so none

of those nations might hereafter plead ignorance or disapproba-
tion of the transaction.’™
Both colonial representatives and Indians realized that
one of the most important treaties ever made in the for-
ests of America was about to be consummated, and they
both had hopes that it would result in a long peace be-
tween the two peoples. Sir William Johnson opened
the meeting with the solemn and figurative language
usually employed in addressing the natives. He re-
called that in 1765 he had laid before them the plan of
a boundary line to which they had agreed and told them
that now the time had come to run the same. Great em-
phasis was laid on the fact that the king was prepared,
in return for a grant of land, to give the large and hand-
some present which was conspicuously arranged before
|} the eyes of the assembly.*®” Without doubt this array of
xlix, 77. The last of the letter is missing, so which brother wrote it is nol
; positively known. In the Calendar of the Franklin Papers, it is ascribed to
] Thomas, but it was probably Samuel, since he was usually employed in such
misslons.
! 101 Franklin, Papers, vol. xlix, 57.
102 Such extracts of the proceedings as Sir William Johnson sent to the

British ministry are printed in New York Celonial Documents, vol. viii, 111
ff. The full record has never been printed,

ity i S s . _ - ., ot B DR C— -




o IN BRITISH POLITICS 69

gifts had its effect on the savage mind : there was at first
great opposition to granting all that Sir William de-
manded, particularly in the colony of New York; but
by dwelling on the subject of the presents and by means
of "Jl'l\d['(. ”'llt‘a, this tJbJCLtmn was p&itmlh OvVErcome;
the boundary line, however, was not extended to the
lake at the north.

When the question of the southern end of the boun-
dary line came to an issue, Sir William found difficul-
ties of another kind. The Indians made certain condi-
tions before they would make any cessions. The first
conditions were undoubtedly the fruit of the confer-
ences with the Whartons held before the assembly met
at Fort Stanwix. Secret meetings with the same persons
during the period of the congress further strengthened
the Indians in their purpose, and there is even consider-
able evidence that Sir William Johnson lent his influ-
ence to gain the same end. At any rate he was not
surprised when the Indians demanded that they be per-
mitted to give a tract of land to the traders who had
suffered at the hands of the Shawnee and Delaw ares in
r";r’w This tract was a ve ery large one, situated in what
1s now the state of West Vi irginia; it was later christened

“Indiana.” The Indians further demanded that George
Croghan, who had prevy lously bought from them many
acres of land, which now proved to lie within the boun-
daries of P ennsylvania, should receive another cession
In compensation. Both these grants were datui two
days before the other sti pulations of the treaty.’

These cessions to the traders : and Croghan were within
the territorial claims of Virginia and were tln.rcth
not looked upon with favor by her delegate,'™ who in

102 A :
L ‘n |1|rrrm to B. Franklin, December 2, 1768 in Franklin, Papers, vol.
xlix, 77.

104 TV T lis e - . - wl e
Dr. Walker was now alone, Lewis having returned to Virginia,
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later years made a declaration upon which the follow-
ing charge of dishonesty was based:
The whole transaction wore the face of mystery and knavery;
for though Dr. Walker was there as a public commissioner for
‘r'ir::[m'n.- he was refused access to the conferences, the caution
w:z::l used to conceal from him what they were about, and every
thing until the business was finished, was conducted privately
with the Indian chiefs by Sir William Johnston [sic] and the |
traders.'”®
Though Doctor Walker was unable to protect the ter-
ritories of Virginia from encroachments, he was success-
ful in accomplishing the object of his mission, the ces- |
sion of the Troquois claim on the western frontier of |
Virginia. Johnson’s mind was also prepared for this |
act on the part of the Indians by being shown a deed |
“for great part of these lands which they [the Virginia
commissioners| assured [him] had formerly met with
encouragement from His late Majesty and the then |
ministry.”” He was also assured that the Virginians |
intended to settle the region and that no power could |
prevent them.”” What methods were employed to per-
suade the Indians to part with a title to such a large ex-
tent of territory is matter of some doubt since the story
of the secret negotiations was carefully guarded. There
| are, however, indications of the means that were used.
A few years later Colonel William Preston, who was
in a position to know, informed Lord Dunmore that
Walker and Lewis made a purchase of the territory
from the Indians.’ Of course no record of such a pur-
chase is to be found in the public minutes of the con-

105 Mason to Randolph, October 19, 1782, Rowland, Life of George Ma-

| son, vol. i, 26; see also page 342. In a contemporary statement of facts

| however, Dr. Walker made no charges. Letter of the commissioners, De

cember 14, 1768 in House of Burgesses, Journal, 1766-1760, p. xxx.

| 100 Johnson to Hillsborough, June 26, 1769, New York Colomial Docu-
ments, vol. viii, 172.

107 Preston to Dunmore, January 23, 1775 in Dunmore Manuscripts.
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gress, nor is there contemporary proof of it. Still if
Preston was correct, the whole affair has a sinister
aspect. At least some contemporaries, basing their
opinion on information no longer accessible, believed
that inducements to make the cession were given to the
[ndians. Superintendent John Stuart received, shortly
after the congress, information concerning the methods
employed by the Virginia commissioners that aroused
his suspicions of the whole transaction.'"

Howsoever they may have been induced to do so, the
[roquois affixed a third condition to their cession in the
south, a condition which was to prove most momentous
in the development of the West. They insisted that
their claim to the land south of the Ohio as far west as
the Tennessee River was just and that the Cherokee had
no rights to it; and the means they took of proving that
right was the presentation of this large territory to the
king. Sir William always asserted that in order to
consummate the treaty he felt constrained to agree to
this departure from his instructions.

The line as finally established started in northern
New York near the east end of Lake Ontario, ran in a
southerly direction to the Delaware River, then west-
erly till it touched the Alleghany River, then down that
river to the Ohio and westerly along the Ohio to the
mouth of the Tennessee. The boundary line was now
completed ; it extended as an unbroken line from near
the Great Lakes to the Mississippi River in northern
West Florida: it closed the far West to colonization but
opened up for immediate settlement new land in New
York," a large part of western Pennsylvania, and the
s ."‘_i1l-!:i.r‘. to Hillsborough, January 20, 1770 in Public Record Office,
Colonial Office Papers, .71, p. 102.

" Governor Moore called it “a wvery inconsiderable portion” of the

whole. Moore to Hillsborough, January 27, 1769 in New York Colonial

Ducuments, vol, viii, 149.
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territory back of Virginia, as far west as the Great
Kanawha. For the land lying within the limits of the
royal provinces, the crown paid a little over ten thou-
sand pounds. At the same time Pennsylvania paid one
thousand Spanish dollars for the share naturally per-
taining to her."”® On account of the Iroquois deed to
the lands west of the Great Kanawha River, the status
of the territory lying between the Tennessee and the
Ohio Rivers was left doubtful, at least in the minds of
those who were anxious to colonize it.

Five years had elapsed since the announcement had
been made by the proclamation of 1763 that the West
was to be maintained under imperial control and ruled
by the military and Indian officers of the empire. By
the proclamation the future of the valley had been
raised to the dignity of a vital issue in British politics
and over the issue two parties had clashed. The treaty
of Fort Stanwix, which was signed on November g,
1768, brought to an end the first epoch in the history of
the British ministerial policy in the West. The new
measure that was put into execution at this congress
with the Indians had been the result of a compromise
between political parties. The thorough-going im- |
perialization of the West, devised by the Grenville-
Bedford ministry, had been discarded, but the opposite
- plan of complete local autonomy with colonial exploita-
tion of the region, advocated by Lord Shelburne, had
not been inaugurated. Instead the boundary line be-
tween the settlements and the Indian hunting-grounds
was to be maintained by the empire, while the duty of
[ managing the Indian trade was placed on the colonies.
i The ministers had entered upon the new measure al- §

110 Facts and Observation respecting the Country granted to His Majesty by

the six United Nation, ete., 12,
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most heedlessly, certainly without that expenditure of
labor and thought with which Lord Shelburne had
worked out the details of his policy. However faulty
the latter’s plan might have proved to be, however un-
workable and expensive the Grenville-Bedford plan
had been found, yet they both had possessed the merit
of consistency; but experience was to reveal that the
new policy possessed the grave faults that are always in-
herent in such patched-up plans. Many questions
should have been asked by the ministers before they
undertook to put their system into execution. What
would be the effect of the removal of the troops from
the far West? Without a control of western expansion
and without the incentive of the profits of land specula-
tion, would the colonies unite in the promulgation of a
common system for the regulation of the Indian trade?
Could the boundary line be protected from frontiers-
men and speculators without imperial officers with
power to punish offenders? What should be done with
the territory that was purchased from the Indians?
Such questions the future was to answer.

Whether Sir William Johnson had any ulterior finan-
cial motive in the negotiations of the treaty of Fort
Stanwix which led to the cession by the Iroquois of the
territory lying between the Ohio and the Tennessce
Rivers may never be known. He asserted again and
again that his intention was to serve the best interests of
the empire by securing as large a grant as possible, and
he was always very angry at every charge of dishonesty
which was made against him.** Whether innocent or
== I-E March 22, 1769, he wrote to Gage: “For my part I could not see
any ill consequences or impropriety in getting from the northern nations all
their claims in that quarter. If it had never been done the Virginians would

nevertheless have pushed settlements there.” — Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvii,
tor. On August g, 1769, he refuted charges of corruption which had been
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guilty his permission to the Six Nations to grant to the
king the territory and thus cast some doubt on the per-
maﬁcncy of the boundary line gave occasion for con-
siderable discussion in the cabinet when finally the re-
port of his proceedings came up for consideration. One
member of the ministry at least, Lord Hillsborough,
was greatly irritated at Johnson's disobedience, and took
it upon himself, without consultation with his col-
leagues, to rebuke the latter for what he regarded as a
grave mistake in policy.”* From the report of the con-
gress, Hillsborough inferred that the superintendent
had been responsible for the action of the Six Nations
by letting them learn that there was some doubt enter-
tained about their title to the territory in question. His
letter pointed out that the cession by the northern In-
dians would not only “produce jealousy and dissatisfac-
tion amongst the Cherokee, but will also tend to undo
and throw into confusion those settlements and agree-
ments for the other part of the boundary line, which the
superintendent for the Southern Department has con-
cluded so ably and so precisely according to his instruc-
tions.” The secretary then urged Johnson to persuade
the Indians to take back their gift.

From the conditions prevailing in the cabinet at the
time Lord Hillsborough might well have been confi-
dent that his peremptory letter to Sir William Johnson
would be readily endorsed by the administration. His
position was particularly strong, because he was now
presiding at the Board of Trade and could therefore
count on obtaining the recommendation of his policy
from his colleagues in that body. Their report was

written about his conduct. Johnson to Gage in idem, z27. See Johnson'’s ex-
planations to Hillsborough, June 26, 1769, and August 21, 1769 in New York
Colonial Documents, vol, viil, 172, 179.

112 Tanuary 4, 1765 in idem, vol. viii, 144,
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ready on April 25, 1769, and like Hillsborough’s letter
hrnu-z__{hl' out clearly the evils which would follow the
acceptance of the Six Nations’ cession of the territory
between the Great Kanawha and the Tennessee Riv-
ers.”™  When this report finally came before the cab-
inet, however, Hillsborough found that his colleagues
were not in sympathy with his position. They did not
understand or appreciate the finer points at issue and
were prepared, according to an informant of Benjamin
Franklin, to condemn his whole American policy.'**
Samuel Wharton, who had sailed for England soon
after the Fort Stanwix treaty, wrote back that Lord
Camden said “that there was not one member in all the
cabinet councill, but what thought L.d. H. mad in his
objections to the boundary, etc. as mentioned in one of
his letters to Sir William, and therefore it was the unan-
imous opinion and determination of them to confirm it
in all its parts, if the Six Nations would not depart from
the terms.” '°

The information obtained by the two Americans was
probably correct, for on May 13, Hillsborough was
obliged to write to Johnson that the ministry had de-
cided that if he had not already been able to induce the
Indians to take back their cession and if in his judgment
the attempt would be inadvisable, “His Majesty, rather
than risk defeating the important object of establishing
a final boundary line will . .

give the necessary

113 Printed in New York Colonial Documents, vol. viii, 158.
114 Franklin to unknown, May 29, 1769 in Johnsen Manuscripts, vol. xvii,
176,

1155, Wharton to Johnson, June 14, 1769, idem, vol. xvii, r1go. The letter

turther stated: “Lord H. had wrote and sent away his foolish letter (as the
Ld. Ch——r calld it) to Sir William before he consulted the cabinet c—n—II
upon it; but as soon as the c—n—I saw it, they all expressed their amazement

at it, and therefore, his Lordship was obliged to write his subsequent letter,
Riape o by . S ;
which 1s express'd in the equivocal manner it is, in order to save his honor.”

Sep Ve a 2 > - 5 A
Sce also Croghan to Johnson, August 21, 1769 in tdem, vol. xviii, 2.
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directions for the confirmation of it as agreed upon at
Fort Stanwix.” *** The secretary pointed out, however, 1
o L) that the ministry would not countenance any settlements
L west of the Great Kanawha River. t
Sir William Johnson’s first answer to the colonial p
secretary was very submissive, and he assured him that \
there would be no trouble in persuading the Iroquois to :
take back the magnificent gift; " but the subsequent in- |
formation of the disagreement in the cabinet over the [
subject and the milder tone of the second letter from the ]
secretary inspired him with courage to defend his action | (
with greater boldness and to point out the grave diffi- C
culties that would be met in any attempt at restitution,' ¢
Johnson’s defense was based on a complete misunder- v
' standing, either real or assumed, of the ministerial pur- § I
pose in creating an Indian boundary line. That pur- e
pose was to control the westward expansion by marking 0
a definite and continuous line beyond which no settle- a
ments were to be established until the pressure of pop- f
ulation upon the frontiers made it necessary to open up tl
more territory. On the other hand Johnson in all his I
letters regarding the treaty, whether to officials or to n
private individuals, took it for granted that the inter- p
ests of the empire would be best served by obtaining as ti
extensive a grant as possible from the Indians. b
Starting with this misconception of the purpose he ir
i was to promote, Johnson justified his action by asserting
‘ that the Virginians were bound to make settlements tr

; throughout the whole length of the Ohio Valley and
that no power could stop them. He also made use of

mi

| . = > - T - . i
b the argument which the two X’II'IEJ:]HH{ COMINI1ISS10NETs wl
; 118 New York Celonial Decuments, vol, viil, 166. H;j
| 117 Tune 26, 1769 in idem, 172.
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had furnished him; namely that titles to lands situated
west of the Great Kanawha had been obtained from the
[ndians with the approval of “the late king.”** He
emphasized the importance of the denial of thc Chero-
kee to any claim to these lands made to him twenty
years before.

Johnson’s explanations were acceptable in view of the
fact that the ministers had already determined to ap-
prove the cession of the territory south of the Ohio
River; but they did not give their consent to the land
cessions to the merchants and George Croghan ;** nor
did they at this time make any provisions for the gov-
ernment of the region east of the Great Kanawha that
vas opened for settlement. From the report of the
Board of Trade in March, 1768, it was evident that the
expectation then was that the royal province of Vir-
ginia would extend its jurisdiction over this territory
and thus provide for all emergencies which might arise
from the rush of settlers across the mountains. Though
this was probably the intention of the cabinet. the min-
isters did not remove the prohibition placed on settle-
ment west of the mountains that was promulgated in the
proclamation of 1763. As a matter of fact this prohibi-
tion was never formally raised, so that all settlement
beyond the Appalachian divide remained illegal under
imperial law:,

From the action of the ministry in approving the
treaty of Fort Stanwix the colonials might well argue

”'“ language is: “I saw a deed in the hands of the Virginia com-
missioners for great part of these lands which they assured me had formerly
met with encouragement from His late Majesty and the then ministry of
which numbers were determined. to avail themselves forthwith." - Johnson to
””:*"f”'ﬂ' gh, June 26, 1769 in New York Colonial Documents, vol. viii, 17z.

“Hillsborough to Johnson, fhu.n‘wl 9y 1769 in Documentary History of
New ¥ "ark, val, i i, 960,




78 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [ vol.

as they did, that settlement in the upper Ohio Valley
was permitted. The colonial governments, however,
while allowing their citizens to seek homes across the
mountains, made no effort to perform the duty tacitly
assigned them of protecting the hunting-grounds of the
Indians. In fact only one colony, and that the weakest,
West Florida, passed any general prohibition against
settlement in the protected area.’”

The colony most immediately interested in the “im-
perial line,” as it was called, was Virginia. Her citi-
zens had already made settlements beyond the moun-
tains. and some of them had marked out claims and
built homes a considerable distance beyond the limits
established at the treaty of Hard Labour. In the terri-
tory of the upper branches of the Tennessee River there
were several such settlements situated on the extensive
land claims of Walker and Lewis who had been the rep-
resentatives of Virginia at Fort Stanwix; but the specu-
lators had ambitions that went far beyond the securing
of these Holston River settlements. Their success in
securing the cession of all the land south of the Ohio
from the Iroquois and their allies paved the way for
enterprises throughout this region, and they made prep-
arations to utilize this opportunity to the utmost.

The claim of the Cherokee to Kentucky, regarded in
Virginia as particularly shadowy, alone stood 1n the
way of a westward movement of population. [ mme-
diately after their return from Fort Stanwix, Lewis
and Walker were sent by Governor Botetourt to lay be-
fore the superintendent of Indian affairs for the South-

121 §part to Hillshorough, September 23, 1771 in Public Record Office,
Colonial Office Papers, 5.72, p. 654. Governor Chester of West Florida wrote
Hillsborough, September 26, 1770, that his colony was the only one which had
passed any law for the regulation of trade. The law was passed in May,
1770. See Secretary of States Letter Book A.
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ern Department the reasons why the boundary line with
the Cherokee should be fixed farther to the West."” In
his letter to Stuart the governor wrote:
Our commissioners Colonel Lewis and Dr. Walker having in-
formed me, that the line you have marked out in your several
letters as a boundary betwixt the Cherokees and Virginia will
determine a large tract of land to be their [Cherokees'] prop-
erty, which Sir William Johnson has purchased of the Northern
Indians at the Treaty of Fort Stanwix; I have by advice of the
Council directed these gentlemen personally to confer with you
upon that subject, that you may if possible agree together upon a
fresh plan which may satisfy the Indians and observe [sic] to
this colony the lands lately purchased as well as those which
were settled before the late war.#®
[n spite of his well-based suspicions of the two com-
missioners, Stuart made no objection to the proposition
of Virginia, provided the change were not too exten-
sive: and in his answer he assured the governor that he
would “resume a negotiation for a new line when his
Majesty shall please to signify his pleasure,” and in the
meanwhile he would prepare the minds of the Indians
for such an alteration in their agreement.”® The new
boundary to which Stuart agreed was not to include all
the territory recently purchased from the Six Nations,
but only to stretch over a sufficient area to include the
Virginia settlements on the Holston River. In his later
negotiations with the Cherokee, Stuart discovered that
the Indians were willing to sell more of their lands pro-
vided the price was satisfactory.”™

22 Their instructions, December 20, 1768, from the governor are printed
in House of Burgesses of Virginia, Journals, 7700-1769, p. xxxi. Other letters
on the same subject are to he found on following pages. The same and
others are to be found in the Virginia Magazine of History and Biography,
vol. xiii, 2o ff.

128 House of Burgesses of Virginia, Journals, 1766-1706g, p. xxxii,

124 .\-r.:.:r[ to “r:H::Im;'I, .I“““‘.“-.\- 19, |‘I_Ti|1;l i|'| f..l‘lr'.n'.', \'\‘\III

Falls of Queconastolah, ete., March 29, 1769 in Public Record Office,
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The Virginia government evidently expected this fa-
vorable reply from Stuart concerning the reopening of
the negotiations with the Cherokee, for on the same day
that Governor Botetourt gave Walker and Lewis their
instructions, he wrote to Hillsborough of the necessity
of this change. Since Stuart agreed in this necessity
the Board of Trade in their lengthy report on the boun-
dary line, dated April 20, 1769, made favorable com-
ment on the subject but recommended that the expense
of the new purchase should be borne by the colony of
Virginia.'

This extension to the Holston River did not satisfy
the speculative ambitions of the Virginians. Their
imagination had pictured vast fortunes built upon the
exploitation of western land and they had become im-
patient at the prolonged exclusion from the Ohio Valley
which they looked upon as exclusively their own. The
treaty of Fort Stanwix by the cession of land as far west
as the Tennessece River had offered them a golden op-
portunity to enter into their heritage. In particular
the officers and soldiers who had been promised lands
for their service in the late war were anxious to receive
their reward. The result of the agitation of these men
was a memorial by the House of Burgesses in December,
1769, to Governor Botetourt setting forth the needs of
even wider limits than those proposed by Mr. Stuart.'

Colontal Office Papers, 570, p. 497. See also Stuart to Hillsborough, Decem-
ber 2, 1769 in idem, 5.71, p. 17, wherein Stuart asserts that the Cherokee were
agreeable to reopening the negotiations for a boundary,

128 — I'dem, 391.76, p. 47 ff.; the report is in New York Colonial Docu-
ments, vol. viii, 162; the announcement of receipt of authorization is in Vir-
ginia Magazine of History and Biography, vol. xii, 227. Hillshorough's ler
ter giving the authority was dated May 13, 1769, according to the treaty of
Lochaber, House of Burgesses, Journals, r770-1772, p. xv, and his letter of
October 3, 1770, gives the same date. See also Virginia Magazine of History
and Biography, vol, xiii, 140.

127 House of Burgesses, Journals, 17570-1772, p. ix.
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The burgesses dwelt upon the great difficulty of mark-
ing and protecting a line through a mountainous terri-
tory, and they laid particular stress on the fact that “a
great part of that most valuable country, lying on the
{:]hin, below the mouth of the Kanhaway, lately ceded
to his Majesty by the Northern Indians, would be sep-
arated and divided from the British territory,” within
which area lands had been already legally patented.
For these reasons the memorialists pointed out ‘“that a
line beginning at the Western termination of the North-
Carolina line, and running thence in a due west direc-
tion to the River Ohio, may be accomplished at much
less expence than the other line proposed.”

To this memorial Stuart made an elaborate answer
in which he criticized its contentions. The superin-
tendent asserted that the proposed line would never
touch the Ohio River and would run close to the Chero-
kee towns and cut off their most valuable hunting-
grounds. The permission of settlements so far to the
westward would arouse the hostility of every tribe and
cause another Indian war. The opinion of Stuart in
the end prevailed and the House of Burgesses deter-
mined on June 15, 1770, to enter upon a treaty with the
Cherokee “for the lands lying within a line to be run
from a place where the North Carolina terminates, in
a due west direction, until it intersects Holstein River.
and from there to the mouth of the Great Kanaway.” '**
For this concession Virginia agreed to pay two thou-
sand five hundred pounds.'” The House of Burgesses
assigned as the reason for renouncing the wider boun-
daries proposed in their memorial and their acceptance

*8 House of Burgesses, Jourmals, I770-I772, p. xiil

'The amount actually paid was two thousand nine hundred pounds, the

r hundred pounds being taken from the quitrent fund. See idem,

=
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of Stuart’s and the ministerial line “the menace to fron-
tier interests resulting from the disquietude of the In-
dians;” but it may be that the news from London con-
cerning the proposed establishment of a colony in the
region may have been of influence upon their minds,
since their purchase under the authority of the imperial
government would establish more firmly Virginia's
claim to part of the territory of the upper Ohio Valley.

When the idea of such a change in the line was first
reported to Lord Hillsborough, he was pleased to con-
firm it. His letter of October 3, 1770, to Lord Bote-
tourt offers sufficient evidence to prove his purpose at
this time to permit a limited expansion of settlement
the west of the mountains. He wrote:

L)

= |

1 am convinced from the fullest t.'un:'Mi:!'eitfl.}n, that the extension
of the boundary line, as proposed by the address of the House of
Burgesses to you in December last, would never have been con-
sented to by the Cherokees; or, if their consent could have been
obtained, that settlement, so far to the westward, would not only
have been inconsistent with the true principles of policy, but
would also have been the ground of continued jealousy and dis-
putes; and therefore it was very pleasing to me, to find that the
House had receded from its claim, and closed with the proposal
contained in my letter to you of the 13th of May, 1769.28°
Some of the speculators were not yet ready to give up
all hope of securing more extensive boundaries. On
August 17, 1770, several Cherokee chiefs appeared be-
fore the colonial council at Williamsburg to discuss the
question of western cessions. Governor Botetourt’s
mind was prepared for the Indians’ speeches by a letter
from Andrew Lewis, dated July 6, complaining of Su-
perintendent Stuart’s criticisms of Virginia’s proposals
and intimating that much better terms could be ob-
tained by dealing directly with the Cherokee than
through the mediation of the southern superintendent.

130 Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, vol. xiii, 140.
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Forged letters from some less well known speculators
were also sent to the governor. One of the Cherokee
chiefs spoke at length and informed the council that his
people were ready to grant all the land the Virginians
wanted. The governor was uninfluenced by the pro-
ceeding. He was in favor of promoting the land in-
terests of his colony, but he was too good an administra-
tive officer to attempt such a direct interference with the
functions of another office. His answer both to the In-
dians and to Lewis was that cessions of land could be
obtained only through the mediation of the superintend-
ent."

Stuart did not learn of this effort to circumvent him
until he had completed his own negotiations at Locha-
ber; here, in October, 1770, he met one thousand In-
dians and carried out his promise to the Virginians. He
reported to Lord Hillsborough: “Every step that could
be thought of was taken by a set of self interested men
in the province of Virginia to embarass me, in the settle-
ment of a boundary line. Emissaries were sent into the
nation, to practice upon the Indians, and prevail upon
them to refuse treating with me.” ***  Stuart was able to
carry through his own plans, however, in the face of this
opposition. He pointed out to the Indians the neces-
sity of changing the line in order to include the settle-
ments on the Holston River. The Indians were not dis-
posed to make so large a cession as was demanded, but
the southern superintendent was successful in his argu-
ments; and it was finally agreed that the line should fol-
low approximately the course accepted by the Virginia
assembly and approved by Hillsborough.™**

S Enclosures in Stuart to Hillsborough, November 28

Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.72, p. 29.

152 Stuart to Hillsborough, November 28, 1770 in idem.

, 1770 in Public

'*3 At its southern extremity Long Island was omitted, but the Indians
Oftered to compensate Virginia for this by running the line more to the west.
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By the treaty of Lochaber in 1770 the Virginians ob-
tained all that they could hope to secure by ministerial
authority and with this they seem to have been contented
temporarily. When the time came to make the survey
of the boundary line they did succeed in acquiring a
slight increase of territory for settlement, but not suf-
ficient to arouse objections in ministerial circles. The
boundary was surveyed by the commissioners of Vir-
ginia and of the Cherokee in 1771; but a report of the
result was not sent to the home government until March,

772. It fell to the lot of Lord Dunmore, who had
meanwhile become governor of Virginia, to bring the
change in the line to the notice of the ministry. He
wrote:

Your Lordship will observe that this line is not exactly run ac-

cording to the instructions sent by your Lordship to Mr. Stuart,

the superintendent of Indian affairs, but that it takes in a larger
tract of country than by those instructions they had permission to
include, though greatly short of what the colony, by their
memorial to Lord Botetourt which has been transmitted to your

Lordship, were desirous of obtaining.***

His explanation is that the line which had been agreed
upon would have been very difficult to survey on ac-
count of the mountains and rivers and therefore the ,

commissioners at the earnest request of the Cherokee J§
have marked a natural boundary by running the line
from the Holston to the Louisa River and down that
stream to the Ohio. Thus, wrote Dunmore, “they have
established a natural boundary that can never be mis-

This Stuart refused. The text of the treaty is found in Stuart's letter of No-
It is lll-i-.][l-ﬂ_ in the House of f’:1|1'j_’l.’r~r~'g‘!~" Jaurnals,

vember 28, 1770, 0p. cil.
1770-1772, p. xv; and in Hall, Sketches of History, Life, and Manners in the
West, vol, ii, 256 ff. A map of the line agreed upon was inclosed in Stuarts
letter, Tt is in Public Record Office, Colomial Office Papers, s.72, p. 675,
134 Dunmore to Hillsborough, March, 1772 in Virginia State Library,
Aspinwall Transcripts. The original is in Public Record Oihce, Calonial

Office Papers, 5.1350.
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taken, and must for ever banish all dis pute and conten-
tion about it.” The river thus chosen by the surveyors
as the boundary line is still called the Louisa and is a
branch of the West Fork of the Big Sandy River which
marks the present boundary between West Vi irginia and
Kentucky.

Scarcely had this agreement with the Cherokee been
made, when it was asserted in several interested quar-
ters that the line established by the surv eyors was the
Kentucky River, but whether this change of identity
was due in the first place to an error perpetuated bw
financial interests or was made originally for the pur-
pose u:! prrunt}rmg speculation it is difficult to deter-
mine.” The author of this error was the superintend-
=5 “ This change of identity has been accepted by historians. See map il-

lustrating Royce, “The Cherokee Nation of Indians” in Burean of Ethnology,

Fs

h dnnual Report, in pocket at end of volume: this map is reproduced in
the House of Burgesses, Journals, {770-1772, frontispicce. The map illus-
trating my essay, “The British Ministry and the Treaty of Fort Stanwix”
[Wisconsin Historical Society, Proceedings, 1908, p. 176] makes the same
error and does not show the line of 1768. The proof of the identity of the
boundary river with the modern Louisa is that every published map of the
time calls the Kentucky River either “Kentucke,” “Cuttawa.”” or “Catawha”
and marks the Louisa River as a branch either of the Cole or of the Great
Kanawha, the former being a branch of the latter. The contemporary maps
also misplace the Big Sandy, so that its branch the Louisa is not recognized
as flowing into it. See Evans, General map of the 11‘:*...;'; British Colonies,
(1755); Fry and Jefferson, 4 map of the most inhabited part of Virginia,
¢fc., originally published in 1751, but may be found in Jefferys, American
Allas, (1778): Mitchell, Map of the British and French Dominions tn Nortl
imerica, (1755). The foregoing were the maps used in Virginia in 1771,
Even Hutchins, 4 new map of the wvestern parts of Firginia, etc., (1778),
shows the Louisa as a branch of the Great Kanawha. In Fry and Jefferson’s
map only the upper branches of the Louisa River are depicted but these could
not possibly belong to the Kentucky.,

The Cherokee were very loath to part with their lands without payment
and to assume that they nonchalantly threw in all the territory between the

f the treaty of Lochaber and the Kentucky River seems almost incon-
ceivable, Of course the Virginians might have prevailed 41 on the Indians
of the surve ying party by using the usual methods; but the ¢ hange in the line
Was accepted by all the chiefs, See Cameron to Cherokee, February s, 1772

n Draper Manuscripts, KV., Miscellanies. From the same source we learn

_ el
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ent of Indian affairs for the Southern Department.
Lord Dartmouth, the successor of Lord Hillsborough
as colonial secretary, anxious to familiarize himself
with conditions in the West, urged Stuart to prepare a
map showing the whole southern Indian boundary line.
After some unavoidable delay the map was prepared
and sent to England on February 25, 1773."*° Most of
the accompanying letter is taken up with an explana-

that a “few presents” would be sufficient to satisfy the Indians. The report of
the change of line as made by Lord Dunmore to Dartmouth seems to preclude
the possibility of a fraud in the extension of the line. He wrote that the com-
missioners “have nevertheless conducted it [the line] as nearly as possibl

conformable to their orders,” a description that does mot apply to the Ken-
tucky River, to reach which they would have had to turn out of their course
and to o west. Dunmore then goes on to say that they ran the line “down
that river [Holston] a small distance, to a place from whence they had

easier access than was anywhere else to be found, to the head of the L«
River, which they followed to its conflux with the Ohio. Thus except whert
they cross from Holstein's to Louisa River, which being of no great distance
and the country passable, they have been able to be particularly careful in
marking, they have established a natural boundary.” The land lying between
the Holston and the Kentucky Rivers could not be described as “of no great
distance and the country passable,” since the Cumberland mountains inter-
vene, whereas the description is correct for the country between the Holston
and the river which since the seventh of June, 1750, when Dr. Thomas
Walker named it, down to our present time, has been called the Louisa. Set
Walker, Journal of an Exploratien (ed. Rivers), 6o. A letter from Captain
Andrew Hammond to H. Stanley, dated New York, December 6, 1772, estab-
lishes absolutely the above interpretation. He writes that Lord Dunmore,
himself, and others had determined to petition the government for a cession of
Jand lying between the boundary accepted by the Cherokee at the treaty of
Lochaber and that run by the commission of surveyors in 1771 In regard to
the changed line, he writes that the commissioners were informed by the Io-
dians “That if they went a small distance further west, than was directed by
government, they would find a river running toward the north, which would
carry them to the exact north point of the boundary intended to be drawn

This alteration caused a corner in this manner Z. to be added to the
colony, which contain many thousand Virginia i acres of land."-

Dartmouth Manuscripts. This description would fit a branch of the Great

Kanawha and approximately one of the Big Sandy, but in no way does it de-

scribe the Kentucky. Search has been made both in London and Richmond,

Virginia, for the report and map of the leader of the surveving p
Colonel Donelson. which would settle the question, but these have been
130 Stuart to Dartmouth in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers,

5.74, p. 123. The map is entitled “A Map of the Southern Indian District
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tion of the reasons for changing the Virginia line as
agreed upon at the treaty of Lochaber. Stuart closed
this discussion with the following:

What Coll Donalson the Virginian Surveyour calls Louisa River

in his report, and which forms the present boundary, is in

Mitchell’s map called Catawba or Cuttawa [Kentucky] River

by which map Louisa River is made to fall into the Kenhaway.

The question naturally arises: why did John Stuart
give to the Kentucky a name which it had never borne
before? To find the answer to the question is not an
easy matter. It seems incredible that the southern su-
perintendent was not well informed of the events that
occurred during the survey, since his deputy, Alexander
Cameron, was a member of the party. A natural sup-
position, therefore, is that some financial influences
moved him. The Virginians would have seized any
opportunity to secure the Kentucky River as their boun-
dary and may have persuaded Stuart to this act. There
is evidence of a later doubt in the minds of speculators
about the actual river selected, but no proof has been
discovered that any Virginian tried to make the doubt a
basis for settlement.'”®” There was in North Carolina a
company of land speculators, whose leading spirit was
Richard Henderson, who were planning at this very

North America compiled under the direction of John Stuart, Esq., His Majes-
ty's superintendent of Indian affairs and by him humbly inscribed to the Earl
of Dartmouth, His Majesty's principal secretary of state for the colonies.”
There is no date.

‘37 The case against the Virginians is very weak. The information about
the dispute referred to may be found in Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore’s
War, 5, 20, 26 but when the dispute was determined, those chiefly interested
seemed satisfied to have it settled, even if the boundary was the Louisa,
There is little evidence that the Virginians actually called the Kentucky
River the Louisa. See “Hanson’s Journal” [idem, 122] for the following:

TR P | i 2 5 " - a =
[May] 1sth, [1774] We lay here [mouth of Kentucky] in hopes of some-

coming down to let us know where the line came down the Ohio (i.e.
the line Col. Donaldson run between us and the Cherokees), which line is said
to be Kentucky River itself.” Opposite page 30 of the same volume is a map
of the Holston River region on which the boundary line is shown as running
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time to secure a title to the whole region west of the
Kentucky River and also to a considerable tract on its
upper waters. They must have been on terms of in-
timacy with Stuart and may have used him for their
ends. Their company was at one time called the Lou-
isa, but there lacks any proof of a financial connection
between Henderson and the southern superintendent.”
A third set of men, members of the well known Wal-
pole Company, whose history will be told in the next
chapter, were planning to found a colony east of the
Kentucky River, and these made immediate use of this
extension of the boundary line; but there is no indica-
tion of their exerting any influence on Stuart. Since
no competent testimony exists to connect Stuart with
any of the land companies whose enterprises he seems
to have consistently opposed, his identification of the
Kentucky River with the Louisa may be explained as
merely a mistake. He used as the basis of his map the
one drawn by John Mitchell, in which the details of the
region involved are very incorrect. On examination
of this Stuart found that a surveying party passing north
from the Holston River would apparently have been
obliged to cross the upper waters of the Kentucky be-
fore they could have reached the real Louisa. He may
have inferred, therefore, that the surveyors and the In-

to the northwest, but it is stated that it was drawn on hearsay evidence. At
the north of the map some rivers are noted and marked, “Heads of a river
commonly called Louisa.” This iz evidently the branch of the Big Sandy.
According to James Hall [Sketches of History, Life and Manners in the West,
vol, i, 248], Colonel Donelson, the surveyor, stated that the Louisa River was
the Kentucky, but it is probable that the phrase of identification, “now Ken-
is an interpolation in the quotation by Hall rather than a pan
of the original statement.

tucky river,’

138 More details will be given of this enterprise in a later chapter. See
Alden, New Gowvernments awest of the Alleghanies, 49 ff.; Henderson, “The
Creative Forces in American Expansion,” in American Historical Review,
vol. xx, 86 ff., and “Richard Henderson and the Occupation of Kentucky” in
Mississippi Valley Historical Revieay, vol. i, 341 fF,
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dians committed a blunder. This explanation is weak,
but it may be the true one.

The act of Stuart, whether due to a mistake or to the
influence of financial interests, met a favorable recep-
tion in London. Lord Dartmouth, the successor of
Lord Hillsborough, was an advocate of western expan-
sion and was a patron of the Walpole Company, which
was interested in the region of western Virginia. He
had no objections, therefore, to the changed line. He
probably thought that this very question had been
practically passed upon by his colleagues when they
discussed in cabinet meeting the letter from Lord Dun-
more sending information of the act of Colonel Donel-
son’s surveying party. He therefore wrote with great
confidence:

The map of North America with the Indian boundary line

marked upon it and the separate plan of that line enclosed in

your letter, No. 5, will be of very great use, and I am happy to
find that the Cherokees in finally fixing the line on the side of
the intended new government [Vandalia] upon the Ohio have
chosen a natural boundary which will prevent future disputes
and give greater scope to those settlements which are the object

of the measures His Majesty has adopted.'®®
138 There is no question about the discussion in the cabinet, for among the
Dartmouth Manuscripfs is a “Memorandum of business upon which the king's
pleasure is to be taken.” Number 4 is: “For taking the sense of the cabinet
upon Lord Dunmore's letter, containing an Acct. of the running of the boun-
dary line between Virginia and the Indian country, by which a much larger
district (several million of acres) is taken into Virginia, than was stipulated
for by the treaty made in the king's name with the Cherokees.”” In order to
avoid a misinterpretation of the above, it must be remembered that the cab-
inet had authorized the line of the treaty of Hard Labour of 1768 and that
the “several millions of acres” were situated between that line and the new
line of Lochaber, as reported by Lord Dunmore. Dartmouth’s letter, dated
May s, 1773, is in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.74, p. 191.
It is fairly evident that Dartmouth did not appreciate the variation between
the lines reported by Dunmore and Stuart. A knowledge of American

geography was not cultivated by many of the British statesmen of the eight-
eenth century.
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V. PLANS FOR THE UPPER OHIO VALLEY

It was in order to enlarge their plantations of staple commodities
for Britain, and to ..f'fn.ra" lands for that purpose, that the colonies ex-
tended their settlements beyond the mountains, to the river Ohio;
from which the French expelled them, which was the immediate oc-
caston of the war. These territories are the only abject in all North
America to this nation, and by cultivating these she might have some
recompence for the many millions that have been expended, which

there is no other way to obtain. — DocTtor JoHn MITCHELL.

To-day ten great states with millions of people flour-
ish within that territory back of the mountains, from
which the British ministry was willing to open for im-
mediate settlement only a part of present-day West Vir-
ginia. When France in 1754 tried to confine the British
colonies within approximately these same boundaries,
the mother country marshalled her armies and navies
on the fields and oceans of the world to repel that at-
tempt. Circumstances had changed. Through the ex-
igencies of politics a British ministry had now estab-
lished the same limits to colonization. In trying to
maintain these boundaries did Great Britain, like
France, lose an empire?

From all indications the ministers were well satisfied
with their labor in devising the policy of 1768, and they
evidently thought that the western problem could be
dismissed from their minds as solved. With character-
istic carelessness they had neglected, however, to remove
the prohibition of emigration contained in the proc-
lamation of 1763 or to provide a government for the
region which was supposedly open to settlement. This

e ———
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oversight did not become of political importance im-
mediately, and no general discussion of the disposition
of the region is recorded until after the activity of spec-
ulators and the great immigration of settlers forcibly
called the question to the attention of the cabinet during
the opening months of 1770.

The real problem offered by the territory was to re-
main unsolved until the outbreak of the American Rey-
olution. The delay can be ascribed to two main causes:
the uncertainty as to ownership, whether imperial or
Virginian, and the numerous applications for the privi-
lege of exploiting the region. The question as to the
sovereignty remained unsettled, but the contemplated
action of the British administration offers proof that the
government of the mother country looked upon the
transmontane region which had been paid for by the
royal treasury as imperial domain. Although the gov-
ernment of Virginia never made an official contradic-
tion of this imperial assumption, the activities of her
citizens reveal an increasing unwillingness to abandon
their charter claims without a struggle.

The first company to register an application for the
territory was that of the “Military Adventurers” with
whom were associated those who had joined Samuel
Hazard’s colonial scheme. Their agent, General Phin-
eas Liyman, had been for several years petitioning for
the establishment of a colony on the banks of the Mis-
sissippi, but now that the far West was reserved for the
Indians, he drew up a petition for the region bounded
by the Ohio and Great Kanawha Rivers, the Alleghany
Mountains, and the colony of Pennsylvania. This peti-
tion was referred, on May 31, 1768, by the Privy Coun-
cil to the Board of Trade, which body did not take it
under consideration until a year later when the agitation

U T T e e i — : e = —— o "
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over Sir William Johnson’s act in securing the large
cession from the Iroquois was still an issue. A favor-
able report could not be expected under the circum-
stances. Under the influence of Lord Hillsl borough
the Lords of Trade applied to this proposition the same
reasoning that was used in regard to Lord Shelburne’s
plans and ignored the fact }:lr the purchase from the
Indians had been made with the m[cnl:rm of promoting
a moderate westward expansion.’

The Mississippi Company, represented by Doctor
Arthur Lee, had also seen the futility of pursuing its
intention of settling in the far West and petitioned in
December, 1768, for the grant of “2,:00,000 acres of
land, in one or more surveys, to be located or laid off
between the thirty-eighth and forty-second degrees of
north latitude, the '\Hcrr henny Mountain on the east-
ward, and thence westward to the dividing line.” The
company desired that the land be free of all quitrents
and taxes for twelve years or longer.”* Their reasons
for as ng such favorable terms were that they unu]d
incur “great expense, dangers, hardships, and risques”
in preparing for settlement and that “large tracts of
land taken up by companies may be re nrlu{ by them to
individuals much cheaper than the latter can obtain
them from the crown, embarassed as such individual
must be with the charges arising from the bf‘:ll(lrlﬁﬂﬂ
tli ' patents, making surveys 'md other contingent ex-

2 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.67, p. 367; idem, 391.76,
P. 8. The Report of the Board dated May 11, 1769, is found in idem
51336, p. 327.

"1 Privy Council Office, Unbound Papers, 1768 (2). The petition was
read in council on December 16, 1768,
Trade on March 9, 1769, |
next year.

and was referred to the Board of
ut the ]1- er did not consider it till May of the
Statement for the Petitioners in the Case of the Wa fpole r_nm;r.;,.«,
Grant, 19; Considerations on the Agreement of the Lords Commissioners of
His 1'Jrfff""l".‘ Treasury ete.; Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers,

39576, pp. or, 93; idem, 391.77, pP. IS,
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pences.” The petition of the Mississippi Company was
not pressed by its agent at this time. This may have
been due to the belief that another Virginia enterprise
in which many members of the Mississippi Company
were interested had a better chance of success. The old
Ohio Company was still hoping to obtain a confirma-
tion of its title, and now its agent, Colonel Mercer, pre-
sented its case to the administration. In the end, how-
ever, Mercer preferred to merge his company in a
scheme that promised greater prospects of accomplish-
ment.

There has been already narrated the story of Samuel
Wharton's negotiations at Fort Stanwix that led to the
cession of a large tract of territory by the Six Nations
to the traders who had suffered loss of property at the
outbreak of the last Indian war. This tract lay well
within the Indian boundary line. The men who were
interested in this cession realized the value of obtaining
the royal assent to the grant, if they were to enter into
possession of their title. They, therefore, determined to
pay the expenses of Samuel Wharton and Colonel Wil-
liam T'rent on a trip to England to solicit the confirma-
tion of their cession. For this purpose articles of
agreement were drawn up on December 30, 1768
and the next month the two agents sailed.’*

The exclusive claim of these merchants for retribu-

142 The names appearing in the Articles of Agreement, besides those of
the two agents, are Sir William Franklin, George Croghan, John Baynton,
George Morgan, and Robert Callender; but there were many other traders
named in the Indian deed of cession. Besides the above there were David
Franks, Joseph Simonds, Levy A. Levy, Philip Boyl, Joseph Spear, Thomas
Smallman, John Walsh, deceased, Edmund Moran, Ewvan Shelby, Samuel
I'tJ.chwui[, John Gibson, Richard Winston, Dennis Crohon, William Thomp-
son, Abram Mitchell, James Dundas, Thomas Dundas, and John Ormshy.
See “Aspinwall Papers” in Massachusetts Historical Society, Collections,
fourth ser., vol. x, éos.

142 Johnson Manuseripts, vol. xvii, ss.
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tion from the Indians did not escape without contest.
Trent and Wharton had formed the traders claiming
losses from the Indians into a company on terms very
favorable to themselves: but some merchants had re-
fused to join and others were not invited, particularly
those whose losses occurred in 1754. These, antici-
pating the action at the treaty of Fort Stanwix, sent a
petition to the king in October, 1768, for reimbursement
by a grant of land ; and later a letter was written to Gen-
eral Monckton in which the activities of Wharton and
Trent were painted in no favorable colors. The rivals
desired to see a colony created out of the purchased ter-
ritory and a commission appointed to distribute land
equitably to all sufferers from the Indians.™*

Against this attempt to thwart their purposes Whar-
ton and Trent took all precautions. They collected
written statements from their friends in which the losses
of 1754 were said to be of no moment, and they obtained
letters of introduction to prominent politicians. Sir
William Johnson introduced Wharton to Lord Shel-
burne as “an eminent merchant . . . well ac-
quainted with American affairs particularly those of a
commercial nature, and has had many opportunities
of informing himself on the Indian trade and in many
other matters relative to their affairs.” **°

The traders could not have selected a man better
qualified than Samuel Wharton to conduct their nego-

144 “Aspinwall Papers” in Massachusetts Historical Society, Collectians,
fourth ser., vol. x, 6og ff., 608 ff. Samuel Wharton said that he had seen a
copy of the petition and that it did not contain “One single fact.” Wharton
to Johnson, January 1x, 1769 in Johnson Manuscripts, vol. xvil, 35. See also
petition of Moses Franks, January 15, 1768 in Privy Council, Acts, vol. v,
fior, and that of David Franks and others, June g9, 1770, wherein it is peti-
tioned that no grant of land by the Indians “by way of Retribution” be con-
firmed unless it contain the names of the petitioners. See tdem, 198,

145 Johnson to Shelburne, February 16, 1769, Jodnson Manuscripts, vol.

xvii, 70.
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tiations with the British ministry. He was an excellent
type of the pushing eighteenth-century business man,
who had received in Pennsylvania politics a thorough
training in the art of uniting influential men in support
of financial enterprises. He was now to employ his
genius in a larger field and was to discover that the mo-
tives and methods of politicians in the old world did not
differ from those with which he had been long familiar
in the new; and that an appeal to self-interest was as po-
tent in securing influence in the mother country as in the
colony. His personal activity and sagacity won the
support of some of the most powerful politicians of
Great Britain. “In truth he has acquired better con-
nections here, than any other American that I know of,
ever did,” wrote William Strahan to Sir.William
Franklin,™

Very shortly after reaching England Wharton dis-
carded the idea of securing the endorsement of the land
cession to the traders, because he realized that the op-
"7 and he soon
became involved in a land scheme which promised
greater profits and would at the same time assure the
plans of his partners.®® This was the formation of a

position to such a course was too strong,

148 April 3, 1771, Franklin, Papers, vol. v, 212, xlviii, 139 a. On April 20,
1771 Franklin wrote of Wharton to his son that “scarce any one I know be-
sides would have been equal to the task.” — Franklin, #ritings (ed. Smyth),
vol. v, 314.

L47 Tt will be seen in chapter xix that he also obtained a legal opinion
from Lord Camden and Charles Yorke that seemed to make unnecessary the
imperial consent to the grant.

148 The material for writing a history of the new plan of Wharton's has
proved to be enormous, and there are probably many more manuscripts than
I have found. The chief depositories from which I have obtained copies are,
the Public Record Office, British Museum, Dartmouth House, Pennsylvania
Historical Society [the Ohio Company, Papers and the Wharton Correspon-

dence], American Philosophical Society of Philadelphia [the Franklin, Papers],

Library of Congress [Dunmore Manuscripts], and New York State Library

[the Jolknson Manuseripts]. Besides these there are the various pamphlets,

i [ e
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company for the purpose of purchasing a very large
tract in the territory recently acquired from the Six
Nations by the empire. Wharton’s experience had
taught him that the success or failure of such a com-
pany would depend on the political forces that should
be aligned in its favor, and in securing the assistance
of politicians he was most successful.

His letters of introduction, his financial connec-
tions, and his close friendship with Benjamin Franklin
brought Wharton in touch with three factions, the Pitt-
ites, the followers of the king, and the Grenvillites.
Politics had undergone great changes during 1768.
The Pittites were divided into an administration and
an opposition group, under the leadership of the Duke
of Grafton and the Earl of Chatham respectively. The
latter shortly after his secession from the ministry had
become reconciled with his brother-in-law, George
Grenville:; and these two had united with their former
enemies, the Old Whigs, to form an opposition that
was most unstable on account of the diverse principles
maintained by the different groups.’

Wharton’s introduction to Lord Shelburne from Sir
William Johnson seems to have won him no favor
among the followers of that nobleman, at least no one
of the opposition Pittites joined the company; and there
is some reason to think that Lord Shelburne actually
opposed the undertaking.’ With the administration

1 will be found in the “Bibliography.” The plan of this work does not

or a history of the acts of the company in America, and, therefore, a
it part of the material which I have collected can not be used. Some day
it is my hope to see written a full account of this interesting speculation with
Il its ramifications,

® Burke, Correspondence, vol. i, 173-179; Pitt, Correspondence, vol. iii,
19, 359. The opposition held a dinner on May g, 1769, to celebrate this
union. See idem, 159, foofnote . The best modern account is to be found in
Winstanley, Lord Chatham and the Whig Opposition, chapter v.

P Considerations on the Agreement, etc., passim,

.
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Pittites he was, however, much more successful.” For
the building up of political influence no more experi-
enced assistant could have been secured than Thomas
Bradshaw, a political heeler of the Duke of Grafton, at
the time an under-secretary of the treasury, and sus-
pected of being the true power in administration.'™
Horace Walpole declared that Bradshaw was respon-
sible for carrying the land company through its earliest
e The following is a list of the members of the company:

“Names of persons to be inserted in the Grant of Lands on the Ohio

The Earl of Hertford Earl Temple

Lord Camden The Hon, Thomas Walpole
Richard Walpole Robert Walpole

Sir Matthew Featherstonhaugh Richard Jackson, Esq

Thomas Pitt Esq John Robinson Esq
Thomas Bradshaw Esq
Sir Wm Johnson Bart

Rohert Trevor Esg

Grey Cooper Esq
Arnold Nesbit Esq
Anthony Todd Esq
John Sargent Esq Benjamin Franklin Esq
Samuel Wharton Esq
Naphtali Franks Esq
William Franklin Esq

Moses Franks Esq
John Franks Esq
Laughlin Macleane Esq

Robert Wood ]'_",:ﬂl deceased Richard Stanehewer
Joseph Galloway Thomas Wharton
William Strahan George Mercer
Henry Dagge John Cornwall
John Foxcroft Robert Ellison

Sir George Vanderput Joseph Wharton Senior
Henry Ellison William T'rent
George Maddison Michael Colling
Atkinson Robinson John Maddison

Sir Francis Charton John Dagge
Thomas Todd Andrew Strahan
Joseph Wharton Junior Georre Winter
George Allen Charles Wharton"

oA

This is in the Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.1336 f. 5751 “An
nexed to Representation of the Board of Trade to the King, 6 May, ik
Other names of members not in this list were Sir George Colebrooke, Thomas
Pownall, idem, 1332 f. 283. The names of Lord Gower and Lord Rochford
should be also added to the list, but the history of their connection will be
told in a later chapter.

162 Walpole, Memoirs of George III., vol. iii, 113, 231, vol. iv, 45; Wrax-

all, Memoirs, vol. i, 336, 351.
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stages.”™ It was a Pittite also who was to give his name
to the company. This was Thomas Walpole, banker
and politician. He was the second son of Horatio
Lord Walpole and nephew of Sir Robert Walpole.
His earliest political associations had been with the Old
Whigs, whom he deserted under the spell of Pitt’s elo-
quence; ™ but he now preferred to unite his financial
and political hopes with that branch of the Pittites who
remained, after the resignation of Pitt and Shelburne,
in the ministerial ranks with the Duke of Grafton and
Lord Camden.,’™ Lord Camden himself, who was still
a member of the administration, took shares in the com-
pany and at every crisis was a valued adviser. Other
members of this group were Richard Jackson, who was
appointed in 1770 counsellor to the Board of Trade,™
Laughlin Macleane, and Richard Stonehewer, under-
secretary of the treasury.

Although the Philadelphia promoter was not so suc-
cessful with the Grenvillites as with the quondam fol-
lowers of Chatham, still he scored a distinct triumph
when he induced George Grenville himself to lend his
name to the speculation.’” The principle of gradual
westward expansion had been one which Grenville had
always upheld. Two of his followers also became very
prominent in the councils of the company. One was
the most distinguished admirer of Grenville, Thomas
Pownall.**® He had been governor of Massachusetts,

'I:'“';Ih.‘n]:', Last Journals, vol. i; 125.

1"* Walpole, Memoirs of George 111, vol. i, 107, footnote, vol. ii, 134.

195 Walpole, Last Journals, vol. i, 350.

% Galloway to B. Franklin, June 21, 1770 in Franklin, Papers, vol. iii,
no, 18,

'“70n Grenville's early connection with the enterprise, see Stafement for
the Petitioners, 28, Earl Temple represented the estate after his brother’s
death.

18 Though Thomas Pownall was not a blind follower of George Gren-

™~
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, E where he had perceived more clearly than the usual i
! British official the potentialities of colonial develop- [
| ment and had become an early advocate, as has been \
blite seen, of the establishment of two barrier colonies. The .
! plan which Wharton was promoting must have re- [
i minded him strongly of his own proposal made fifteen h;
H years before. The other member of the faction who i
wished to make his fortune from the sale of lands on the ;;
Ohio was Thomas Pitt, who had preferred to link his il
political future with that of the less brilliant member of ;
the Grenville connection rather than to bow his head I‘
before the arrogance of William Pitt."™ This align- L
ment of the Grenvillites in support of the land specula- e.l
tion was to prove a stroke of fortune, when later they =
I abandoned the cause of opposition and took their place
among the administration forces. X
The most prominent member of the court faction se- g
cured by Wharton’s diplomacy was Lord Hertford, 6
the brother of General Conway. His office of lord b
chamberlain gave him direct and frequent access to the of
king, with whom he had great influence which, as will o
later appear, was exercised at a critical moment in favor ta
of Wharton’s scheme.' Almost equal in importance n
: in administrative circles to Bradshaw was John Robin- o
son, who in January, 1770, when Lord North was made u
| principal minister, became under-secretary of the treas- %
! ury. He was in charge of the government’s corruption &
I fund which he used with great dexterity in winning te
! votes from the opposition.”™ In this operation he was I
ville and called himself an “independent,” still the biographer of the doughty .IW_T
| governor regards him as sufficiently a Grenvillite to make him a candidate for '
| the honor of being the author of those Grenvillite political letters that were
: ) | written E1__'.' __Iuniu:-'. _:"!':L' 1_‘!;-.;.-:(.-1‘!.. Thomas, 346 ff. Wi
1! | 150 Dictronary of National Biography, Art,, “Thomas Pitt.”
] . 160 Hume, Letters to William Strahan, 160, 162, footnote 3.
161 Dictionary of National Biography, Art, “John Robinson.”
I
|
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ably assisted by Grey Cooper, a joint secretary of the
treasury. Cooper had entered into office under the Old
Whigs in 1765, but his adaptability made him accep-
table to many ministers until the close of the American
war."® An influential politician of the same stamp as
the above was Robert Wood, a Bedfordite, holding the
position of secretary to Lord Weymouth at the time of
the formation of the land company.’® By winning over
these under-secretaries and secretaries in various de-
partments to his plans, Wharton had secured skillful
assistants whose opinions were of weight with their sey-
eral chiefs. Moreover, it is possible, as at times the
sources seem to indicate, that some of these underlings
were holding shares for their superiors.

In financial circles Wharton was careful in the selec-
tion of his supporters. Besides Thomas Walpole, al-
ready mentioned, there were among the share-holders
of the company several men of high standing in the
business world. Sir George Colebrooke was a director
of the East India Company and one of the most prom-
inent advisers of government concerning matters per-
taining to the East. John Sargent, Arthur Todd, and
the Franks were all men of affairs. The Americans
were equally well selected. Sir William Johnson's
position as a superintendent of Indian affairs gave great
weight to his advice. Benjamin Franklin was the best
known colonial of his time and in some political quar-
ters his opinion was still esteemed. The Whartons,
Joseph Galloway, and William Trent were all very
prominent on this side of the Atlantic.

The company, probably with only a few members,
was originally formed to purchase two million five
e Dictionary of National Biography, Art., “Grey Cooper.”

'— Idem, Art., “Robert Wood.”
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hundred thousand acres of land in Virginia within the
territory ceded by the Six Nations. Their first petition
was dated June, 1769,'* at which time there was evi-
dently no intention of establishing a new colony. 'The
proposition then rested until December, when on the
fifteenth John Pownall, one of the under-secretaries of
state for the colonies, wrote that the petition had been
received and that the twentieth had been set for its con-
sideration.*™
On the appointed day several members of the com-
pany attended. Lord Hillsborough received them ina
most friendly manner and replied to their petition as
follows:
He wondered it should have been a doubt among the gentlemen,
that government would sell the king’s lands in North America:
that he thought their best plan would be to purchase a tract of
land sufficient for a separate government, and not to garble the
country in the manner proposed by the petition; but that it did
not belong to that board to sell the king’s lands. It was a
monied matter, and of course belonged to the treasury.
The gentlemen of the company answered that they were
willing to purchase such an extensive tract and “that
they would be at the whole expense of establishing and
maintaining such government.” Having received this
satisfactory answer, Lord Hillsborough offered to step
down to the Lords of the Treasury, then in session, and
to find out if they would entertain the proposition, and
he added “that if the company agreed with the treasury,
he would give them the plan of a good charter.” Hills-
borough’s application to the Lords of the Treasury re-
sulted in a favorable answer, which he immediately
reported.’®
T Privy Council (Colonial), Acts, vol. v, z02. This petition was referred
on August 8, 1769, to the Board of Trade,

105 Statement for the Petitioners, 12.
166 This account is taken from the Statement for the Petitioners, 12, but the
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The new plan called for a reorganization and en-
largement of the original company; additional funds
had to be raised; and influential men had to be con-
vinced that public spirit in promoting the cause of
western settlement would redound to their private ad-
vantage. This reorganization was agreed upon at a
meeting of the original company on December 27,
1769.""  Seventy-two shares were created, the traders
and George Croghan being provided with their propor-
tional number. A new petition was drawn up praying
for authority to purchase from the crown a tract of ter-
ritory estimated to contain twenty million acres,"”® for

substance of it is to be found in many other places. The minutes of the
Board of Trade Jourmal also contain a similar account without actually
naming Lord Hillsborough as the messenger to the lords of the treasury.
See Public Record Office, Colontal Office Papers, 391.76, p. 298. For a similar
statement of Hillsborough's action, see T. Pownall to Johnson, April, 1770,
Washington, Hritings (ed. Ford), vol. ii, 328, footmote. The later narrative
will show that Lord Hillsborough opposed the completion of this purchase,
but his own story of the occurrences of December zo, 1769, proves that the
above event did take place. The motives of his action, which he tried to
explain, will be discussed in a later chapter. Hillshorough's account is given
in “Knox Manuseripts,” in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report, vol.

‘alpole, Richard Walpole, Thomas Pownall, Samuel Wharton, Anthony
Todd, John Foxcraft, Robert Trevor, William Trent, John Maddison, Naph-
tali Franks, John Sargent, Henry Dagge, John Dagge, Henry Ellison, Richard
Ellison. Pennsylvania Historical Society, Ohio Company, Papers, vol. ii, 37.

'The boundaries of the territory for which petition was made were:
“Beginning at the south side of the river Ohio, opposite to the mouth of the
Seioto, then southerly through the pass of the Ouasciota Mountains, to the
south side of the said mountains, thence along the side of the said mountains
north-easterly to the Fork of the Great Kenhawa, made by the junction of
Lreen Brier River and the New River, thence along the said Green Brier
River, on the easterly side of the same, unto the head or termination of the
north-easterly branch thereof, thence easterly to the Allezany Mountains,

thence along the said Allegany Mountains, to Lord TFairfax's line, thence

along the same to the spring-head of the north branch of the river Potomack,

¢ along the western boundary line of the Province of Marvland to the
tern. boundary line of the Province of Pennsylvania, thence along the

d boundary line of the Province of Pennsylvania to the end thereof, thence
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which the new company, called officially the Grand
Ohio Company but more commonly the Walpole Com.
pany, offered to pay £10,460 7s. 3d. (the exact amount
expended by the empire at the treaty of Fort Stanwix)
and a quitrent of two shillings for every hundred acres
of cultivable land after the expiration of twenty years.”

Everything was now ready for the next move. The
proposal in its new form was brought before the Lords
of the Treasury. It was considered at a meeting of the
board on January 4, 1770, when there were present the
Duke of Grafton, the principal minister, Lord North,
in a few days to become Grafton’s successor, Onslow,
and Jenkinson. These agreed tentatively to accept the
terms, provided the other departments of government
approved of the general policy. The question of the
amount of quitrents was referred to Lord Hillsborough
who was instructed to investigate the subject and re-
port™ On April 7 the Lords of the Treasury signified
their full acceptance of the offer, but they insisted on the
insertion in the proposal of a statement that the civil
establishment of the colony was to be supported by the
company.

The land for which Wharton and his associates were
petitioning was a part of the colony of Virginia, whose
speculators at this very time were exploiting it. They
were attempting, as was narrated in the last chapter, to
remove the Cherokee boundary line farther to the west-
ward in order that they might secure control of even a
larger area than that desired by the company formed in

along the western boundary line of the said province of Pennsylvania until
the same shall strike the river Ohio, thence down the said river Qhio to the
place of beginning.” — Facts and Observations, 156; Privy Council { Colonial),
Acts, vol. v, 208.

160 Statement af the Petitioners, 13 ff.

170 A report on the quitrents was made to the Treasury on January 19

———
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London. Two sets of speculators had, therefore, legiti-
mate hopes that this same territory, which had been
purchased at the treaty of Fort Stanwix by the empire,
might be delivered over to them. Both sets had their
patrons among the politicians of Great Britain, though
those who upheld the contentions of the Virginians
worked so indirectly that it has been impossible to dis-
cover who they were. The narrative of events will
show, however, that Wharton met with many difficul-
ties and delays which are inexplicable, unless they are
ascribed to the influence of those who viewed with
kindly eyes the advance of Virginians into the upper
Ohio Valley.

The first news of the proposed colony was sent to
Virginia by the agent of the colony, Edward Montagu.
On January 18, 1770, he wrote to the Committee of
Correspondence that he had just learned from the Lords
of the Treasury that a company had offered to purchase
lands on the frontiers of Virginia for the purpose of
erecting a colony.” He informed his correspondents
that he would “devise a suspension of the plan” till no-
tice should be sent to their government.™ In a later
letter, he warned the Virginians how menacing the
danger was which threatened their western possessions.
“Very great and opulent persons are combined in this
attempt, and it has been conducted with so much se-
crecy, that till this treasury, had agreed on the consid-
eration, no body knew of the negotiation.” ***

While Montagu was making his protests against the
sale of what he regarded as Virginia's territory, a ship

"' The several letters from Montagu on the subject are printed in the
House of Burgesses, Journals, 1770-1772, p. xvii ff,, and also in the Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography, vol. xii, 159 ff.

" The caveat is printed in above.

"3 Letter dated February 6, r770.
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: was carrying across the ocean that memorial of the
! House of Burgesses of December 29, 1769, in which it
was proposed that Virginia should be permitted to ex-

et tend her Indian boundary line due west so that all the
territory ceded by the Six Nations should be opened to
settlement.'™ Lord Hillsborough, in May, informed
Mr. Walpole of the receipt of this memorial, “which
appeared to his lordship to raise an objection to a part
of the lands, which the company had agreed for with
the treasury.” '™ A reply to the claims of Virginia was
immediately prepared and signed by Mr. Walpole. He
asserted rather disingenuously and very untruthfully
that there was no conflict between his petition and the
memorial, since the boundaries of the proposed colony
would not “come near the line described” by the Vir-
ginians. He went on to argue, however, that in case
there should be an overlapping of boundaries, the
Grand Ohio Company was entitled to the preference
“from the much earlier date” of its application.’™

The issue, which was to become with the passage of
time more sharply defined, was thus joined. Wharton
recognized the danger to his enterprise; and, in order
to propitiate those Virginians who appeared to him to
have the strongest claims in the West and the greatest
political influence, he persuaded Colonel Mercer to
unite the interests of the old Ohio Company with the
colonial scheme; and on May 10, 1770, the latter pre-
sented a memorial to the Board of Trade in which he
informed that body of the new coalition.*” Still this
ﬁ page §1.

175 Statement of the petitioners, 16. Why Edward Montagu's protest had
not opened the colonial secretary’s eyes to this fact is not known.

1} | 178 — Tdem, 17, feotnate,

1] 177 The agreement, dated May 7, 1770, is printed in Gist, Journals (ed.
Darlington), 244 ; see also Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 391.77

i p. 107. Mercer did not immediately inform his colleagues in the old Ohio
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would by no means put an end to all opposition, and
Wharton realized that the earlier he could force a de-
cision on the petition, the less opportunity Virginia
would have to place her case before the administration,
and therefore every effort was made to force the minis-
ters to take more definite action. A petition to confirm
the agreement with the Lords of the Treasury was laid
on May 8 before the Privy Council, and this was re-
ferred to the Board of Trade on the twenty-fifth.'™
The 1ssue was now placed squarely before Lord Hills-
borough and the Board of Trade, and escape from
making a decision was difficult. Their report would be
held responsible for the consequences which might fol-
low the erection of a colony west of the mountains upon
territory claimed by Virginia under a royal charter.
The issue was, therefore, a most grave one, and the
colonial secretary was unwilling to assume alone such a
responsibility. On occasions when important policies
were under discussion the great officers of state met
with the regular members in what was called a Grand
Board of Trade. Hillsborough determined now to
have recourse to such a method of procedure so that the
other members of the ministry might be associated with
him in the final decision.”™® This brought the first
serious check to Wharton’s plans. The other ministers
were not willing to remove the responsibility from
Hillsborough’s shoulders, and the latter was able to

Company of his action; at least George Mason appears not to have known
about this agreement, though he had letters from Mercer written as late as
July, This omission the latter supplied in August, 1771, when he informed
his colleagues that the old Ohio Company had been assigned two shares in the
' company. At the first meeting of the old Ohio Company the agreement

le by Mercer was repudiated, but this action was taken probably much

after conditions had changed. See Rowland, Life of Mason, vol. i, 150,

*Statement of the Petitioners, 16

0 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Fapers, 491.77, p. 143

—
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\ offer to the representatives of the land company the ex-

J cuse of his failure to bring together a “full board.” He
finally suggested to Wharton and his friends, probably

W glhi with some sarcasm, that they use their influence with

his colleagues of the cabinet to bring about the meet-
ing."™ This excuse was sufficiently transparent to the
petitioners and aroused in Mr. Walpole an anger to
which he gave full vent in a sharp answer, dated July
14. “I was then, and T still am,” he wrote, “at a loss to
express my surprise at an event, which delays, for an
unlimited time a business which has been so long before
your lordship ; which you was pleased to think of much
importance, and which, by our agreement with the
treasury upon it, has received no small encourage-
ment.”** The protest was in vain. The Board of
Trade adjourned for the summer without taking any
action.

At about the time that the Lords of T'rade were think-
ing of taking their vacation without satisfying Whar-
ton’s hopes, Lord Hillsborough sent to the governor of
Virginia an official notification of the proposed new
colony.”™ In informing the London speculators of his
intention to do this, he argued that “Virginia seemed
much interested in the grant which the company had
applied for” and that therefore she should be notified
of the petition; but he also asserted that “he should im-
mediately take the king’s pleasure, as to restraining the
| 1m0 A letter from Walpole is authority for the above. It reads: *“The last
14 time 1 had the honour of appearing before your lordship at the board of

trade, you was pleased to acquaint me with the difficulty of assembling a full

board, without which nothing could be determined in my business, and that

| your lordship's board would adjourn in a forinight: so that unless I could

| prevail on the lords to meet within that time, no report could be made to the
§ council.” — Statement of the Petitioners, 18, footnote.

11 81 — Fdem. This is a quotation from the same letter as that mentioned

in the previous foofnote,

| 182 Considerations on the Agreement, 4.

e ——
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governor of Virginia from granting any warrants’ of
surveys within the territory in dispute.’®

The information from Lord Hillsborough had the
effect of uniting the Virginia land speculators in an ef-
fort to secure all they could from the wreckage of their
hopes. The treaty of Lochaber was concluded in the
fall of the year, and the line was surveyed the follow-
ing spring.  Still public opinion concerning the future
of the West was not unanimous in favor of the preserva-
tion of the colony’s charter rights. As early as 1759
Governor Fauquier was persuaded that it was “the
opinion of all the speculative gentlemen here, that it
might be more advisable to make a separate govern-
ment of all the lands between the mountains and the
waters” because of the difficulty of enforcing Virginia
law in so distant a country.”™ This same opinion was
later held by Thomas Jefferson, who told the repre-
sentative of the proposed Transylvania Colony, lying to
the west of the Kentucky River, that “it was his wish
to see a free government established back of theirs,
properly united with them.”* That this idea of the
future of the region was strong among Virginians is also
proved by the fact that in the course of time the state of
Kentucky was actually carved out of this territory.

Those Virginians whose speculative interests were
threatened by the proposed erection of a new colony did
not share this altruistic opinion. The lure of land spec-
ulation had seized them, and they could no more resist it
than men of to-day can withstand the bewitching game
of buying and selling stocks. Just as the men of the

nent af the Petitioners, 19.

‘auquier to Board of Trade, December 1. 17¢9, House of Burgesses,
.-'-'.'.'."-'.'-.',"_c. ,fl—_..-,'\.'._l'-,rjfl p. 282,

Hogg to Henderson and Company, January, 1776 in Hall, Sketches of
”';-’-""."- Life, and Manners in the Hest, vol. 1i, 251,
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mid-nineteenth century bought mines on the chance of
striking a bonanza or as the men of the twentieth will
stakea few dollars on the opening of an oil-well in Ok-
lahoma, so the colonials bought land titles in the hope of
fortune. The names of Washington, Lee, Henry, Mer-
cer, Walker, Lewis, and Preston occur with the greatest
frequency in the list of these “plungers” in land titles.
They were besieging the council with petitions for large
grants of land on the waters of the Ohio, some of them
asking for cessions situated as far west as the mouth of
the Tennessee River, many hundred miles beyond the
Indian boundary line. Several of the council were
themselves engaged in such speculations.”™ Washington
is authority for the statement that “there appeared by a
list laid before the House of Burgesses by order of the
governor to be between 6 and 7,000,000 acres actually
granted and petitioned for; and most of the grants made
in such general and indeterminate terms, that if con-
firmed no man can lay off a foot of land to be sure of
keeping it till they are served.”™ The statement is
abundantly supported by “the list of early patents and
grants petitioned for in Virginia” that has been pre-
served.”™ Between 1759 and 1764 no petitions were
made for land to the westward, but after the latter date

186 There is a list of the most important petitioners and grantees in Sfafe-
ment of the Petitioners, Appendix 5. Among the names listed are: “John
Robinson, Esq; one of the council, etc., 100,000 acres . . . John Blair,
Esq; one of the council, etc., 100,000 acres . . . John Lewis, Esq; one of
the council, etc, Sooooo acres . . . Richard Corbin, Esq: one of the
council, and three others for, 190,000 acres.” In all two million acres are
listed. The publication of this list was hardly fair, for these grants had been
made before 1763. See Virginia’s answer, October 18, 1770, in House of

Burgesses, Journals, I7ro-Ir72, p. xx1l.

187 Washington to his brother, January 31, 1770 in Mississippi Valley His-
torical Reviezw, vol. i, g9.

188 T'his list has been preserved among the Washington papers and is pub-
1 in the Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, vol. v, I

d
T,
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there was an ever increasing number of applicants for
favor.

Some large undertakings were being promoted. The
old Ohio Company and the Loyal Company were still
expecting to settle the territories to which they had
claims. Colonel Mercer had been sent to London to
represent the interests of the former, and Lewis and
Walker were indefatigable in their care of the latter.
Arthur Lee representing the Mississippi Company had
immediately registered a petition for some land in the
upper Ohio Valley as soon as he learned of the comple-
tion of the boundary line, as has been seen. A new
company was formed in 1767 for the purpose of estab-
lishing settlements at the forks of the Ohio. Little in-
formation has been preserved about this enterprise, but
there is in existence a very interesting letter from Pat-
rick Henry, one of the prime movers, to Captain Wil-
liam Fleming in which the latter is given instructions
to guide him in a reconnoissance of what is now western
Kentucky. One other member of the company is
known. He was Mr. Walker, probably the same man
who figured so prominently in every scheme to exploit
the West. Henry informed his correspondent “that
the outlines of the scheme are only plan’d as yet.” It
was later to appear, however, more definitely formu-
lated.*®

Colonel George Washington was a typical represen-
tative of these Virginia speculators. He had a claim
to land under Governor Dinwiddie’s proclamation of
1754, and in order to secure it he united his former
comrades in arms into a company. He found the task
of collecting these claims arduous and at times discour-
aging, since “the doubt of obtaining the lands, after the

153 The letter is dated June 10, 1767, Drater Manuscripts, 15Z273.
o ] F¥y d { ¥ 3 b
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utmost efforts, is such, as to discourage the larger part
of the claimants from lending assistance, whilst a few
are obliged to wade through every difficulty, or relin-
quish every hope.” '™ His success was, however, so
great that he and his associates exercised sufficient polit-
ical influence to secure for their claims the strongest
backing from the colonial government. This title un-
der a local promise did not satisfy Washington’s ambi-
tion to be a great landholder. When Colonel Byrd of
Virginia made out a good argument for the rights of
the colonial officers and soldiers to land under the proc-
lamation of 1763, which was always interpreted in Eng-
land as limited to members of the regular army,"
Washington regarded the possibility of establishing
such claims as a good gamble and instructed his brother
to sound the officers he should meet as to the chance of
purchasing their rights."™ In all Washington man-
aged to accumulate titles to 32,373 acres of land scattered
in various surveys on the Ohio and Great Kanawha
Rivers.'

While the speculators were making every effort to
utilize their opportunity, the territory across the moun-
tains was rapidly filling up with actual settlers. One
of the most important phenomena in the years imme-
diately preceding the outbreak of the war between the
colonies and the mother country is this constantly in-
creasing emigration of pioneers into the western valley.
The westward movement began in the forties like a
bubbling spring trickling over the rocky bed of its
. 190 Washington, M ritings (ed. Ford), vol. ii, 324, 340, 3sr, 357, and
passtm,

101 Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, vol. v, 242.

102 Letter dated, January 31, 1770 in Mississippi Valley Historical Review,
vol. i, 99. See also Washington-Crawford, Letfers (ed. Butterfield).

103 — Idem, 77, 82.
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mountain home, twisting hither and yon to avoid ob-
structions, but gaining strength on its course until it
becomes a brook, then a rivulet, and finally a river
breaking its way with irresistible force down moun-
tain passes to the plains beyond. So the Virginians, of
English, Scotch-Irish, and German parentage followed
the first lonely pioneers to the upper waters of the
Monongahela, the Great Kanawha, and the Tennessee,
but gaining strength and boldness by their constantly
increasing numbers, pushed down the valley, paying
little heed to Indian treaties, ever lured on and on to
the more remote fields to which distance lent its charm.
These pioneers were real home-seekers but also were
often speculators or else the agents of speculators anx-
lous to win profits from their land cessions. The pro-
fessional surveyor was among the early comers, seeking
with practiced eye for the most desirable spots; he was
frequently commissioned by others and was very often
a speculator himself ready to sell what he had laid out
in his own name.

Every spectator of this westward moving stream of
home-seekers was astonished at its rapidity and power.
George Croghan, who was the representative of the
Grand Ohio Company in the West, wrote on October 2,
1770

You will not be surprised when I assure you, that Mr. Penn
has sold, since the congress [of Fort Stanwix], all the good land
within his grant to the westward of the Allegany mountains.
What number of families has settled, since the congress, to the
westward of the high ridge, I cannot pretend to say positively;
but last year, I am sure, there were between four and five thou-
sand, and all this spring and summer the roads have been lined

with waggons moving to the Ohio.™

*Statement of the Petilioners, 19. Pennsylvania, in 771, formed “the

ands over the said mountains, into a new county.” - Idem, 21.
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In the same year Washington made a trip down the
Ohio River to the Great Kanawha to search for land,
He noted in his diary:
The people of Virginia and elsewhere are a-xplurlm: and mark-
ing all the lands that are valuable, not only on Redstone and
other waters of the Monongahela, but along down the Ohio as
low as the Little Kenhawa; and by the next summer I suppose
will get to the Great Kenhawa at least.*"*
From every correspondent came the same story, a wild
rush either to secure titles to land or actually to settle.”™
I't fell to Washington’s lot to be the spokesman of the
Virginians in the hour of need that was brought upon
them by the petition of the London speculators and by
the apparent intention of the British government to
create a colony out nf the back lands of his native colony.
At the instigation of Mr. Blair, the clerk of the coun-
cil, he wrote on October 5, 1770, to Governor Botetourt
to protest against the sale of Virginia lands by the home
government, He stated that “The bounds of that grant,
if obtained on the extensive plan prayed for, will com-
prehend at least four fifths of the land for which this
colony hath lately voted £2500 sterling to the purchase

and survey of, and must destroy the well-grounded
hopes of those (if no other reservation is made in their
favour) who have had the strongest assurances which

government could give them, of enjoying some of
those lands, the securing of which hath cost this country
much blood and treasure.” After a description of the
boundaries of the proposed colony he wrote that if the

105 “Tournal of a Tour to the Ohio River,” in Washington, Writings (ed.

Ford), vol. 1i, 310.

198 Several letters containing such accounts are printed in the Statement of
the Petitioners, 20 . On July 4, 1771, Thomas Adams estimated that there
were ten thousand families settled on the Ohio and its branches. See idem
22. See also an excellent account of this settlement written September
1773, by Edward Foy for Lord Dartmouth, himself a land

Dartmouth Manuseripis,
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cession is obtained, it will “give a fatal blow to the in-
terests of this country.” ™ It is not without significance
that this letter was written on the day he started for the
Ohio on his tour of inspection.

On October 15, Governor Botetourt died; and Wil-
liam Nelson, president of the council, succeeded him
until a new governor should be appointed. In the
evening of the same day there was received Lord Hills-
borough’s letter containing the official notification of
the negotiations between the Grand Ohio Company and
the Treasury. Immediately Mr. Nelson wrote a reply
and while engaged in its composition, the letter from
George Washington came to hand and a copy of it was
also sent to Westminster, thus dragging the name of the
future leader of the revolutionary forces into the midst
of the ensuing controversy.*

Mr. Nelson was very careful not to betray the full
measure of Virginia’s claims to the West; in fact it may
be that his opinion was similar to that of Jefferson, for
he wrote :

With respect to the establishment of a new colony on the back

of Virginia, it is a subject of too great political importance for

me to presume to give an opinion upon. However permit me,

my Lord, to observe that when that part of the country shall
become sufficiently populated it may be a wise and prudent
measure.

His letter was written in the first place to defend the

fair name of his colony against certain aspersions cast
at her by the Wharton connection and secondly to assert
the rights of those who in his opinion had legal claims
to lands in the region. In discussing this latter sub-
ject, he asserted :

We do not presume to say to whom our gracious sovereign shall

grant his vacant lands nor do T set myself as an opponent to

‘" House of Burgesses, Journals, I770-I772, p. Xx.

108 ___ Idem, p. xx1i.
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Mr. Walpole and his associates. All that I can consistently
with my duty, hope for is, that all prior rights whether equitable
or legal may be preserved and protected. By equitable, I mean
all those who have had grants, but have been prevented from
complying with the strict terms of them by the war or any other
unavoidable impediment: by legal, I mean all those for which
patents have been obtained.
The claims to which reference was particularly made
were those of the officers and soldiers represented by
Colonel Washington, that of the Loyal Company in
which Colonel Lewis and Dr. Walker were so much in-
terested, and that of James Patten. Besides these, the
acting governor felt called upon to support the rights of
his colony to the land which was being purchased from
the Cherokee at the very time he was writing. One
other fact seemed to weigh on Mr. Nelson’s mind,
namely the loss to the fund for the support of the gov-
ernment, if a new colony was carved out of Virgina's
territory. On the whole, however, this official protest
did not seem to raise insuperable objections to the col-
ony of Vandalia."™
Samuel Wharton and his associates had sufficient
political wisdom to perceive that the issue raised by the
Virginians might defeat their purposes, unless the hopes
of the more prominent men of that colony were pro-
tected. They had already secured the old Ohio Com-
100 House of Burgesses, Journals, I770-1772, p. xxvii. This letter by Nelson
was printed by the Grand Ohio Company in its second pamphlet on the sub-
ject of the colony, the Statement of the Petitioners in the Case of the Walpole

Company Grant. The two known copies of this pamphlet (in the John Car-

ter Brown Library and the library of the University of Illinois) are with-

out title page. From internal evidence it must have been printed af

Hillshorough’s resignation in August, 1772, and from the lack of refer
that, except casually in a footnote [Appendix, p. 4], and to other important

later events, must have made its appearance only a short time after the resig-

nation. When the representatives of the company were heard on June 5, 1772

by the |"|"|'.'_"' (.:IHII!'i!I 1'|11,'j,' read a paper whose contents 1s similar to t
this pamphlet. Probably this paper was later printed. See Privy Coungtl

(Colonial), Aects, vol. 5, z03.

m
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pany by admitting it to partnership, and before the year
1770 came to a close they had induced Colonel Mercer,
who represented the officers and soldiers of Virginia, to
merge their interests with the greater undertaking.*
When this was accomplished an answer to Mr. Nelson’s
letter was prepared, and each point he had raised was
met by counter arguments. No attempt was made to
secure the cooperation of Lewis and Walker, and so it
was necessary to prove the flimsy texture of their claims.
As to the purchase from the Cherokee by Virginia, the
company promised to reimburse that colony. There
was also a pledge to protect all those pioneers who had
made bona fide settlements previous to the issuance of
the proclamation of 1763.*"

All dangerous opposition seemed now quieted ; and on
April 20, 1771, Benjamin Franklin wrote his son: “The
Ohio Affair seems now near a conclusion. And if the
present ministry stand a little longer, T think it will be
completed to our satisfaction. Mr. Wharton has been
indefatigable, and I think scarce any one I know besides
would have been equal to the task, so difficult it is to get
business forward here, in which some party purpose is
not to be served. But he is among them, eternally, and
eaves no stone unturn’d.” Full of caution and familiar
with the turns of politics Franklin could not resist add-
ing, “I would, however, advise you not to say anything
of our success, till the event appears, for many things
happen between the cup and the lip.”** Others were
also optimistic. William Strahan, who stood very

close to the inner circle of administration. told his
friend, David Hume, on March 1, that he thought the

=00 Mercer wrote to this effect on December 18, I770. See House of Bur-
gesses, Journals, ryro-1772, p. XXVL

Y This letter was dated March s, 1771.  See Statement of the Petitioners,

Apper , i, pp. 11 fF.

% Franklin, W ritings (ed. Smyth), vol. v, 314.

[
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grant would surely be made.* Even the Virginians
appear to have reconciled themselves momentarily to
accept the inevitable and were only hoping to save some
acres out of the wreckage of their speculations.”

Still there was a delay. Efforts were made to bring
the matter to an issue before the adjournment of Parlia-
ment in the summer of 1771, but without success. The
alignment of forces back of the enterprise was so
strengthened by autumn that the hopes of Wharton and
his friends were apparently justified and they wrote:
“Our invaluable contract is fixed and irrevocable.”*"
Yet the final report of the Board of Trade was with-
held ; but so sure was everybody of the outcome that the
rumor was believed in Philadelphia that the final au-
thorization was passed by the government on December
18, 1771.**® The hoped-for authorization had been,
however, again postponed. The Board of Trade even
had not yet reported.

208 Hume, Letters to William Sirahan, 162, foolnote 3.

20¢ General conclusion stated in House of Burgesses, Journal, 1770-1772, p.
xxvi. The statement is borne out by the general attitude of George Wash-
ington in his correspondence concerning his lands. See Washington-Craw-
ford, Lefters (ed. Butterfield).

205 Walpole and Wharton to Joseph Wharton, November, 1771 in Frank-
lin, Papers, vol. lviii, no. 4o.

206 Unknown to B. Franklin, May 1, 1772 in Franklin, Papers, vol. lviii,
no. 37. The passage is: “As it is now said that the grant was passed the

king and council on the 18th December last.” Carpenter Wharton wrote [0

Johnson, Oetober 14, 1771, that Samuel Wharton had written that “he has

very near completed his business respecting the obtaining a charter for
on the Ohio, by which we flatter our selves it must by this time be determin’d

and a governor appointed.” — Johnson Manuscripfs, vol. xxi, s8.




V. POLITICS AND THE COLONY OF
VANDALITA

For my own part, I have seen so much of the uncertainty of all
political conjecture, and know so well the sentiment and strength of
the Bedford part of administration, who now carry all before them,
and are onfy moderated, not restrained, by the small remains of the
other party, that I have, I own, little hopes of any relief [for Amer-
ica] while they continue in power.

— Docror WiLLiam SAMUEL JoHNSON.

A speculative land company dependent for success
on the caprice of politics and the manipulation of in-
trigue must be careful in the christening of its project.
This fact was well understood by Samuel Wharton and
his friends, but they hesitated a long time whether to
invoke at the baptismal font the auspices of popularity
or the favor of authority. At one time the unborn in-
fant was to be endowed with a name reminiscent of the
greatest years of the empire and most fitting for a col-
ony lying to the west of the Alleghany Mountains. The
new colony of Pittsylvania would be a monument both
to past glory and to the popular idol. Some of the
sponsors preceived, however, that the voice of the popu-
lace was not to influence the decision in their affairs,
and they were in favor of invoking a more potent force
in politics by naming their infant Charlotta in honor of
the queen. The only criticism of this name was its lack
of originality, but this objection was obviated when
some reader among the clan discovered a means of pay-
ing a more subtle compliment, though far fetched, to
dugust majesty. In 1766 there had appeared from the
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London press a volume on the ancient Vandals from
whose kingly line it was said the royal consort was de-
scended. The omen was regarded as propitious and
the name Vandalia was bestowed on the offspring whose
birth was so anxiously awaited.™

With such a godmother and with influential sponsors,
Samuel Wharton and his associates had every reason to
expect an early christening, and being of optimistic
mood, Wharton’s frequent letters to his brother and
friends were full of prophecies of the coming event.
Yet the ceremony did not take place. One difficulty
arose after another to prevent the realization of reason-
able hopes. It is at times impossible to find an ade-
quate cause for the delays, but in every case the evidence
points either to politics or to the claims of Virginia.
The title of this chapter has, therefore, been evolved by
the exigencies of the narrative. Politics and the colony
of Vandalia were inexplicably entangled.

There was no doubt in the minds of anyone as to the
occasion of the delay during the years 1770 and 1771
It was an open secret that Lord Hillsborough had de-
clared himself in opposition. So important was the
colonial secretary’s attitude on the question of this lim-
ited westward expansion that it will be necessary to ex-

207 There was considerable vacillation about the name. It was evidently
called Charlotta first, at least by some people, as it is so named in a letter
by an unknown writer to Franklin, May 1, 1771 in Franklin, Papers, vol.
Iviii, na. 37. In the discussion of the project by the Board of Trade in
spring of ry73, it was called Pittsylvania. “Propositions for the Establish
ment of a Colony, ete.” — Dartmonth Manuscripts, e. g2. The name selected
was still Pittsylvania on March 23, 1773. Letter of that date, written in Lon-
don, is quoted in Alden, Neww Governments avest of the Alleghanies [28, fool-
nate 47, but it is quoted in Gist, Journals (ed. Darlington), [243], as March 3.
The change to Vandalia was made by April 9. 8. Wharton to ], G. and T.
W. in Franklin, Papers, vol. iii, no. 14s. The name Vandalia has been per
petuated in the name of an Illinois city, the second capital of the state. The
volume alluded to is, Thomas Nugent, History of Fandalia (London, 17

vol. 1.
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amine more carefully than has been done his opinion
concerning the future of the territory in order that his
later acts may be understood.

[t has already been seen that Lord Hillsborough was
an ardent adherent of the court faction, and he was
therefore associated with men who were desirous of
justifying the peace of Paris by the development of the
western resources; nothing in his acts during the early
years of the reign of George I11. indicated that he was
opposed to a colonial policy which had received the
royal sanction. On the other hand he can notbe counted
among the strong advocates of expansion or of any pro-
motion of settlement in America, because he feared that
the attractions of the new world would cause the de-
population of Ireland where he possessed large estates.**
He was, however, one of the members of the Grenville-
Bedford ministry who drew up in 1764 the plan for the
organization of Indian affairs, wherein it was proposed
to run the Indian boundary line in such a manner as to
open up for settlement the upper Ohio Valley. He
thus connected himself with the moderate expansionist
party. In 1766, when the Chatham ministry was or-
ganized, he accepted the presidency of the Board of
Trade under the well known expansionist, Lord Shel-
burne. It was under the influence of Lord Hillsbor-
ough, as secretary of state for the colonies, that the final
decision was reached in March, 1768, to negotiate with
the Indians the boundary line that did actually make
possible the extension of settlements as far west as the
Great Kanawha River, nor is there anything in his cor-
respondence concerning that measure which would in-
208 Franklin, Works- (ed. Bigelow); vol. iv; 417, Knox wrote: “TheEar]
of Hillshorough was fully persuaded of the dangerous consequences to this

country and Ireland, of extending the settlements in the North American col-
ontes.” = Knox, Extra Official State Papers, vol. ii, 43.
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dicate his aversion to such a limited expansion. Quite
in accord with the above actions was his agreement in
May, 1770, to the extension of the Virginia boundary
line to the Holston River.

His first thought concerning the territory acquired
from the Indians was that the colonies particularly ben-
efited by the purchase should pay the cost of the treaty,
With this idea in mind he wrote to Sir William John-
son on October 12, 1768

It becomes highly expedient that the colonies interested in this
measure, and whose limits of settlement are extended by it,
should be early apprised of what will be required, in order that
they may make timely provision in proportion to the benefit they
are respectively to receive from it; for it cannot, upon any
grounds of reason or justice be expected, that this kingdom
should take upon itself the whole, or indeed any part, of the ex-
pense of a measure calculated for the local interests of particular
colonjes.2"®

The desire of promoting economy in the administra-
tion of the colonies made this question of reimburse-
ment for the expense of the treaty of Fort Stanwix a
vital issue, and Lord Hillsborough undoubtedly gave if
as serious a consideration as his mental endowments
permitted. His advisers in America, Johnson and
Gage, both pointed out the possibility of selling the land
to advantage. The former proposed that all grants
within the cession be ‘‘liable to a fine, suppose £10 for
each thousand acres, over and besides fees and quit
rent.”** In January, 1769, and again in June, General
Gage suggested that the ministry could obtain a com-
pensation for the expense by selling the land.® Here
was a practical method of putting into operation Lord

209 Documentary History of Newwo York, vol. ii, g10.

210 Letter dated February 13, 1769 in idem, 930

11 Gage to Hillsborough, January s, 1769, and June 6, 1769 in Public
Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.87, pp. 5, 55
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Shelburne’s plan for raising a fund. It was probably
under the influence of these suggestions and without
giving the subject much thought that Hillsborough
advised Samuel Wharton and his company that they
petition for a sufficient amount of land to found a col-
ony. Lhis interpretation of Lord Hillsborough’s ideas
on the subject of this territory east of the Indians’ boun-
dary in the year 1770 is supported by the testimony of
Doctor Arthur Lee who was in London as the represen-
tative of the Mississippi Company which was petition-
ing for land in the same region. His conclusion was
thus expressed: “Lord Hillsborough was then first lord
of trade. Frequent conversations with him convinced
me that the ministry were fixed in prosecuting their
American plan, and were determined to make such al-
terations in the colonial governments, as should accom-
modate them to the new system of parliamentary power.
A government west of the Alleghany mountains was to
be constituted on this new ministerial model, under the
name of Vandalia.” ***

From the foregoing account there can be little doubt
about Hillsborough’s favorable attitude towards west-
ern expansion on a limited scale: he was certainly not
averse to emigration into the upper Ohio Valley. Yet
he became a bitter opponent of Wharton’s project to
found a colony on the Ohio and in the end preferred to
resign his office and to risk the complete overthrow of
the ministry rather than alter his opinion. What ex-
planation can be given for his act of encouraging the
enterprise at first and then blocking it? So difficult is
this problem that one with a knowledge of the pettiness
of Hillsborough’s character feels inclined to accept his
own explanation of this inconsistency. He told his

“12Lee, Life of Arthur Lee, vol. i, 246.
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friends that it had been his intention from the first to
oppose the scheme; and, in order to throw the odium of
blocking it onto other shoulders, he advised the peti-
tioners to apply for twenty millions of acres instead of
two millions in the expectation that the price asked by
the treasury would be one hundred thousand pounds
which would be more than the company could afford to
pay.*”?

It was shortly after Hillsborough’s official notifica-
tion of the colonial scheme to Virginia and not very
long after his consent to remove the Cherokee boundary
line westward that the members of the Walpole Com-
pany became aware of his opposition to them. On
July 14, 1770, Mr. Walpole, in criticizing Hillsborough
for the delay of the Board of Trade in making a report
on the petition, wrote: ‘“An apprehension that your
lordship is averse to the proposal, would determine me
not to prosecute it any farther, if I was not convinced
the fitness or unfitness of the grant stands entirely upon
public grounds.”** Since Hillsborough’s attitude to
the grant was known to be hostile so soon after his con-
sent to the Virginia demands, there is some ground for
the suspicion expressed by Sir William Franklin, that
the authorization about the Cherokee boundary sent to
Virginia might “account for Lord H’s late opposition
to the grant of a new colony. He might be apprehen-
sive of that transaction being therefore brought to

218 This explanation was given by Hillsborough’s faithful friend, William

Knox. “Knox Manuscripts” in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Repori,
!

vol. vi, 253. See also a somewhat different version in Knox, Extra Official
State Papers, vol. ii, 43. Horace Walpole gives the same story. “Lord Hills-
borough was taxed with having originally favoured the scheme, and was s0
weak as to plead in defense that he had seemed to approve it that he might
deceive the patrons of it and defeat it the more easily.” — Last Journals, vol. i,
126,

214 Statement of the Petitioners, 18, footnote.

il
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light, and that his character would suffer for having at
first encouraged the design of a new colony, at the very
time he was authorizing the people of Virginia to take
possession of the country for themselves in which it was
to be established.” **

Lord Hillsborough’s character was necessarily a fac-
tor in determining his own actions and influenced in a
very decided manner the course of events. Benjamin
Franklin who knew him very well said that he was
“proud, supercilious, extremely conceited, moderate as
they are, of his political knowledge and abilities, fond
of every one that can stoop to flatter him, and inimical
to all that dare tell him disagreeable truths. This man’s
mandates have been treated with disrespect in America,
his letters have been criticis’d, his measures censur’d
and despis’d; which has produced in him a kind of
settled malice against the colonies, particularly ours,
that would break into greater violence if cooler heads
did not set some bound to it.”** At another time he
wrote: ‘I know him to be as double and deceitful as
any man I ever met with.”** Such was a very common
opinion of the man who had been placed in charge of
the colonial affairs. His anger had now become
deeply stirred by the continual opposition of the
Americans to his acts, and he must be counted one of the
first politicians outside the Bloomsbury Gang and their
friends to counsel harsh and punitive measures against

216 W. Franklin to B. Franklin, October 29, 1772 in Franklin, Papers, vol.
iii, no, 129. William Franklin, like his father, was always very suspicious of
Hillshorough. On June 18, 1771, when everybody connected with the colonial
scheme was very optimistic, he wrote: 1 “have almost given up all expecta-
tion of its taking place while Lord H. presides at the Board of Trade.” -
Idem, vol. xlviii, no. 139 b.

*18 Franklin to Cushing, June 10, 1771, Franklin, Writings (ed. Smyth),

1

Vol. Vy 3:3_

“1% Franklin to W. Franklin, August 19, 1772 in idem, 413,
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the recalcitrant colonists.*® In assuming this attitude
he anticipated by only a few years the action of the ma-
jority of the politicians of the inner circle.

Hillsborough’s opposition to the formation of a new
colony on the upper Ohio made a political crisis; but
the issue thus created was so intricately entwined with
British politics that it is impossible to decide whether
the colonial policy involved in the issue or the intrigue
of factions is the determining factor in the final out-
come. Still this is certain that one problem of the Mis-
sissippt Valley had become of such importance as to
threaten the overthrow of the imperial administration.

The political crisis was precipitated by the ambition
of the Bloomsbury Gang. Their influence in the coun-
cils of the administration had been steadily increasing
since their acceptance of office in January, 1768. Their
power had become sufficiently strong by the fall of that
year to drive Lord Shelburne from office and conse-
quently the Earl of Chatham. After the accession of
the Grenvillites in 1771 to the administrative forces, the
Bedfordites were the predominant party in the cabinet
which Lord North was supposed to direct. The favor-
able position of the faction aroused in its leader, the
Earl of Gower, the ambition to overthrow Lord North
and to become himself the first minister. Ewven if he
was unsuccessful in this, Gower felt that a reorganiza-
tion of the cabinet could only result in an increase of
power for him and his associates.**

218 Winstanley in his Lord Chatham and the Whig Opposition [p. 252]
writes of Hillsborough’s “pedagogic conception of government” in 1768.

210 William Knox is the authority for this intrigue of the Bedfords which
overthrew Hillsborough. “Knox Manuscripts” in Historical Manuscripts
Commission, Repart, vol. vi, 253. Knox's statement is partially supported by
Walpole in his Last Journals, vol. i, 126. In a letter to Mann, July 23, 1772,

the same writer thought the change would result in bringing a Bedford, Lord

Weymouth, into the cabinet. See Walpole, Lefters, vol. v, go1.
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Very little in the political situation escaped the eyes
of Samuel Wharton and his advisers. When they be-
came conscious of the full force of Lord Hillsborough’s
opposition, they looked about for allies to counteract it;
and naturally they approached the court faction and the
Bloomsbury Gang, whose reputation was such that the
speculators need fear no rebuff in offering them poten-
tial wealth. The first overtures were made to Lord
Rochford, secretary of state, who had entered the ad-
ministration in 1768 as an independent Whig but had
soon united himself with the dominant party in the cab-
inet. Rochford was “dissolute and needy” and lent his
ear readily to Wharton’s suggestions about securing the
cession of some vacant islands in the Delaware River
and was induced to petition for them.*® Having thus
turned Rochford’s attention to land speculation, the
clever Philadelphian found no trouble, after the peti-
tion for the islands had been defeated, to induce the sec-
retary of state to accept a share in the Grand Ohio Com-
pany. Inorder to be sure of sufficient influence to meet
any emergency, the Earl of Gower, leader of the Bed-
ford faction, was also persuaded to become a member
of the company.”” He saw in this issue raised by Hills-
borough the opportunity to lead an attack upon Lord
North, and this may have been his sole motive for be-
coming a party to the land scheme.

Wharton showed himself remarkably talented in
mustering his forces to rout the enemy. The king him-
self was enlisted. The royal favor for the land scheme
could have been easily obtained by the Bedford lords
who were in good favor at court. Then too the plan

20 Rochford's petition is in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers,
324.18, p. 414.

221 UK nox Manuscripts” in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report,

vol. vi, 253
B F L
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for a westward expansion of the settlements had always
been a favorite measure with George I11. Still Whar-
ton took no chances. No man was closer to the king's
person and no man was more favored by his majesty at
this time than the lord chamberlain, Lord Hertford.
To secure such an advocate seemed to insure success.
William Strahan, a member of the land company, ob-
tained from his good friend, David Hume, a letter of
introduction and recommendation to the noble lord.
With this favorable introduction Strahan laid the plan
before Lord Hertford, who became greatly interested.
He was, so Strahan wrote, “very fond of the idea of
having a large tract of country in America, and other-
wise very attentive to the improvement of his for-
tune. et

There were thus two forces, now united, focusing on
Lord Hillsborough'’s position ; one was the financial in-
terests of the land speculators among whom were mem-
bers of the cabinet, and the second was the political am-
bition of the Bloomsbury Gang to increase their power
by undermining Lord North. The latter politicians
expected that if they forced the resignation of the colo-
nial secretary the principal minister would be com-
pelled to follow his example. The probability of such
an outcome was very great. Hillsborough was, as Lord
North himself stated, “the best and firmest friend” he
had in the cabinet.*® North’s admiration for the colo-
nial secretary was not shared, however, by his col-
leagues, if Benjamin Franklin who had many avenues
of information is to be believed. Franklin had been
obliged, on account of the unpopularity of the Ameri-
can attitude towards imperial interference in the col-

222 Hume to Strahan, January 21, r771, and Strahan to Hume, March 1,
177t in Hume, Letters to William Strahan (ed. Hull), 160, 162, foofnofe 3.
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onies, to look more and more for favor among the mem-
bers of the opposition and was at this time on the closest
terms of intimacy with Lord Shelburne and his friends;
but he still was a welcomed guest at the homes of many
of the court faction. Lord Le Despencer, for instance,
From such sources of information Franklin was per-
suaded that Lord Hillsborough was cordially disliked
by all his colleagues. Early in 1771 he wrote: “One
encouragement I have, the knowledge that he [Hills-
borough] is not a whit better lik'd by his colleagues in
the ministry, than he is by me, that he cannot probably
continue where he is much longer.”** Even the king
was “tired of him and his administration, which had
weakened the affection and respect of the colonies for
a royal government.” **

Wharton had waited impatiently throughout 1771
for his coalition of politicians to force the issue, but
Hillsborough’s stubbornness could not be overcome by
ordinary means. Extraordinary means must be tried.
[nfluences were brought to bear upon the king, who was
persuaded to take a hand in the game. One day at his
levee his majesty asked Bamber Gascoigne, Hills-
borough’s particular friend in the Board of Trade, “if
the report upon the Ohio petition was ready.” *" This
was a sufficient hint. The issue must be met. In June,
1770, the Board of Trade had asserted that the question
of erecting a new colony was of such importance that
the advice of the great officers must be asked.? Hills-

=*% Franklin, #ritings (ed. Smyth), vol. vi, 98,
85— Idem, vol. v, 299. See also letter of June 1o, 1771, idem, 322.
** August 17, 1772, idem, 410. Franklin's opinion of the general dislike
of Hillsborough is supported by Knox. “Knox Manuscripts” in Historical
Manuseripts Commission, Report, vol. vi, 265.

=2t —Idem, 253,

*28 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 3191.77, D 133,
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borough endeavored again to throw the responsibility
of making a report upon those who were trying to over-
reach him and insisted that a meeting of the Grand
Board of Trade should be called: but the Bedfords
were unwilling to grant him this avenue of escape.
He must be driven to the wall. In this period of des-
peration the colonial secretary changed his opinion
about moderate westward expansion and wrote to John-
son: ‘“Every day discovers more and more the fatal
policy of departing from the line prescribed by the
proclamation of 1763.”** He declaimed against the
troubles that were arising in America, but was not this
disavowal of his former beliefs forced from him by the
political troubles which were at the time overcoming
him? **

All avenues of escape being closed, the report was
made. The Board of Trade took the petition of the
land company under consideration on March 25, 1772,
and delivered the result of their deliberations to the
Privy Council on April 29.*** The questionable char-
acter of a sale of land to a company composed of so
many administrative officers could not be advanced as

220 Tuly 1, 1772, Documentary History of New York, vol. ii, 997.

230 The reader will notice that I have not directly stated the reasons why
Hillsborough first favored and then opposed the Vandalia scheme. This
omission is not a matter of choice. I have spent hours in studying manu-
scripts and books to solve the problem but without finding the solution. Two
facts are certain. Up till 1770 the colonial secretary favored without any
apparent fear of consequences the opening of the West to settlement by
running a boundary line. The other fact is that he opposed the Grand Ohio
Company. 1f one rejects Hillshorough’s own explanation, there is no sure
evidence of other reasons. It is probable, however, that he preferred to favor
the aspirations of Virginia, but ther

281 Pyblic Record Office, Colon

The report was completed and ordered to be transcribed April 15, which is

is no positive proof of this,

{ Office Papers, 391.79, pp. 58, 64, 74, fo.

the date given in all printed copies, but according to the documents cited it
was not signed until April 2g9. It is printed in Franklin, Writings (ed.
Smyth), vol. v, 467 f., and may be found also in Bigelow's edition and else-

where.
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an argument against the scheme without offending nu-
merous warm supporters of government; and for that
reason Lord Hillsborough and his colleagues limited
themselves to those well known arguments against in-
land colonies which Lord Barrington and others had
formulated. The preparation of a report which was
foreordained to repudiation by the Privy Council was
necessarily a purely perfunctory affair. Of the fifteen
full pages in a contemporary printed copy five pages
are quoted from the report of the Board of Trade of
March, 1768, and five more are quotations from letters
of General Gage and Governor Wright of Georgia.
The other pages contain little that is new.**

The report pointed out that some of the territory for
which the Grand Ohio Company was petitioning lay
west of the Indian boundary line and that it would “be
highly improper to comply with the requests of the
memorial” for lands so situated. The rest of the terri-
tory, it was asserted, belonged to the colony of Virginia.
[n the discussion of this latter territory, the Board of
Trade was on the whole rather inconsistent. Having
incorrectly asserted that the proclamation of 1763 was
promulgated for the purpose of confining the settle-
ments to the coast in order that they might be “within
reach of the trade and commerce of this kingdom” and
be maintained “in due subordination to, and dependence
upon, the mother country,” the Lords of Trade pointed
out that on account of a “want of precision in describing
the line intended to be marked by the proclamation of
17603, and partly from a consideration of justice in re-

*82 Thig report should be compared with the earlier one, which is remark-
able for the logical arrangement of its matter. The history of the drawing up
of the report is given by one who had a hand in it, see “Knox Manuscripts,”
in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report, vol. vi, 254.

44 Could any line be more precise than the Appalachian divide, which

was the line of the proclamation? What the Lords of Trade meant to say
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gard to legal titles of lands, which had been settled be-
yond that line, it has been since thought fit to enter into
engagements with the Indians, for fixing a more precise
and determinate boundary between his Majesty’s terri-
tories and their hunting grounds.” After making this
statement of what was termed adequate and acceptable
reasons for the establishment of the boundary line far-
ther to the west than that promulgated in the proclama-
tion and for opening to settlement the lands in question,
the Lords of Trade turned to a discussion of the policy
of western settlement and quoted at length their former
report of March, 1768, wherein they laid down the
principles for rejecting Lord Shelburne’s proposal to
establish colonies in the far West, and applied these to
this near western territory, thus denying their previous
reasoning. With a blindness easily understood, they
also overlooked that part of the same report of 1768
wherein they recommended the running of the Indian
boundary line so that the settlements of the middle col-
onies might be extended to the upper Ohio Valley. In
this new report, therefore, they first justified their ac-
tion in negotiating treaties with the Indians for deter-
mining the boundary line “with precision,” and then
basing their opinion on only a part of a previous report
they recommended that the governor of Virginia be in-
structed “not to make any further grants beyond the line
prescribed by the proclamation of 1763 and also “that
another proclamation should be issued, declaratory of
his Majesty’s resolution, not to allow for the present,

was that they had determined, before the proclamation was written, to de-
scribe a line which would include the upper Ohio Valley within the territory
open to settlement. This was the “line intended to he marked,” but, as has
been seen in a former chapter, the outbreak of the Indian war forced the ad-
ministration to select a conspicuous land mark; hence the expression, “want

of precision” in the above report.
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any new settlements beyond that line, and to forbid all
persons from taking up or settling any lands in that part
of the country.”

If this perfunctory report of the Board of Trade had
any purpose beyond fulfilling the requirement of pro-
ducing a recommendation which the Privy Council
might reject, it must be found in a desire to protect the
interests of Virginia. In the discussion of the disorders
which reigned on the frontier, the report pointed out
that this was not a necessary reason for the establish-
ment of a new colony, since there was “nothing to hin-
der the government of Virginia from extending the laws
and constitution of that colony to such persons as may
have already settled there under legal titles.” Again in
taking up the question of the justice of the proposed
measure, there is mention of “persons who have already
possession of lands in that part of the country under
legal titles derived from grants made by the Governor
and Council of Virginia.” **

The report laid greater stress on the danger of de-
populating Great Britain through the encouragement
of emigration than any previous one. This was quite in
keeping with Lord Hillsborough’s belief. The letter
from Governor Wright which is quoted is confined to
a discussion of this danger, and the Lords of Trade de-
vote a whole paragraph of their own to the same sub-
ject, which, they write, “demands very serious consid-
eration.”

When this report came to the Privy Council, Lord
Gower declared that he would “be open to evidence
against it,” and Walpole applied to the Board of Trade

“*#1It is debatable whether the Board of Trade in recommending that the
governor of Virginia be instructed not to make grants west of the line of the
proclamation of 1763 meant the Appalachian divide or the new Indian boun-

dary line. Certainly there is a confusion of ideas in the whale report.
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for a copy.*® The hearing was postponed until Samuel
Wharton could prepare and have printed an answer,
which is the well known Observations on, and Answers
to, the foregoing Report™ On the fifth of June the
petitioners were heard by the committee of the Privy

Council. There is in existence a long and intimate ac-
count of the occurrences at the Cockpit. The Ohio
Company was represented by Thomas Walpole, whose
political and financial connections fitted him to be the
official spokesman of his party, Samuel Wharton, the
real brains of the enterprise, Benjamin Franklin, who
had been an important adviser at all critical moments,
Major Trent, the representative with Wharton of the
traders who received the Indian grant, and Colonel
Mercer, representing the Virginia members.® Other
shareholders in the company may have been present but
their names are not mentioned : nor does the report of
this day’s proceedings mention the number of share-
holders who sat on the committee of the Privy Council
which was to decide the issue. Lords Gower and Roch-
ford certainly were not absent at this critical moment.

The committee came to the conclusion “that the peti-
tioners could not be heard formally against the Report
of the Board of Trade,” but that permission might be
granted them “to go into the whole matter they might

236 “Knox Manuscripts” in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Reporf,
vol. vi, 254; Public Record Office, Colomial Office Papers, 391.79, p. 82.

238 This was printed as Report of the Lords Commissioners for Tradi
and Plamtations an the Petition of the Honorable Thomas Walpole and fis
Assaciates, for a Grant of Lands on the River Ohio in North America, with
a subtitle on page 17 “Observations on, and Answers to, the foregoing Re-
port.” These observations have always been ascribed to Benjamin Franklin

and are printed by both Bigelow and Smyth in their editions of his works.
The statement of William Knox [op. cit.] is conclusive evidence as to author-
ship. Besides it was well known that Samuel Wharton prepared al
papers, memorials, etc., for the company. Of course these were eriticized b
his associates.

287 Privy Council (Colonial), Aets, vol. v, 203 ff.
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have to offer in support of their original petition to His
Majesty.” The legal difficulty being thus circum-
vented, the representatives of the land company pro-
ceeded to attack the report point by point. Walpole
first read an account of the several steps taken in the
prosecution of the petition.*® He was followed by
Samuel Wharton who was the hero of the occasion and
gained a great reputation by his manner of handling
himself and by his presentation of his arguments during
a period which extended over several hours. The basis
of his speech was his Observations on the Board of
Trade’s report from which he read copious extracts.
Evidence was introduced that the territory was not in
the colony of Virginia, since it belonged to the Six Na-
tions, until the latter sold it to Great Britain, and that
it did not, for the same reason, belong to the Cherokee.
Proof was also produced that settlements were being
rapidly made in the region and that a profitable trade
could be maintained there. Major Trent was asked
for information in regard to the means and methods of
transportation.® An enthusiastic admirer of Wharton
described the scene in some detail to Sir William John-
son. He was present at the Cockpit when Wharton
made his great effort and this was his impression :

Thro' the whole of the proceedings he [Wharton] so fully re-
moved all Lord Hillshorough's objections, and introduced his
proofs with so much recularity, and made his observations on
them with so much propriety, deliberation and presence of

]

This was probably the original of the pamphlet without title, to which

has been so frequently made under the name of Sratement of the

1ersy.
230 Thee o ¥ d -1 .','l ihtsrte 1' sircear] Bafnrs hip
I'hese seem to have been the principal subjects discussed before the
committee of the Privy Council. Wharton in his Observations combated
every argument of the Board of Trade Report, but since the narrative of this
work has given the history of the boundary line and allied subjects— and such
was the substance of Wharton's argument—it is not necessary to present a

résumé of the pamphlet,
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mind ; that fully convinced every Lord present; and gave uni-

versal satisfaction to the gentlemen concerned.?*°

After hearing the evidence the committee of the
Privy Council reached a conclusion, as was expected,
directly the opposite to that of the Board of Trade,
They reported on July 1 that the “Lands in Question
have been for some time past, and are now in an actual
state of settling” and that they “do not lye beyond the
reach of advantage [sic | intercourse with the kingdom.”
Furthermore the committee recommended that the peti-
tioners had the first claim to the territory and proposed
that the superintendent of Indian affairs inform the Six
Nations of the intended colony, that the “Board of
Trade prepare a clause to be inserted in the grant to
save prior claims to lands within the limits of the grant,
and to forbid settlement between the treaty boundary
of the Indian hunting ground” and the western boun-
dary of the colony.*"

Lord Gower and the two secretaries of state at once
declared themselves in favor of the committee’s report
and said that they would advise the king accordingly.
Lord Hillsborough was not willing to yield and as-
serted that he would resign whenever he was ordered
to carry the plan into execution. Meanwhile he tried
to alarm Lord North by pointing out that the whole
scheme was aimed at him and “with much teazing got
him to bustle a little.” In a panic North sought advice
from Rigby, a Bedfordite, who did not approve of Lord

240 Hanna to Johnson, July 20, 1772 in Dacumentary Histary of New York,
vol. iv, 478. William Hanna was a young American who was introduced by
Mr. Wharton to some of the British nobles and had been greatly impressed
by Wharton's apparent influence.

241 Privy Council (Colonial), Acts, vol. v, 209. The report of the com-
mittee of the Privy Council has not been seen, but the final “Order in Coun-
cil” of August 14 from which the above is taken undoubtedly conformed in
substance to it. The full text of the “Order in Council” is found in Publit
Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.27, p. 31L
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Gower’s ambition and was anxious to maintain peace
in the administration so that he could enjoy the per-
quisites of the paymaster’s office.** By this cynical ad-
viser the first minister was told “to stand his ground like
a man.” North himself, quite in keeping with his ir-
resolute nature, did not take a firm stand with either
party. In a letter to Lord Dartmouth on August 3,
1772, he wrote that the Privy Council “have reported in
favour of the petitioners for reasons best known to them-
selves; upon which, for reasons best known to himself.
Lord Hillsborough thinks it necessary that he should
immediately resign; I am convinced that I am myself
incapable of reason, for upon the maturest considera-
tion, which I am able to give the affair, I can not help
thinking all parties in the wrong.” ** Always unwilling
to face an issue squarely and preferring his own ease to
making a decision, Lord North naturally enough did
nothing. He was encouraged in his inactivity when he
became convinced that the king was on the side of the
Bedfordites and the land scheme. “He had therefore
no choice but to give up Lord Hillsborough or go along
with him, and the former he thought most prudent,
taking his chance for what might follow.”*** Part of
the plan of the Bloomsbury Gang, therefore, failed.
The North administration was not overthrown.

[t was now only a question of securing a successor to
Lord Hillsborough before sending him the order to
execute the plan of establishing the colony. The nego-
tiations concerning a new colonial secretary extended
until August. The position was first offered to Lord
Weymouth, a member of the Bedford faction, but he

*12This narrative of Hillsborough's resignation is based on “Knox Manu-
seripts” in Historical M anuscripts Commission, Report, vol. vi, 254, and Wal-
pole, Last Journals, vol, i, 126.

“E Dartmouth Manuscripts,

“44 Statement of William Knox, op. cif.
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refused because he had never approved of the creation
of the office of colonial secretary and could not accept
the position “with any decency.” This alleged reason
called from Horace Walpole the remark: “but who
could expect that decency would have governed Lord
Weymouth.” ** Having made this overture to appease
the Bedford faction, Lord North offered the position to
his own first choice, his stepbrother, Lord Dartmouth,
an Old Whig, who after some hesitation accepted it
Lord Hillsborough resigned on August 1 and was
created five days later an English earl. Though the
principle upon which he took his stand in his opposi-
tion to this union of politicians and speculators is not
altogether clear, still there can be no doubt that, in the
end when driven to the wall, Lord Hillsborough did
prefer, in spite of the arguments of his friends, to de-
fend what he regarded as right rather than to remain in
office. This is established by North’s own explana-
tion: ‘“He certainly left us unwillingly, though at his
own request. He was not prompted to his resignation
either by love of faction or repose, but purely by notion
of necessity he was under of resigning, which I own |

1 240

could never see.’

245 Walpole, Last Journals, vol. i, 127. See an interesting discussion on
the colonial secretaryship in “Knox Manuscripts,” in Historical Manuscripts
Commission, Report, vol. vi, 256.

248 Quoted in Lucas, Lord North, vol. i, 353. Henry Ellis wrote to Knox,
October 17, 1772, applauding Lord Hillshorough for retiring “upon the mo-
tives he did, which were honourable, and have been generally approved.”
Hillshorough wrote to Knox, September 29, 1772: “I did not, you know, wish
to resign.”—“Knox Manuscripts,” in Historical Manuscripts Commission,
Report, vol. vi, 108, 109, On the other hand Horace Walpole wrote “it was
believed that half his discontent was feigned in order to obtain an earl’s
coronet,” — Last Journals, vol. i, 127. Franklin held the following opinion:
“I believe when he offered to do so [i.e resign], he had such an opinion of
his importance that he did not think it would be accepted; and that it would
be thought prudent rather to set our grant aside than part with him.” — Letter

to Galloway, August 22, 1772 in Franklin, #ritings, vol. v, 433
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The circumstances of the overthrow of Lord Hills-
borough on a purely American issue caused consider-
able excitement in England. The same young man,
whose enthusiastic account of Wharton’s performance
before the Privy Council has been quoted, has recorded
his impressions of the event, and they probably reflect
faithfully the sentiments of the people with whom he
associated.

And I now have the great pleasure to inform you that their

Lordships have overruled Lord Hillsborough's report, and have

reported to his Majesty in favour of Mr. Wharton and his as-

sociates, This is looked upon here as a most extraordinary
matter; and what no American ever accomplished before. In-
deed no one from America, ever had so much interest, and was

so attended to by the great Lords as Mr. Wharton, 247
T'he Franklins, both father and son, had been jealous of
Samuel Wharton'’s growing influence for some time;
and, therefore, the old philosopher was inclined to esti-
mate factional politics as a greater influence in Hills-
borough’s overthrow than that of the Grand Ohio Com-
pany. In recording his satisfaction at getting rid of the
colonial secretary, he wrote:

You will hear it said among you, I suppose, that the interest of
the Ohio planters has ousted him; but the truth is, what I wrote
vou long since, that all his brother ministers disliked him ex-
tremely, and wished for a fair occasion of tripping up his heals:
so, seeing that he made a point of defeating our scheme, they
made another of supporting it, on purpose to mortify him,
which they knew his pride could not bear.***

One day Benjamin Franklin was asked by a member

*7 Hanna to Johnson, July 20, 1772 in Documentary History of Nexw York,
L iv, 478.

*48 B. Franklin to W. Franklin, August t7, 1772 in Franklin, Writings (ed.

)y vol. v, 410. William Franklin was particularly jealous of Samuel
Wharton and reported many things to stir up the wrath of his father, whao,
on the whole, kept both his temper and his head. See W. Franklin to B.
Franklin, October 13, October 29, 1772, April 30, 1773 in Franklin, Papers,

vol. iii, 126, 129, 149, and many other letters.
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of the court faction whether, if Lord Hillsborough
“should be removed,” he “could name another likely to
be more acceptable” to the Americans. Without hesi-
tation he answered: ‘Yes, there is Lord Dartmouth:
we liked him very well when he was at the head of
the Board formerly, and probably should like him
again.”*" This opinion was shared by all Americans,
and it was expected that with the appointment of Dart-
mouth as colonial secretary, a new era in the relation
between the mother country and the colonies would be-
gin. His amiable character, which has been already
described, his assistance in the repeal of the Stamp Act,
his interest in the extension of religion and education
among the Indians, and his favorable attitude towards
all progressive colonial measures laid a seemingly firm
foundation for his popularity. His previous period of
administration had been too short for the reverse side of
his character to be known. Within three years after
Franklin had recommended him as colonial secretary,
the philosopher had discovered the vices that were as-
sociated with his amiable qualities and wrote:

It is a trait of that nobleman’s character, who from his office is

suppos'd to have so great a share in American affairs, but who

has in reality no will or judgment of his own, being with dis-
position for the best measures, easily prevail’d with to join in
the worst,**?

‘The members of the Grand Ohio Company had every
reason to rejoice over the appointment, since Dart-
mouth was conspicuously chosen to put into execution
the colonial scheme from which they expected such rich
financial returns. Franklin’s long experience with

3ritish politicians and his natural caution suggested to
his mind that since the unpopular Hillsborough was

240 Franklin, Writings (ed. Smyth), vol. v, 415,
260 — Idem, vol. vi, 369.
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eliminated from the cabinet, that body might not be so
enthusiastic about the new colony and might suffer the
project “to linger” and finally to “miscarry”;** but
very few of the other members of the company shared
this pessimistic view.

[n his judgment Franklin was to prove correct; but
nothing in the principles espoused by the new colonial
secretary gave him any reason to expect such an out-
come. Dartmouth’s interpretation of the conditions on
the frontiers was identical with Shelburne’s. He real-
ized that the instinct among the Americans to seek the
fertile fields of the Ohio Valley was most natural and
that there would always be an irresistible push of the
settlements towards the setting sun.  His kindly interest
in the Indians, not feigned but real, alone restrained
him from granting all the land speculators wanted, for
his official position placed upon him the duty of main-
taining the empire’s good faith with the natives as far
as it was possible; but “at the same time,”” he wrote,
“I am free to confess that I very much doubt whether
that dangerous spirit of unlicensed emigration into the
interior parts of America can be effectively restrained
by any authority whatever.” **

Shortly after taking up his new duties, Dartmouth
received a call from Samuel Wharton, who brought a
letter of introduction from Sir Matthew Featherston-
haugh, a member of the land company.**® The letter
painted in the most enthusiastic colors the portrait of
the Philadelphian who had been at least the instrument
in the overthrow of a British minister. Dartmouth was

“1B. Franklin to W. Franklin, August 17, 1772 in Franklin, Writings,
vol. v, gro.

“# Dartmouth to Stuart, March 3, 1773 in Public Record Office, Colonial
Office Papers, 5.74, p. 63.

**® Featherstonhaugh to Dartmouth, August 26, 1772 in Dartmouth Manu-

seripis,
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assured: “You will find him [Wharton] worthy of
your acquaintance and friendship; not only as a person
possess’d of great American knowledge both in a polit-
ical and commercial sense, but one who has a numerous
and great connexion in that country, and whose ideas
are truly British, who is well acquainted with Indian
affairs, the nature of the trade, it’'s defects and present
irregularity, and the consequence to be dreaded from
it.”  With Lord Dartmouth and Samuel Wharton
working together the colonial plan was likely to be
pushed with vigor.

On August 14, the Privy Council took under consid-
eration the report of its committee on the proposed col-
ony and agreed to its recommendations. The whole
subject was, therefore, referred again to the Lords of
Trade in order that the form of constitution and other
matters pertaining to the establishment of a new colony
might be considered and reported upon.** All signs
now seemed favorable for the establishment of the col-
ony at an early date.

On September 2, the colonial secretary sent the two
superintendents of Indian affairs copies of the “Order
in Council” and commanded them to notify the Indians
of the king’s intention of establishing a colony on the
land south of the Ohio River ceded by the Six Na-
tions.*”” T'his order reached Sir William Johnson at a
time when he was in conference with some deputies of
the Six Nations to whom he immediately imparted the
information.*® The Indians were disposed to consider
~ 254 Order in Council, Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 527, p
gi1; Privy Council (Colonial), 4cts, vol. v, za9.

256 Dartmouth to Johnson in Neaw York Colonial Documents, vol. viil,
j11; Stuart to Dartmouth, January 4, 1773 in Public Record Office, Colomial
Office Papers, 5.74, p. 43.

266 Tohnson to Dartmouth, November 4, 1772 in New York Celontal Doct-

ments, vol. viii, 313,
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the foundation of a new government in a favorable
light;; and Johnson, himself a member of the land com-
pany, regarded it as the best solution of the difficult
western problem. The government of such a colony
would be interested in the preservation of order in the
region and would enferce proper regulations of trade.
Stuart also lost no time in notifying the Cherokee of the
king’s intention, and he laid particular stress on the
point that all settlement would be prohibited between
the line of the treaty of Loochaber and the western boun-
dary of the new province.**’

The entry in the Journal of the Board of Trade for
November 2, 1772, reads:

Read an Order of the King in Council, dated August 14th

1772, directing this Board to report their opinion on the terms

of settlement and the reservations necessary to be inserted in the

grant of land to be made to Mr. Walpole and others: and to

prepare certain clauses therein. described and to prepare and lay

before His Majesty a plan for establishing a separate govern-

ment.*

The members of the Board had just returned from
their vacation and took up immediately that problem

which had caused so much political excitement and
speculation during the summer ; but for some reason no
further consideration was given it until the first of
April. The cause of this delay is not clear. The Par-

A7 Stuart to Dartmouth, January 4, 1773 in Public Record Ofhice, Colomial
Office Papers, 5.74, p. 43. On June 3, 1773, Stuart gave the Cherokes another

]

talk on the subject, in idem, p. 287. If the Indian boundary line was the
Kentucky River as has been generally believed the clause prohibiting settle-
ment berween it and the western boundary of the proprietary would have no
meaning, since the Kentucky River lies to the west of the proposed limits of
this colony; vet in his talk of June 3, Stuart showed the Indians a map so
that they might see the force of this restriction. If he did this, how explain
his map of the boundary line sent Lord Dartmouth in February of this same
year, on which the Kentucky [Louisa] River is set down as the Indian boun-
dary line? See page 85, note 135.

=*8 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 391.79, p. 147.
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liament of the winter of 1772-1773 was a stormy one,
Lord North like other members of the court faction was
a believer in the imperial control of the East India
Company and its possessions and tried to use the oppor-
tunity offered by the financial depression of the com-
pany to enforce his ideas. In this plan he was not
assisted with any show of enthusiasm by his associates
the Bedfordites and Grenvillites, and he aroused the ire
of that part of the opposition which was represented by
the Old Whigs. Since the attention of government was
thus focused on the far East, it may have seemed hope-
less to Wharton and his friends to push their affair.
The fear of the criticism of opposition may have also
been a cause for the postponement of action. Of the
danger of such criticism there exists, however, only in-
direct evidence. In eighteenth-century politics, as to-
day, opposition sought for its policies in the contraries
of the proposals of administration. It is therefore very
probable that a keen and knowing correspondent of Sir
William Johnson made a shrewd prophecy when he
wrote:
[ can easily foresee that opposition will take it [the colony] up
with a high hand and endeavour to paint the proprietors, con-
sisting of many noble Lords and all the secretaries in office —in
colours of no agreeable hue, 2"
That this correspondent’s prognostication was fulfilled
is partially substantiated by the general tone of one of
the several pamphlets that Wharton and his friends pro-
duced during the years that their scheme was under dis-
cussion. These were written at different eras in the
history of the enterprise and were intended to meet the
different issues that were raised. It has already been

250 John Blackburn to Johnson, September 2, 1772 in Jokinson Manuscriple,
' I 77
vol. xxi, 237. Blackburn was a constant correspondent of Johnson during

these vears, and his comments on current events are exceptionally interesting

— - o g
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seen that two such pamphlets were composed at the time
of Lord Hillsborough's opposition. The Considera-
tions on the Agreement of the Lords Commissioners of
His Majesty’s Treasury, with the Honourable Thomas
Walpole and his Associates, for Lands upon the River
Ohio, in North America, In a Letter to a Member of
Parliament was dated London, January 7, 1774. The
first paragraph indicates the purpose of the author. He
assures the “Member of Parliament” that it will be a
pleasure to communicate his thoughts on the subject of
the land scheme, “as T flatter myself,”—to quote the
most significant words —“they will thoroughly convince
you, of the folly or malevolence of gentlemen, who ven-
ture to call it a job.” The argument that was developed
was based on the past practice of the empire in the
establishment of colonies. It was pointed out that in
the cases of Georgia, Nova Scotia, the two Floridas, and
St. John’s, Great Britain had borne the whole expense
of maintaining the governments and that lands had been
freely granted in large areas with the postponement of
quitrents for a number of years. The author could
justly claim that the Grand Ohio Company had made
the first offer to purchase land from the empire and to
maintain the colonial government without expense to
the treasury of Great Britain.

The pamphlet reveals also the critics of this enter-
prise, and they are found in the ranks of the opposition.
After narrating the facts concerning the plan of Lord
Shelburne to erect at the expense of Great Britain three
colonies along the Mississippi border and pointing out
that the lands were to be granted without cost to the
proprietors, the author sarcastically writes:

It is impossible, therefore, Sir, in my poor opinion, that the Earl

of Shelburne, or any of his lordship's friends, should have been
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among those, who it seems, have insinuated blame against the
treasury, for the agreement they have made with Mr. Walpole
and his associates, unless they had first proved, there was no
difference between giving away the King's lands over the moun-
tains, or selling them for two-thirds more, than they cost the
crown, only a few months before; that it was of no consequence
to government, whether a colony was supported at an annual
expense to the crown, or a }'L'Il]"l_\' expense of 3,000 £ to grantees,
who were even to pay for the land, the colony was to be erected
a7 i
A third possible cause for the delay of the Board of

Trade existed in the condition of the colonial depart-

nent. Lord Dartmouth found himself in a very diffi-

cult position. First of all there was the jealousy of the
office which he held. The other two secretaries of
state had never acknowledged the equality of the colo-
nial secretaryship and had looked upon Lord Hills-
borough as simply the first lord of trade who had the
seals and a seat in the cabinet.*” Lord Dartmouth'’s
commission was exactly similar, and his colleagues tried
to prevent any initiative on his part. His two under-
secretaries, John Pownall and William Knox, were men
of influence and were not inclined to change their opin-
ions to please a new superior. They had had long ex-
perience with colonial affairs and were particularly
attached to the policies of Lord Hillsborough.** Dart-
mouth did not find his chief source of trouble, however,
from these two worthies, for they were driven by condi-
tions in the department to take the part of their new
chief. Hillsborough had left a representative at the
Board of Trade in the person of Bamber Gascoigne,

200 Other differences of similar character are pointed out.
201 “Knox Manuscripts” in Historical Manuseripts Commission, Report,
vaol. vi, 256.

202 Shortly after Lord Dartmouth was appointed he received an anonymous
communication warning him of the hostile attitude of these two towards the

colonies. See Dartmouth Manuscripts.

il
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who was looked upon in many quarters as the principal
authority in colonial affairs. So intolerable did his in-
fluence become that John Pownall, on July 23, 1773, in
a confidential note to his associate complained: “Our
business has hitherto been so light as you could wish,
and I think it 1s likely to continue so, for what can Lord
Dartmouth have to do whilst Bamber Gascoigne is
minister for America at the Board of Trade and Lord
Suffolk at the Council Office, where they will not let us
have anything to say, all councils for American busi-
ness being in Lord Gower’s absence held by Lord Suf-
folk.” He regarded the situation as most serious and
closed his letter with these words: “Lord Norths
blindness or rather indolence, in respect to the arts that
are practised to ruin and disgrace our department, and
ultimately himself, is astonishing and unpardonable.” >

The causes for the delay were finally dissipated in
April, 1773, and the Lords of Trade summoned Samuel
Wharton to attend them. After some conversation
they ordered “that the draught of a representation to
His Majesty containing propositions respecting the
establishment of the said government, and the grant of
lands proposed to be made to Messrs. Walpole, Whar-
ton and others, be prepared.”** This draft was read
and discussed several times and was finally signed May
sixth.**

Wharton must have drawn a long breath of relief,

“04“Knox Manuseripts” in Historical Manuseripts Commission, Report,
vol. vi, 110,

% Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 391.80, pp. 74, 76. The
“Propositions” are existent in two forms, differing in some respects, particu-
larly in the boundaries of the colony. The earlier form is in Dartmouth
Manuscripts, C. 42, in which the boundaries are less extensive than in the

mal far = -
final form, as given in the next chapter,

*A copy of the final report may be found in Pennsylvania Historical
Society, Ohio Company, Papers, vol. ii, 20.
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when this decisive step had been taken. The realiza-
tion of his hopes seemed in sight. It was now over four
years since he had sailed from New York on his mis-
sion. Eventful years they had been. They had brought
to him many new friends, had driven him into many
new experiences, and had secured for him great pnlif-
ical influence among several of the political factions of
the mother country. He must have looked back over
these years with satisfaction in what he had accom-
plished ; but to him undoubtedly the greatest event was
his triumph over Lord Hillsborough. Standing in the
Cockpit, that symbol of imperial authority, and sur-
rounded by the noblest lords and men of politics in
Great Britain, he, a Philadelphia merchant, had suc-
cessfully defended his petition against the criticisms of
the colonial secretary. Yet his triumph was more than
personal, for in speaking selfishly to further his own
interests he was in a sense the spokesman of all Ameri-
cans in their claim to the right to colonize the Missis-
sippi Valley. The new West with its infinite possibil-
ities for business enterprise, hitherto almost inarticulate,
had found a voice in Samuel Wharton and at the very
center of the British Empire had dared to defend ifs
principles.




-
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VI. MINISTERIAL DELAYS AND OFFICIAL
INEFFICIENCY

The affair of the grant goes on but slowly. I do not clearly see
land. I begin to be a little of the sailor’s mind when they were
handling a cable out of a store into a ship, and one of ‘em said: “T'is
a long, heavy cable. I wish we could see the end.” “"D—n me”’
says another, “if I believe it has any end; somebody has cut it off.”

— BENjamin FrRanNKLIN.

The year 1773 opened with most propitious auspices
for all those who were interested in the exploitation of
western lands and in particular for those who had
united their fortunes to the project that had been so
ably promoted by Samuel Wharton. The successor of
Lord Hillsborough had been selected with the avowed
purpose of forwarding the enterprise in the upper Ohio
Valley. Dartmouth’s own principles were known to be
in favor of western expansion, and he was himself suf-
ficiently interested in land speculation to have a sym-
pathetic feeling for all those whose eyes were turned
towards the land lying at the back of the mountains. He
possessed large holdings in the colony of East Florida,
the settlement of which he was at this very time pro-
moting; and his penchant for land investments was so
well known that friends ventured to call his attention to
opportunities to extend his operations.” In addition

280 There are many letters among the Darfmouth Manuseripts about Lord
Dartmouth's lands in East Florida. He possessed forty thousand acres west
of the Indian boundary line: see De Brahm to Dartmouth, October 23, 1773,
enclosure. His known interest in land speculation induced Edward Foy to
write him, September 22, 1773, a long letter on the opportunities to invest in

various parts of America.




150 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

to these favorable omens the new colonial secretary's
friendliness for America gave encouragement to -hL-
hope that all issues between the colonies and the mother
country would be finally settled in such a manner as to
secure peace. ['he year which opened with such bril-
liant hopes ended in despair. Wharton’s enterprise had
reached a seeming deadlock, all land grants by the gov-
ernors had been prohibited, and in the opening of the
next year the administration was preparing those puni-
tive measures for the colony of Massachusetts which led
directly to war. The year was simply the period of
calm which precedes the storm.

At the close of the last chapter it was seen that Lord
Dartmouth had succeeded in one of the purposes for
which he had been appointed and that the Board of
Trade had finally made a report on the colonial project.
The recommendations of the report could scarcely have
satisfied Wharton more completely if he had written
them himself. A much larger area was to “be sep-
arated from the colony of Virginia” for the purpose of
founding the colony of Vandalia than was contained in
the proposed cession to the land company. The reason
assigned for this enlargement of the boundaries was that
law might be enforced throughout the whole region.
The limits of the new colony cut Virginia entirely from
the West; they were to extend from the boundary of
Pennsylvania down the Ohio to the Kentucky River, up
that river to its source and “thence by a straight line
drawn from the springhead of the said river until it
strikes that part of the Holstein River which is inter-
sected by the North Line of Earl Granville’s grant be-
ing the line that separates the province of North Caro-
lina from that of Virginia,” thence along that line to its
intersection with the Great Kanawha, down that river
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to the Green Briar River, up that river and up the
northeast branch of it to the Alleghany Mountains,
thence along Lord Fairfax’s line. The rest of the east-
ern boundary coincided with the eastern line of the pro-
posed land cession to the Grand Ohio Company, which
has been already given.

The original draft of the “Propositions,” containing
the first conceptions of the Board of Trade, is now pre-
served in the Dartmouth Manuscripts. According to
this the western boundary of the colony was marked by
aline drawn south from the mouth of the Scioto, and all
settlement was prohibited between it and the Indian
boundary line. The “Propositions” in the final form
moved the western limits of the colony to the Kentucky
River and omitted the prohibition concerning settle-
ments, since according to the map drawn by John Stu-
art such prohibition had no longer any meaning, the
Indian boundary line and the western boundary of the
colony being identical. Stuart's mistake in naming
the Louisa River had thus become of great importance
and had received further official sanction.

Within the colony the territory for which the Grand
Ohio Company petitioned was granted in propriety to
Thomas Walpole and associates and could be sold by
them under certain reservations, Upon the day the
grant should be made the proprietors were to pay
10,460 7s. 3d. in accordance with their agreement
with the treasury on April 7, 1770. The grantees were
o pay to the crown yearly, after the expiration of twen-
ty years, two shillings sterling for every one hundred
acres which they should “demise, plant or settle.” All
leases were to be registered within six months in the
office of the secretary of the colony, and duplicates of
such registration were to be sent to the auditor of the
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plantations. The propriety was further burdened with
the annual payment of twenty-six hundred pounds for
the support of the colonial government - the salaries of
the principal officials were fixed by the report—until
other proper provision should be made by law.*
The crown was to retain possession of the land within
the colony lying outside the propriety. This would in
the course of time be sold by the treasury, and it was ex-
pected that the sum realized by this means would cre-
ate a considerable American fund such as Lord Shel-
burne had recommended so strongly. In a succeeding
chapter it will be seen that the administration was pre-
paring a new method of land sale which it was hoped
would be free from the errors of the old system. There
is in existence no authoritative statement of the method
proposed for the sale of land in the propriety or of the
distribution of the proceeds among the seventy-two
shareholders, but according to the testimony of the let-
ters from Wharton and others it is evident that they ex-
pected large profits.** George Croghan was very en-
thusiastic over the prospect of the company. He wrote:
By the best accounts I can larn the limits of the new grant will
contain thirty od millians of ac™ and the offise will open att
L 10 Sterling per hundred and a half penny per a’ quitrent
which will make a handsome division to the 72.%%°
Certain important concessions were made to Virginia
to placate her citizens for the loss of territory. All
land grants which had been legally made within the

267 The officers and their salaries were: governor, £1,000; chief justice,
£500; two assistant judges, £400; attorney-general, £150; clerk of the as-
sembly, £50; secretary, £200; two ministers of the gospel, £100 each.

208 There is in existence [Franklin, Papers, vol. lviii, no. 37] a letter by an
unknown to Benjamin Franklin, dated at Philadelphia, May 1, 1772, iD which
there is an interesting discussion of the best method of selling the lands and
of the distribution of the profits.

209 Croghan to Johnson, December z4, 1772 in Jehnson M anuscripts, vol.

xxv, 188.
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ceded area prior to January 4, 1770, the date of the first
petition of the Grand Ohio Company to the treasury,
should be confirmed by the company. Special mention
was made of the grants by the governor and council of
Virginia before the proclamation of October 7, 1763,
and of the two hundred thousand acres promised in
1754 to the officers and soldiers by Governor Dinwid-
die.

The character of a colonial government proposed by
the British Board of Trade just before the outbreak of
the war over the issue of prerogative between the colo-
nies and the mother country is of especial interest.
There had been many discussions within the British
ministry about the mistakes of the older provincial con-
stitutions, and many politicians had been in favor of
radical changes. The proprietary governments had
been particularly subject to criticism, but even the royal
provinces were not looked upon as possessing constitu-
tions that fitted into the imperial plan. To many poli-
ticians it seemed that too great freedom had been per-
mitted to these oversea British children, while by many
others like Lord Shelburne and the Pittites generally it
was thought the colonial constitutions were illiberal
and archaic. During the course of the last few years
certain definite issues between the colonies and the
mother country had been discussed acrimoniously, and
the battle-line of parties had been formed in both coun-
tries.

[t might well be expected that the proposed constitu-
tion would represent some new ideal that had been de-
veloped out of this discussion and that provisions would
be made in it to prevent the recurrence of the familiar
issues that had arisen in the older communities. There
are in the proposed constitution, however, few re-

e
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J minders of the contemporary disputes; it reproduces the

! well known lines of all royal colonies. Neither radical
idealism nor reactionary conservatism exercised infly-
ences of any moment upon its provisions; instead of
trying new experiments, the Board of T'rade following
typically English practice had recourse to forms which
had the sanction of past experience.

, In form the proposed government resembled those of
the so-called royal colonies. The imperial control over
local affairs was represented by a governor and a coun-
cil of twelve to be appointed by the king, while popular
rights were protected by a house of representatives,
whose members, limited temporarily to twenty-four,
were to be elected by the freeholders of the counties.
Both representatives and electors must possess property
qualifications ™ and be Protestants.* The assembly
was to elect its own officers, with the exception of the
clerk who was to be appointed by the crown. The elec-
tion of the speaker was subjected to the negative of the
governor.,

Laws to regulate the internal policing and the econ-
omy of the province were to become effective immedi-
ately, but the usual power of disallowing them was re-

v ‘ served to the crown. No laws were to be passed for
raising money, or affecting the interests of persons in
their private estates or the trade and shipping of the
kingdom, unless such laws contained clauses suspending
their execution until the king's pleasure should be
known. In time of war the king might authorize the
passage of laws, to take effect immediately, for raising

270 A representative must have in his own or his wife’s name a freehold
of a thousand acres. A voter must be twenty-one vears of age or over and be
possessed in his own or his wife's name of a freehold of two hundred acres.

*TL All officers were required to take the usual religious oaths, but there
was the customary provision for Quakers.
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the necessary sums to meet the exigencies of the unusual
expense.

The judiciary system of the proposed colony con-
sisted of a “superior court of judicature, a court of
assize and general gaol-delivery” and courts of the jus-
tices of the peace. The superior court was to be held
at such times as the governor and council should direct
and was to consist of one chief justice and two assistant
justices appointed by the king. There was no statement
in the “Propositions” about the tenure of office of these
officials. In general the jurisdiction of the court was
the same as that which “the courts of King’s Bench,
Common Pleas and Exchequer within this kingdom
have or ought to have.” The provisions for justices of
the peace and the courts of common pleas resembled
those of the Virginia constitution. Certain other offi-
cials with duties of judicial type were to be appointed
by the king. These were a clerk of the superior court,
an attorney-general, a secretary of the colony to have
charge of the records, and a receiver general to take
charge of the quitrents, taxes, and duties due to the
crown.

The Church of England was to be established as in
Virginia and some other colonies. The Bishop of Lon-
don could alone issue licenses to ministers. The gov-
ernor was to have power of collating to all benefices, of
granting licenses for marriages and for the probate of
wills. Provisions for the support and government of
the church were similar to those of Virginia. There
was to be toleration of “all Protestants dissenting from
the church of England whether they be Calvinists,
Lutherans, Quakers, or under what denomination so-
ever.” Such dissenters were excused from the payment
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of rates and taxes levied for the support of the estab-
lished church.

After the foregoing report of the Board of Trade
was made Wharton was able, for a short time, to keep
the enterprise moving with accelerated speed along its
way through the offices. On May 19 the Privy Coun-
cil referred the affair to a committee for report*™
Since Lord Gower, Lord Rochford, and Lord Dart-
mouth *** were all on the committee, there could have
been very little anxiety in the minds of Wharton and his
friends about the result. It was not, however, until
July 3 that the committee were “pleased to order, that
His Majesty’s attorney and sollicitor general, do pre-
pare and lay before this committee a draught of a prop-
er instrument to be passed under the great seal of Great
Britain, containing a grant to the said Thos. Walpole
Esr. and others his associates of the lands prayed for
by their memorial.” ***

At last the end was in sight. Samuel Wharton's
long period of lobbying seemed about to bear fruit. The
passing of the grant and the establishment of the colony
had taken more time than he had expected it would
after the favorable report of the Board of Trade in
May, at which time he informed his friends that he ex-
pected to sail for home by the end of the month or the
first of June.** In spite of the postponement of his sail-
ing he had reason to rejoice; and even that Cassandra
of the enterprise, Benjamin Franklin, allowed his hopes
to overcome somewhat his pessimism, and thought that

272 Privy Council (Colonial), Aets, vol. v, 210,

“73 In a letter September 7, 1773, Rochford reminded Lord Dartmouth of
remarks he made to him and Lord Gower while serving on the committee.
See Dartmouth Manuscripts.

274 “Order of the Lords of the Committee of Council.” - Idem.

278 W, Franklin to B. Franklin, July 29, 1777 in Franklin, Papers, vol. iii,
no, 159.

S o ———
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“much more time can scarce be required to compleat
the business.” He added, however, “But ’t is good not
to be too sanguine.” The attorney-general “may go
into the country; and the privy councillors likewise;
and some months pass before they get together again.
Therefore, if you have any patience, use it.”*® Still
this was optimism compared with his attitude in the
previous April, when in reference to the interminable
delays of British officialdom he had cited to a corre-
spondent the old story of the despairing sailor who
heaved at an apparently endless cable until convinced
that some one had cut the end off.*”

Franklin’s cable story had been repeated in Phila-
delphia; and when news of Wharton’s success reached
the city, there were some sarcastic remarks made about
the old philosopher in his dotage; but the story was a
true parable; somebody had cut the end off. The at-
torney-general and the solicitor-general to whom the
plan was now referred were men whose chief period
of political activity falls within a time later than that
covered by this book. Both men belonged to the type
of professional politicians whose aim in life is self-ad-
vancement without regard to the finer distinctions of
right and wrong. Edward Thurlow, the attorney-gen-
eral, possessed perhaps greater genius, though his repu-
tation depended much on his personal appearance
which was so striking as to call from Charles Fox the
bon mot: “No man ever was as wise as Thurlow looks.”
His genius was considered by his contemporaries to
be of a high order but not properly balanced by appli-
cation and hard study, so that he never was considered
one of the learned lawyers of his day. Still his force

*76 Franklin to Foxeraft, July 14, 1775 in Franklin, Writings (ed. Smyth),
vol. vi, 103.

2T — Idem, vol. vi, 33.
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of character, his logical mind, and ready wit won him
high esteem. He entered politics under the wing of
Lord Weymouth, a Bedfordite, and was appointed so-
licitor-general in 1770 and attorney-general a year later.
After he had thus gained the notice of the king, he be-
came by a gradual change of allegiance a member of the
court faction to which he adhered for many years.*"

Alexander Wedderburn was solicitor-general. He
was perhaps not comparable in power and ability to
Thurlow, but like him owed his success in life to skilful
political management. A Scotchman by birth, he nat-
urally attached himself first to Lord Bute; and later he
became a trusted follower of George Grenville, distin-
guishing himself very greatly when the Grenvillites
were in opposition. Soon after the death of his chief
he deserted the opposition and accepted the position of
solicitor-general, and can be, thereafter, counted a
member of the court faction with Grenvillite rela-
tions.*™

The next delay in the plan to form a colony on the
Ohio came from these two law officers. On July 13,
they made a report in which they raised objections to
authorizing a grant in joint tenancy, which would
“render it impossible to make any under grants with
complete titles,” and would create an estate that would
pass into the possession of the last survivor of the com-
pany. They were of the opinion that the description
of the boundaries was very indefinite: “The bounds
are described to cross an indeterminate number of
mountains, and then to run by the side of such moun-

278 Dictionary of National Biography, art, “Thurlow ;" Brougham, W orks,
vol, iii, 183. Two excellent sketches of Thurlow are to be found in “Knox
Manuscripts" in Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report, vol. vi, 269, 676.

218 Dictionary of National Biegraphy, art, “Wedderburn:” Campbell,
Lives of the Lord Chancellors, vol. vii, 203 ff.

i ™ < —- e
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tains; and along other mountains and by the north
branch, or north easterly branch of rivers, which in the
maps appear to have several branches corresponding
to these descriptions.” They added sa rcastically: “We
take it to be of the essence of His Majesty’s grants that
his majesty should appear to be informed of what he
bestows.” They raised the further point that the quit-
rents were not well secured to the crown, since “they
are not reserved from the lands under granted.” **°
The full significance of this report of the law officers
was not immediately appreciated by the friends of the
enterprise, who thought that the objections stated were
the only grounds for opposing the completion of the
business. Lord Rochford met Thurlow and Wedder-
burn at dinner and talked over the whole subject with
them and came to the conclusion that their objections
might be easily removed. The petitioners did not de-
sire a title in joint tenancy, and they made little objec-
tion to altering the clause in regard to the quitrents.
When Rochford showed the lawyers a discussion of the
boundaries drawn up by Samuel Wharton, they made
light of their own criticism and said that it was only
necessary for the committee of the Council to “overrule
them, by ordering them to proceed in making out the
grant, which they would do without any further delay.”
All this Rochford reported to Dartmouth on Septem-
ber 7 and asked him to concur in the proposed measure,
to which the latter sent a favorable reply.*® On Octo-
ber 28 the committee sent to the attorney-general and
solicitor-general the order which they themselves had

“*0Privy Council Office, Unbound Papers, 1773 (2); also in Dartmouth
Manuseripts,

=51 Dartmouth Manuscripts. Dartmouth’s reply was dated September .
Thurlow and Wedderburn told other members of the company the same thing
as they told Rochford. See Wharton to Pitt, January 25, 1774, in idem.
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recommended; and then the enterprise came to a stand-
_ still.***  Every influence was now employed to persuade
- the two law officers to fulfill their promise; all was
without effect. They answered by raising other ob-
jections to the character of the grant, but these were
now seen to be mere excuses to cover up the real motive
of their refusal.**
The stubborn opposition of Thurlow and Wedder-
burn to the Ohio colony is even more inexplicable, if
possible, than that of Lord Hillsborough. Neither of
them had any particular knowledge of, or interest in,
the problem of western expansion. Their union in op-
posing the establishment of the colony is also difficult
of explanation, for the two men were invariably to be
found in opposite camps on every political question and
' never agreed on a single measure, according to Thur-
low, until the coercive measures against Massachusetts
were proposed in the spring of 1774.*** Some powerful
political influence, therefore, can alone explain their
united action in thwarting the wishes of so many of
their colleagues in administration. There has already
been quoted the complaint written in July of this sum-
mer by one of the under-secretaries of the Colonial De-
) {0 partment, John Pownall, that his chief could do noth-
ing because Lord Suffolk controlled American affairs
o at the Council and Bamber Gascoigne in the Board of

Trade.” If this complaint was well founded and if a

N 282 Privy Council (Colonial), Aefs, vol. v, 210. A copy of the order ac-
] companies Rochford's letter to Dartmouth, September 23, 1773 in Dartmouth
Manuscripts; also in Pennsylvania Historical Society, Ohio Company, Papers,
vol. ii, 31; also Privy Council Office, Unbound Papers, 1773 (2). The com-

mittee was composed of the Archbishop of Canterbury, Earl of Rochford, Earl

|
1 |
] |: of Dartmouth, and Richard Righy.
f I 263 See Wharton's long account of this transaction to Pitt, January 25
1l 1774 in Dartmouth Manuscripts.
| =84 Walpole, Last Journals, vol. i, 324.
| L1 % = = % Tra e
‘ 256 T, Pownall to Knox, July 23, 1773 in “Knox Manuseripts” in Historical
3 Manuseripts Commission, Report, vol, vi, r1o.
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story told by Governor Hutchinson of Massachusetts
may be trusted, there is a possible, perhaps probable,
explanation. Hutchinson recorded in his Diary that
Jenkinson, one of the inner circle of the “King's
friends,” “told me a final stop was put to the Ohio
grant; that soon after Lord Hillsborough resigned, one
of the ministry, who he named, and I have forgot, who
had greatly promoted it, altered his sentiments: and that
if he had done it sooner, Lord H. need not have re-
signed, that F.** had offered to resign all his share and
interest in the grant, but he believed to no purpose;
it could not go on.” ** Though Lord Suffolk was not a
member of the Grand Ohio Company, so far as is
known, yet he did join the Bedfordites in the conspir-
acy to overthrow Lord Hillsborough; and, since he was
the head of the Grenvillites, Wedderburn would doubt-
less do his bidding. He is, therefore, probably the
minister who was named to Hutchinson. This does
not, of course, explain the coéperation of Thurlow, but
he may have preferred to avow his independence of the
Bedford connection in this case.*

There is a possibility that the opposition of the two
lawyers was partly caused by a real fear of western ex-
pansion.*” General Thomas Gage left New York
for London during the first part of June, 1773, in order
to give his advice on colonial affairs to the ministry.

** A footnote in the Diary calls attention to the fact that this letter is
doubtful and may be a T. It was meant undoubtedly for an F, namely
Franklin.

87 Hutchinson, Diary and Letters, vol. i, 18z,

*#5 It should be noticed that Horace Walpale thought that the delay was
due to the scruples of Lord Dartmouth. Walpole, Last Journals, vol. i, 305.

%01t should be noticed in this connection that there may have been also
the fear of depopulating Great Britain. In discussing the Quebec Bill in
1774, Wedderburn said: “I think there ought to be no temptation held out to
the subjects of England to quit their native soil, to increase colonies at the
expense of this country.” - Cavendish, Debates of the House of Commons in
the year 1774, s7.




| & ! 162 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY

[val.

He must have arrived sometime during July, possibly

before Thurlow and Wedderburn handed in their first

opinion. It has already been seen that Gage had

changed his opinion concerning the policy that should

be pursued towards the West; from a radical expansion-

ist he had become a most conservative anti-expansionist,

He would advise, therefore, that every obstruction

should be placed in the way of the westward movement

of immigration, if it was desired to maintain peace with

the Indians. A rumor was current in New York that

it was his influence which now intervened to stay pro-

ceedings in the case of Vandalia. General Haldimand,

who had been left in command of the army, wrote to

Gage on November 4, 1773: “Itis published here that

! there will be no government on the Ohio and that you
! are the cause of it.***

However influential Gage’s advice may have been,

the question of the ultimate settlement of the upper

Ohio Valley was even less the real issue in this case than

in that of the opposition shown by Hillsborough,

Thurlow and Wedderburn entertained no objection to

the colonization of that region ; in fact their own words

. prove that they were unwilling to throw any hindrance

. | in the way of people planting their homes where they

' ! would, so long as they did not invade the Indian reser-

vation. In making excuses for their action to the pe-

titioners they asserted, as Wharton reports, “that all

_ settlers, and even those, who are now removing to settle,

|} and all who should settle, until we obtained the royal

grant, should not pay us for the lands they had settled

l on, but should be quieted in their respective posses-

| sions.”  Wharton lamented that such a doctrine should

v R be preached “‘at a time, too, when the emigrants from

290 British Museum, Addditional Manuseripts, 21.665, f. 177.
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Virginia, etc. do not stand in need of any such powerful
encouragement, to seize the king’s vacant lands upon
the Ohio.”*"  Again the suspicion arises that the influ-
ence of Virginia may have been potent in the councils
of the cabinet.

One of the later objections of the two lawyers called
for immediate action on the part of the friends of
the land company. The legal arguments having been
rather successfully met, one of the lawyers finally de-
clared that they could not draw up the grant until the
form of government was adopted. Wharton and his
friends were astonished “at this lawyerly and unexpect-
ed declaration” and remarked “that it was much to be
lamented, they had not thought proper to suggest six
months ago . . . this new and extraordinary diffi-
culty.”**  Upon learning of this new phase of the
question Lord Dartmouth promised that he would take
care immediately that his plan of government should be
approved by the Privy Council.

A maneuver to defeat the law officers and to put the
land scheme into operation was now devised by its
friends. The form of government as recommended by
the Board of Trade was to be accepted by the committee
of the Privy Council, and then the action of the com-
mittee would be referred to the king in council. The
adoption of it by this latter body would be a mere mat-
ter of form, and an order could be issued to the Board
of Trade to prepare the governor’s commission in which
there would be inserted the form of government. Fi-
nally this commission would be referred to the attorney-
general and solicitor-general as to its legal form without
bringing the question of policy in any way before them.

*11 Wharton to Pit, January 25, 1774 in Dartmouth Manuscripis,
02— Idem.
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Thus by not drawing up a charter the opposition of the
law officers could be circumvented.”™ For this method
of founding a colony by issuing a governor's commis-
sion there was a recent precedent in the establishment
of the colony of St. John's.

In order that public and political opinion might be
rendered favorable to the enterprise, care was taken to
issue pamphlets on the subject of western colonization.
Arthur Young, the well known economic thinker and
promoter of agriculture, was persuaded to lend his pen
and wrote; Observations on the Present State of the
Waste Lands of Great Britain; Published on Occasion
of the Establishment of a New Colony on the Ohio
(London, 1773). The main theme of the pamphlet,
supported by references to Wharton’s Observations, was
that Great Britain would not suffer from emigration to
the colonies. In January, 1774, Wharton printed his
Considerations on the Agreement of the Lords Commus-
stoners of his Majesty's Treasury with the Honourable
Thomas Walpole and the Associates to defend the un-
dertaking from the accusation of being a job. From
these publications then it would appear that the two
main criticisms of the colonial project were the danger
of depopulating Great Britain and the fear that the pro-
posed purchase was simply graft, to use a modern term,

The fatal year in the history of the relation of the
American colonies with the mother country had come.
The ships laden with tea had sailed for America and
now were returning with the news of the refusal to re-
ceive the cargo and of the hostile act of Boston. On
January 1, 1774, Thomas Wharton in Philadelphia
wrote his brother in London: “[1] most ardently wish

208 Dartmoutly Manuscripts,
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rival of the full accounts respecting the conduct of the
Americans touching the tea, as T fear it will strengthen
our enemies to oppose the completion thereof.” ** The
wish was not granted. On January 24 “the ship Polly,
Captain Ayers, from Philadelphia, with six hundred
chests of tea, with which he was chartered by the East
[ndia Company for that port, but was not permitted
to land the same” dropped anchor in the River
Thames.™ A new era had begun. Before the ques-
tion of the Vandalia colony should receive further at-
tention from the ministry, that body was to become re-
sponsible for the passage of laws that were to light the
firebrand as the signal of war. All plans for the West
were lost to view in the smoke of battle waged over the
issue born and reared in the eastern settlements. The
Bloomsbury Gang had not waited in vain. The day
for the enforcement of their colonial ideas had come.
The spectacular character of Samuel Wharton’s oper-
ations may make the land speculations of his contem-
poraries appear by comparison insignificant; but, if the
more detailed narrative of this London and Philadel-
phia project should give birth to such an idea, the truth
would be obscured. The more complete information
about Wharton’s movements and his close connection
with imperial politics are adequate reasons for the se-
lection of his plans for the colony of Vandalia as a
typical illustration of the speculative enterprises of the
period ; but it must not be forgotten that the ambition of
this Quaker and his friends was shared by a large num-
ber of the American colonists and that some of the
speculations, which are not so well known, were able in
the end to show greater results than were ever obtained
=t Wharton Manuscripts, Pennsylvania Historical Society.

=% Annual Register (1774), p. 84
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by the Grand Ohio Company. One consequence of its
operations must be here noted : since this company’s in-
terests were centered on the only large territory opened
up by the Indian treaties, its rivals for favors were
crowded out of the upper Ohio Valley and were com-
pelled to cast their eyes to other regions; and at times
they looked with longing beyond the Indian boundary
line in the hope that the ministers might not enforce
rigidly their measure of limited westward expansion.
So persistent did the efforts and the importunities of the
speculators become that the whole question of the far
West was again forced on the attention of the ministry
and a new western policy was formulated.

West Florida and the region to the north of it of-
fered the most favorable field for operations on a large
scale. Here was a territory lying on the seacoast with
a hinterland easily accessible by the Mississippi River,
and what was still better a territory whose settle-
ment was encouraged by all members of the ministry.
During the years following the peace of Paris the de-
velopment of the colony had proved to be a distinct
disappointment to the imperial government. The im-
mediate result of the enthusiastic advertisements of its
advantages had, indeed, attracted the attention of specu-
lators momentarily, and many cessions situated in all
parts of the colony had been taken up; but the accounts
of the sickness of the soldiers, exaggerated by rumor,
soon gave the colony such a bad name for unhealthiness
that both settlements and speculations came to a sudden
end. In 1770 Governor Chester could describe the
colony as “little more at this day than the garrison
town of Pensacola.” **

A popular immigration into the northern parts of the

rripis.

200 Chester to Hillshorough, September 26, 1770, Dartmouth Manuscrif
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province which began in 1770 inaugurated a new era.
In the spring of that year about eighty people, under
the leadership of Samuel Wells and John Mclntire,
set out from Red Stone Creek in Pennsylvania, and
traveling via Fort Pitt and the Ohio arrived in July at
Natchez where they found shelter in the old fort. From
there they wrote to Governor Chester of West Florida
to ask for grants of land. They represented them-
selves as artisans and tradesmen anxious to make a per-
manent settlement. Emphasis was laid on the expecta-
tion that they would be followed shortly by a hundred
families from Pennsylvania, Virginia, and North Caro-
lina.®*

This communication incited Governor Chester to ac-
tivity; and, on September 26, he wrote to the colonial
secretary an account of the coming of the settlers and
pointed out the many advantages of promoting the set-
tlement of the upper part of his colony. He assured
Hillsborough that the communication by water was
very easy, particularly if the canal by way of the Iber-
ville were f mmhe{ From the towns that would spring
up along the Mississippi the upper country as far north
as the Illinois could be supplied with merchandise and
in this way the trade of New Orleans with that region
be brought to an end. He then came to the main point
f his letter, the necessity of stationing troops at the
former posts of Fort Bute and Natchez to protect the
settlers. He thought that the reéstablishment of these
posts would induce many of the French, who were dis-
satisfied with Spanish rule, to cross the river.”

T Mclntire to Chester, July 19, 1770, and deposition of Daniel Huay,
August 25, 1770 in Dartmouth Manuseripts. The above were in a wrapper
marked “Copies of five letters (with Inclosures) from Governor Chester to
the Earl of Hillsborough, in 1770 and 1771, relative to settlements on the
Mississippi.” The contents of the wrapper are now scattered.

8 Dartmouth Manuscripts. On September 2o, 1771, Chester wrote an-
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Loord Hillsborough had no objection to the encour-
agement of emigration to West Florida. He had pre-
sided at the Board of T'rade in the fall of 1763 when
efforts were made to sell the lands along the coast of the
Gulf of Mexico, and now as colonial secretary he was
willing to pursue the same policy. On October 3, he
had written to Governor Chester that he had the ques-
tion of the settlement of the Mississippi region and the
reéstablishment of the forts under consideration and
that he wanted fuller information on these subjects.
On February 11 of the next year he answered Chester's
letter:

It does not appear to me that there is any reasonable objection

to the settlement of the lands at the Natchez nor any inpropri-

ety in applying a part of the contingent fund to the supplying
those who become adventurers in that country with what may
be requisite under the difficulties and wants to which they must
necessarily be exposed in forming a settlement that, if properly
conducted, can not fail of being attended with very beneficial
consequences to the colony.***
Other letters on the same subject were exchanged be-
tween the governor and the colonial secretary, the latter
going so far as to assert that he had no objection to
extending the boundaries of the colony; but no definite
action was taken by the administration. The settlers
at Natchez and those who followed them were left to
provide for their own needs as best they could.

other long letter on the same subject and urged the colonial secretary to av-
thorize the settlements to the north. See Secretary of State’'s Letter Book, A.

209 Both letters in Secretary of State’s Letter Book, A. These and other
letters quoted from this source are probably to be found in the Public Record
Office, but there are no transcripts of them in my collections. Chance put
this manuscript volume of the “Letter Book” in my hands only a few weeks
before the manuscript of this velume was sent to the press. Other letters of
this interesting correspondence are: Chester to Hillsborough, June 23, Septem-
ber 2o, 1771; Hillshorough to Chester, July 3, December 4, 1771; Chester to
Dartmouth, August 28, 1773, the last being found also in Darfmouth Manu-

scripis.
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In another matter of vital importance to the colony
Lord Hillsborough failed to comprehend the necessity
for prompt and decisive action. The cessions of land
which had been made immediately after the close of the
war were still unimproved and yet had never been can-
celled. Thus they prevented the later comers from pro-
curing clear titles to the most desirable lands, particu-
larly to those situated on the bank of the Mississippi
towards which the stream of immigration was now di-
rected. Governor Chester urged Lord Hillsborough
more than once to grant him authority to notify the
claimants of these old cessions that they must comply
within a fixed time with the conditions imposed by gov-
ernment or else forfeit their titles; but here again no
steps were taken by the colonial secretary to promote
the real interests of the colony. He returned his usual
answer to the governor's letters: “he had the matter un-
der consideration.” **

The renewal of speculation in West Florida was con-
temporary with this beginning of immigration. The
earlier unfavorable impression of the unhealthiness of
the region was removed in great measure by the publi-
cation, in 1770, of The Present State of the European
Settlements on the Mississippi®™ This little book,
dedicated to Lord Hillsborough, was written by Cap-
tain Philip Pittman who had spent several years travel-
ing in his official capacity in various parts of the West.
In his preface he sarcastically called attention to the
fact that the books of Hennepin, Charlevoix, and Du
Pratz should no longer be regarded as adequately de-
scribing the territory. He also expressed his surprise
“that nobody has yet attempted to wipe off the unfavor-

409 Chester to Hillsborough, June 23, Hillsborough to Chester, December 4,
1771 in Secretary of State's Letter Book, A.
401 It has been edited by F. H. Hodder and reprinted, Cleveland, 1906.
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able impressions that have taken place in the minds of
many people, from the unjust reports made of the clj-
mate of West Florida, and which still retards the set
tling of that fine country.” ** Pittman’s book was the
forerunner of an outbreak of speculative energy in the
colony.

One of the foremost figures in this later period of
West Florida settlement was Montfort Browne, who
was appointed lieutenant-governor of the colony in 1764
and served a short time as governor. His first specula-
tive activities had been limited to the region along the
coast, but he soon perceived the greater possibilities in
the land lying along the Mississippi. In 1771 he
formed a company in which there was associated with
him the Earl of Eglinton, a member of the court fac-
tion, and William Taylor, who had recently been mili-
tary commandant of the southern district, and peti-
tioned on December 27, 1771, for the erection of a
colony. The petitioners represented that “from a care-
ful enquiry into the fertile, tho’ uncultivated, part of
His Majesty’s dominions, adjoining to the Mississippi
in North America, they are fully convinced, a colony
there would be of the utmost advantage to Great Brit-
ain, whether considered in a commercial or political
view.''**

The petition was referred to the Board of Trade on
January 10, 1772, and that body reported twelve days
later. Since the petitioners had not described the
boundaries proposed, they were questioned. They ex-
plained that they had in mind the territory lying on

&0z Pirllﬂﬂf'lr Present State of the p‘:‘.'ﬂ"n,fl."r.r.r: Settlements (ed. Hodder),
(Cleveland, 1906), 24.

0% Dartmouth Manuscripts.
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the river from Manchac to the mouth of the Yazoo
River and extending eastward to “a river described in
the maps of that country, as pursuing a course nearly
parallel with the Mississippi.” The Board of Trade
was of the opinion that the description of the fertility
of the country as contained in the petition was not ex-
aggerated and that “the soil and climate [were] supe-
rior to any of His Majesty’'s North American colonies
and accompanied with circumstances of commercial
advantage, which few amongst them are in possession
of ; for, as it 1s natural to suppose, that being thus sit-
uated, it must become the emporium of all the peltry,
which the vast River Mississippi in a course of above
2,000 miles collects from the British territories to the
eastward.” The Lords of Trade also pointed out that
the commodities could find an easy access to the sea by
the River Iberville and the lakes.

Thus the settlement of the lower valley seemed to
offer a solution of that difficult problem of securing the
profits of the West for British merchants. The Lords
of Trade were, therefore, in favor of promoting the set-
tlement upon the banks of the Mississippi by laying out
a town near the Iberville, by reéstablishing Fort Bute
or by building another fort, and by erecting a fort and
laying out a town at Natchez; but they were of the
opinion that the objects they had in mind could be best
and most cheaply accomplished by continuing the terri-
tory petitioned for as a part of West Florida, since the
sale of lands would undoubtedly pay for all the expense
entailed. The final recommendation of the Board of
Trade was that the governor be instructed not to make
any more grants of land until further notice.®™ The
empire itself was going into the sale of land, and a gen-

%5 Board of Trade report, January 22, 1773, Dartmouth Manuscripts.
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eral plan of land grants in all royal colonies was soon
to be prepared.®”

The attention of speculators was by no means con-
fined by that ministerial barrier, the Indian lmumtdr\
line. West Florida and the upper Ohio Valley did
not offer a sufficiently extensive field to satisfy Ameri-
can ambitions. From the earliest years of westem
speculation the region that forms the western portion
of the present state of Kentucky had aroused the imag-
inations of the colonists. Its beautiful grass-covered
valleys and its river systems connected with those great
arteries of the future western commerce, the Ohio and
the Mississippi, beckoned the home-seeker away even
from regions situated nearer to the centers of colonial
population. The valleys of the Kentucky rivers had
long been known to the white men. In earlier years
the boats of the French from New Orleans and the I1li-
nois country had brought hither trappers and traders
in the pursuit of the fur-bearing animals with which the
country abounded. Later hundreds of British boats
men on their way to Kaskaskia had skirted its shores and
marked with appreciating eye the places most favor-
able for settlement. Year after year the firm of Bayn-
ton, Wharton, and Morgan sent their hunters up the
rivers of Kentucky for furs and for buffalo meat with
which to supply the soldiers at Fort de Chartres.* It
was this region which both the Mississippi Company
of Virginia and the company of Military Adventurers
represented by General Phineas Lyman of Connecticut
h'ld dcqm,d to exploit. This particular Virginia com-

0. In ( fiapter viii there will h( fll'l]ljd a 1l| cum.mu of !]m new reg ritlations
for granting land.
307 A study of the documents printed in Alvard and Carter, The Critical
.Pr'f.’:l'h.‘r, and The neaw Rr:_gfl':f!(‘ [-””.I:I"li} ”II,iIrH'!-.r'dl’ f:u”,;a'!r.uu‘;r vols. x and ll|
will amply prove the above statements,
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pany had now abandoned its earlier plan, and even Gen-
eral Lyman after many years of waiting in London had,
in the year 1772, returned in discouragement to his
home.

All that Lyman had obtained for his patient attend-
ance on influential politicians was a cession of twenty
thousand acres of land in West Florida.*®* At a meet-
ing of his land company at Hartford, he reported, upon
what authority it is unknown, that an order in council
had been passed “authorizing the governor of West
Florida to grant lands in that province in the same
proportion and manner” to provincial troops as to the
regular.® At about the time that his company was as-
sembling at this meeting news arrived of the appoint-
ment of Lord Dartmouth as colonial secretary. Dart-
mouth’s friendship to western enterprises renewed the
hope in General Lyman’s breast that there was now an
opportunity to put in execution his earlier project. He,
therefore, wrote a letter on October 21, 1772, to congrat-
ulate his friend on his promotion and at the same time
to recommend his plan for forming a colony on the
Mississippi, which he said would not cost much pro-
vided a quitrent were paid immediately.*® This letter
was followed in December by a more explicit statement
of his plans. In order to forestall the a rgument based on
the possible depopulation of Great Britain, he pointed
out that all the lands in Connecticut were taken up and
308 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 391.77, pp. 44, 55, 60-62.
He petitioned for 150,000 acres around Natchez on February g, 1770, then for
the smaller grant on March g and obtained a favorable report from the Board
of Trade. On March 16, 1770, this report was referred to the Committee of
the Council, See Privy Council (Colonial), Aetr, vol. v, 594.

%09 Hildreth, Memoirs of the early Pioneer Settlers of Ohio, 38. Lyman
brought no document to support his statement nor did the provincial soldiers
find that such authority had been conferred on the governor. See idem, 39, 40.

10 Lyman to Dartmouth, October 21, 1773 in Dartmouth Manuscripis.
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that there was an increase of about eight thousand i
the population per annum, and in the whole of New
England the increase was about thirty thousand. This
growing population acted as an incentive to constant
emigration to new lands. If this outflow of people
from New England could be directed towards the Mis-
sissippi River, they would prove of great value to the
empire, for they could raise indigo, hemp, flax, tobacco
and other products which were greatly needed. His
proposal was that a colony be established in the country
stretching from the gulf to the Ohio River with a width
of about one hundred fifty to two hundred miles. He
asserted that many thousand settlers were prepared to
follow him to the West. In fact he was going anyway,
he wrote, and expected to succeed even under the goy-
ernment of West Florida; but he thought the plan of a
separate government would be better.

Lyman’s proposal was not without support in Eng-
land, where he had left many followers of his ideas. In
the year 1772 there appeared anonymously from the
press a volume entitled Political Essays concerning the
present State of the British Empire. It has been
ascribed with great probability to the prolific pen of Dr.
John Campbell,*"* whose affiliations seem to have been
with the court faction. The author discussed the west-
ern colonial policy at considerable length with great
acumen and understanding. His final recommendation
was that West Florida be extended to about the thirty-
third degree of latitude and that a new colony be estab-
lished in the area stretching from that point to the Ohio
River.*

T'he writer of the Political Essays may not have had
e By Sabin, but not so ascribed in the article on Campbell in the Dic-

tinnary of National Biography.

412 Pages 382, 383,
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any connection with a particular land scheme, but a
p;{nlphlﬂr that appeared in 1773 was written with the
evident intention of promoting some undertaking al-
ready formulated, and the general character of the ar-
guments induces reminiscences of the earlier memorials
of General Lyman. The author of The Advantages of
aSettlement upon the Ohio in North America discussed
the region with a knowledge gained for the most part
from French authors and did not advance any new ideas
on the subject.” The colony which he proposed was
to be situated on the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers.

How far the ministry really considered the establish-
ment of a colony to the west of Vandalia can not be told.
The idea took concrete form, however, among inter-
ested parties and a name was chosen for the proposed
province. Since the queen was to be honored in the
name of Vandalia this more western land which repre-
sented the most extreme hopes of speculators was to be
christened by a still more mighty name. “Georgiana”
would symbolize the ideals which the king, at least in
the earlier years of his reign, had held.*™

General Lyman had no intention of waiting for the
ministry to act. In December, 1772, a committee of
the “Military Adventurers” was sent to view the re-
gion.”® They found all the good lands taken up as far

The date on the title page is 1763, but since mention is made of the re-
port of the Board of Trade for 1772z [page 42] there can be no doubt about
the correct date. Since the pamphlet is unmentioned in the list of publica-
tions in the Gentleman's Magazine and the Scot’s Magazine, it was probably
privately printed like Wharton’s pamphlets for distribution among men of
influence.

912 So called in Adair, The History of the American Indians, 459. This
was published in 1775. It is most likely that Adair knew about a plan in
which Patrick Henry was interested rather than about that of Lyman,

915 The members of this committee were Rufus and Israel Putnam, Cap-
tain Enos, and Thaddeus Lyman. An account of their journey, based on the
journal of Rufus Putnam, may be found in Hildreth, Memoirs of the Early
Pioneer Settlers of Ohio, 38 ff. Chester informed Dartmouth, on May 16,

SR
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north as Natchez, and they chose for their settlement
the area to the north of that village. Having learned
that the governor of West Florida had received no in-
structions to make grants to provincial officers, the com-
mittee petitioned for land on the same terms as other
settlers. ‘This petition was granted on the condition of
occupation by March 1, 1774."° The report of the
committee was so favorable that many hundred families
from Connecticut and Massachusetts, among them that
of General Lyman, set out by the sea or via the Ohio
River to the new settlement; but they were met with a
new disappointment. In October, 1773, Governor
Chester had been forbidden to make any more grants
of land until the new method which the ministry was
devising should be promulgated. Squatters’ rights for
his company were all that Lyman had obtained by his
years of endeavor.*”

The plans of Wharton and of the West Florida spec-
ulators were built on the reasonable hope that the Brit-
ish ministry might be persuaded to grant authority to
plant colonies or settlements in the West. The pro-
moters had spent money and time freely in the effort to
gain this end, but all had been in vain, Through an
opposition due to politics and stubbornness the most
promising enterprise had been brought to naught and
even the less aspiring plans, such as the settlement at
;;7;,_::1-1:- coming of Lyman’s party. He also wrote that a clergyman from
New Jersey with some of his parishioners had gone to settle at Natchez. See
Secretary of State's Letter Baok, A.

316 Hildreth, Memaoirs of the Early Pioneer Settlers, so. The same report

about the right of the provincial troops to land under the proclamation of

1763 induced George Washington to investigate lands in West Florida. See

Washington, W#ritings (ed. Ford), vol, ii, 372.

317 For this undertaking see Dwight, Trawvels in Neww England and New

York, vol. i, 271 ff.; Memairs and adventures af Captain Matthew Phelps
(ed. Haswell). Phelps was one of the settlers, and like the others he and hi

family suffered indescribable hardships.
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Natchez, had been obstructed by a lack of attention and
by inefficiency. With these results as an example there
was little encouragement to follow the road of im-
perial law, for while the members of the administration
were making up their minds in regard to the best policy,
the most available lands were being secured by men
who did not send to Westminster for their authority.
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VII. THE BREAKDOWN OF THE MINIS-
TERIAL POLICY

d few years ago, the genius of a minister, supported by your fleets
and armies, set you at the head of the world, The East and West
Indies were in your hands: your infant hands were not able to grasp
the world. Instead of that, you have been pursuing small criminals:
instead of giving law to the world, you have, like the Roman emperor,
been staying at home, catching and torturing flies. — CoLoNEL BARRE.

America has been rightly named the land of infinite
opportunities. For ages its resources had lain on the
surface and within the depths of its soil awaiting de-
velopment at the hands of men of genius. The first
representatives of the European nations came and Na-
ture herself began immediately to mold them into the
instruments for her own conquest. The opportunities
that she proffered on every side quickened their percep-
tive powers, spurred their imaginations, strengthened
their self-assertiveness, and developed their egoism.
In particular the men who came from Great Britain
and their associates from other lands have been remold-
ed in the melting pot of frontier life. By the time these
men had penetrated the interior beyond the reach of
tide-water, the new type, developed out of the struggle
with uncultivated nature, began to appear; and when
the multitudes were swarming into the upper valleys
the type had become established. Strong of body were
these men of the new West, hardy, self-reliant, skilled
in the crafts needed for self-support, readily adapting
themselves to new conditions, and trained to perform all
things needful in the fight with the primitive life around
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them. With these characteristics their ideals corre-
sponded ; they were men of destiny, foreordained to the
performance of a mission. They put into practice the
precepts of the eighteenth-century economic thinkers:
all unconsciously they became the living exponents of
the principle of laissez-faire, laissez-aller. Ever ready
to spurn the guidance and the control of state they pre-
ferred to perform for themselves as individuals tasks
which have been commonly accomplished by govern-
ment. In the centers of business they reached out in
all directions after the profits offered so freely by na-
ture; on the frontier, where the type was seen most pure-
ly developed, they shouldered their guns and axes and
struck out for themselves to establish their homes in the
wilderness. Both in business and on the frontier or-
ganized government has followed rather than preceded
their enterprises.

Such men as these could not be held in check to
await the slow deliberations of the British ministry.
While that body was trying to learn from reports what
measures should be promulgated, the men of the fron-
tier, both speculators and pioneers, were acting with
characteristic energy. The Virginians, as was usually
the case, took the lead in all matters pertaining to the
West and were pressing upon the imperial limits creat-
ed by fiat, but unprotected by a cordon of British troops.
They had been for years chafing at the restraints im-
posed on their freedom to enjoy the fields that appeared
so attractive in the distance. Their patience could not
endure much longer. It has already been seen how
the news of the proposed colony of Vandalia was met
by protest and how some of the Virginia leaders were
somewhat pacified by admission into the Grand Ohio
Company. This expedient, however, satisfied only a

o
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few, the many were still planning to make the westward
advance, when an opportunity should be offered.

From an apparent discouragement arising from de-
ferred hopes, the speculators were aroused to renewed
energy by the arrival in the fall of 1771 of a new gov-
ernor. This was Lord Dunmore, who had been trans-
ferred from New York and came to his new duties as
the appointee of Lord Hillsborough. He already had
formed a decided opinion about Wharton's scheme.
At the request of the colonial secretary he had attempt-
ed while in New York to learn the public opinion in
that province towards the proposal to found a new
colony. In a letter to the colonial secretary on No-
vember 12, 1770, he reported the results of his investi-
gation: “I have made it my business to enquire and
to find out the opinion of the people here, on the scheme
in agitation of establishing a colony on the Ohio. I
find all who have any knowledge of such affairs concur
in condemning the project.”** The reasons alleged
were the distance from the seacoast, the draining of the
population from the East, the consequent depreciation
of land values in that region, and the danger of an
[ndian war.

Thus the new governor took up his duties in Virginia
with a prejudice against the proposed colony of Van-
dalia which his patron Hillsborough shared. The
speculators, however, soon found that he had no preju-
dice against the settlement of the transmontane territory.
Lord Dunmore had come to America with the pur-
pose of increasing his fortune, and naturally he found
congenial spirits within the speculative society of his
new government; Virginia speculators had found their

918 House of Burgesses, Journals, I770-1772, p. xxvi; also New York Colo-

ntal Documents, vol. viii, 252.
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patron; the governor was the greatest plunger of them
all; the acquisition of a great landed estate in America
was his object.™ All his later western activities, and
they were manifold, can be interpreted only by the as-
sumption that Dunmore was making one attempt after
another to win for himself an extensive property in land.
In this ambition he had as advisers and abettors the
prominent men of the colony, such as Doctor Walker
and Colonel Lewis.*®® The governor had been in the
colony only a few months when he joined with his new
friends in an attempt to acquire the land added by the
surveying party to that which was purchased from the
Cherokee at the treaty of Lochaber.™

The suspicion naturally arises that the governor and
his new friends did all in their power to defeat the Van-
dalia project; yet the proof of such a suspicion is not
easily established. A petition of the settlers living on
the frontiers of Augusta, Botetourt, and Fincastle Coun-
ties protesting against an annexation to the new colony
bears every appearance of being inspired.*®® In send-
ing this petition to England Dunmore urged the rights
of Virginia in a guarded manner and pointed out the
great need of establishing some form of government in
the back country.®® Later he argued strongly that the
confirmation of the treaty of Lochaber had authorized

918 The principal authority for this purpose of Lord Dunmore is the state-
ment by Patrick Henry quoted at length on page 193.

820 In the later war with the Indians the Lewis family was most prominent,
Andrew Lewis being commander of one wing of the army.

321 Hammond to Stanley, December &, 1772 in Dartmounth Manuseripis.
The statement is: “Lord Dunmore, and severall gentlemen of that country
determined upon petitioning the king for some part of it.” On November 1g,
1773, there was a petition for 100,000 acres from Dunmore before the Privy
Council. See Privy Council (Colonial), Aets, vol. v, 595,

323 Dunmore to Dartmouth, April 2, 1774 in Dunmere Manuscripts in Li-
brary of Congress,
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the extension of the Virginia boundaries.” Scattered
notices support the belief that Virginians were not
greatly pleased with the ministerial policy; for in-
stance, a correspondent of George Washington wrote
that he had heard that the new colony had fallen
through, and he thought that in consequence the con-
ditions would be better.* On the whole, however, the
references to the proposed colony in the letters of the
period prove that there was a general acquiescence in
the inevitable.**

[n spite of this acquiescence, there was no apathy
exhibited to their self-interests by the Virginians; they
intended to make what capital they could out of the
situation. Their main efforts were directed to securing
titles to land within the territory proposed to be erected
into the colony. The first obstacle in the way of ac-
complishing this was the prohibition of all land grants
west of the mountains by the proclamation of 1763, a
prohibition which had been repeated by Lord Hills-
borough when he notified the Virginian government,
on July 31, 1770, that the Lords of the Treasury had
entered into agreement with the Grand Ohio Company
for the sale of land.*" This difficulty was overcome
by ignoring the fact. Lord Dunmore later justified
himself by asserting his belief that the confirmation of
the Cherokee boundary line abrogated all past instruc-

'-'-"=1_)l|mnm'v to Dartmouth, December 24, 1774 in tdem, and F-’”Ti:ln}f
printed in Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore's War, 568 ff.

326 Washington-Crawford, Lefters (ed. Butterfield), 39.

20 Washington wrote Crawford on September 25, 1773, that he was wil-
ling to take up lands “west of bounds of new colony.” Crawford wrote on
November 12, 1773, that Lord Dunmore had promised to patent lands on the
Little Kanawha if the new government did not take place before he returned
home. See idem, 10, 35. In Washington's public advertisement of his lands
he assumed the erection of a new colony. See Washington, Writings (ed.
Ford), vol. ii, 387.

=T Facts and Observations, 36.




184 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY

|-1'{+|_

s

tions on the subject.”™ With this prohibition ineffec-
tive, all that was needed for a partial fulfillment of Vir-
ginians’ hopes was some method of taking up land
which would stand the test of law, for it was well known
that Lord Dartmouth had insisted that all legal grants
of land, made before the Grand Ohio Company handed
its petition to the treasury in 1770, should be protected.
Under this head came the promise of land to the offi-
cers and soldiers made in 1754 by Governor Dinwiddie.
Wharton and his associates had agreed to the cession of
two hundred thousand acres in one unbroken tract to
take care of this promise. The Virginians were not,
however, satisfied with this. Each claimant would
have preferred to choose his own land, but under the
skilful management of Washington, it was agreed that
the total should be divided among twenty locations.
Surveyors were accordingly sent out in every direction
to select the best sites in anticipation of the final erection
of the colony. This “garbling” of the land was quite
contrary to the plans of the promoters of Vandalia, and
they raised loud complaint over this engrossing of the
best situations.*”

Titles under Dinwiddie’s proclamation would satisfy
only a few of Dunmore’s new friends. Other means
must be found of extending the power of making land
cessions. Notice has already been taken of the popu-
lar interpretation of the proclamation of 1763 that the
rewards to the regular British officers and soldiers were
made also to the provincial troops. This interpreta-
tion had been suggested in Virginia as early as 1768;

328 Dunmore to Dartmouth, June 9, 1774 in Dunmore Manuscripts.

war "

920 Facts and Observations, passim. The whole pamphlet is a protest
against the acts of the Virginians. Further evidence of this statement may
be found in Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore's War; Washington-Crawford,
Letters (ed. Butterfield) ; and Washington, Writings (ed. Ford), vol. i
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Colonel Washington had begun to speculate in such
titles shortly afterwards; General Lyman of Connecti-
cut had reported in 1772 that the British administra-
tion had prumiscd to instruct the governor of West
Florida to issue such grants in his colony. During
1772 and 1773 this report that the provincials had
rights under the proclamation became very widely be-
lieved. Before the speculators were able to persuade
Lord Dunmore to make use of this means of opening
the West to them, the necessity became more sharply
defined by the receipt, in May, 1773, of that general
prohibition, already mentioned, of all land grants what-
soever, that was issued by the British ministry to all
governors of royal provinces in anticipation of a re-
vision of the methods of disposing of the royal domain,
Since this prohibition did not extend to rights under
the proclamation of 1763, there was left only this one
means of legally satisfying the hunger of Virginian
speculators.

[n the summer of 1773 Lord Dunmore visited Pitts-
burgh, and shortly afterwards rumors about his inten-
tions and acts became a common topic on the frontier.
In the autumn advertisements were published in the
Pennsylvania Gazette by Captain William Thompson
that he had surveyed lands in the Ohio Valley for the
provincial officers.®® Sir William Johnson heard of
this and wrote on September 22 to Lord Dartmouth:
“I find that a certain Captain Bullet with a large num-
ber of people from Virginia are gone down the Ohio
beyond the limits of the proposed government with au-
thority (as it is said) to survey and lay out lands there,

which are to be forthwith patented.” ™ Dunmore im-

430 Facts and Observations, so.
431 New York l",'u."unfr” J'Jru'rrme-r:.r.:. vol. ";H. 395-
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mediately denied having granted any authority for such
acts.”™ He probably told the truth, but shortly after-
wards the officers of the provincial troops found an
able spokesman in Washington, who wrote, on Novem-
ber 2, a letter to the governor setting forth arguments
to prove the rights of provincials, and urging that the
governor grant permission to make surveys for them
beyond the western boundary of the proposed colony of
Vandalia. Since this territory would all lie to the west
of the Cherokee boundary line, he added, with a total
blindness to the past policy of the ministry: “Nor is
the right thereto, it is humbly presumed, by any means
diminished by the nominal line, commonly called the
Ministerial Line: since that transaction seems to have
been considered by government as a temporary expedi-
ent, at the instigation of the Indian Agent, to satisfy the
southern Indians, who, as it is said, have disclaimed any
right to the very lands in contest; and no further re-
gard has been paid to it by the ministers themselves.” *
The arguments advanced by Washington and others
had their effect:
On the 15th of December, 1773, it was ordered by the Earl of
Dunmore in Council, that the officers and soldiers, as well
those, who had served during the last war in the British regi-
ments in North America, and resided there, as those who were
raised by the respective colonies, should be at liberty to locate
the lands, they claimed, under the Royal Proclamation of Octo-
ber the 7th, 1763, wherever they should desire; and that every
officer should be allowed a distinct survey, for every thousand
acres. 23
The surveyors to whom was given the official right to
carry this order into effect inserted in the provincial
S 332 The denial was made to Washington, See Washington, WFritings (ed.
Ford), vol. ii, 394
333 — Idem, 396,
334 Facts and Observations, 53.
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papers advertisements to attract possible customers.”™

The year 1773 was an active one for both speculators
and settlers in the back country. Their operations ex-
tended far down the Ohio Valley, for in their wild rush
to engross the most favorable situations, the Virginians
paid little heed to their solemn engagements with the
Cherokee. Itwas in 177g that Harrodsburg was found-
ed, and in the same year that the town of Louisville
was laid out for Dr. John Connolly, the western agent
of Lord Dunmore. The latter inserted an advertise-
ment of his lots in the newspapers.®® George Wash-
ington having accumulated many very desirable surveys
in different spaces east of the Indian boundary also
advertised his lands. In pointing out the particular
advantages which his holdings offered he called atten-
tion to the fact that much of his land lay near the mouth
of the Great Kanawha where the future capital of the
new colony would be located.™ Washington went far-
ther afield for his settlers and sent to Great Britain and
[reland an agent who advertised in the local papers
there and succeeded in persuading many families to
venture their future in the Ohio Valley.”™ It was such
efforts of the colonists that seemed to justify the fears of
depopulation of Great Britain and Ireland entertained
by men like Lord Hillsborough.

The acts of the Virginians called forth the loudest
protests from the members of the Grand Ohio Com-

i85 Facts and Observations, 55.
330 The survey had been made by Bullett in July. *See Durrett, The Cen-
tenary of Louisville [Filson Club Publications, no. viii], 26, 131, 135. For an

interesting journal of one of the surveying parties see “Hanson’s Journal,” in
Chwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore’s War, 110 ff.

337 The advertisement was dated July 15, 1773. See Washington, Writings
(ed. Ford), vol. ii, 386; Facls and Observations, 42, 47.

38 The author of Facts and Observalions r.}_‘-| states that the agent certi-

fied to this fact under oath.
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pany. Their influence with the colonial secretary was
great, and the latter sent to Dunmore a severe arraign-
ment of his administration and prohibited him from
""" Lord Dunmore answered
the complaints and censure with his usual excuses; he
asserted that he did not suppose the proclamation of
1763 was any longer in force, that he had never received
any official notification of the limits of the proposed
colony, and supposed the authorization of the treaty of
Lochaber had opened for settlement the territory to that
line.”* He assumed the air of injured innocence and
was ingenious in maintaining it. Dunmore had excel-
lent advice in drafting his correspondence.

When this peremptory command from the colonial
secretary was received Lord Dunmore was already en-
gaged on a bolder and more potentially profitable
scheme than any of his earlier ones, but unfortunately
the exact nature of it is somewhat clouded in obscurity.
Dunmore sent his agent, Doctor Connolly, to Pitts-
burgh in 1773 to take possession of that place as falling
within the territory of Virginia. Since the western
boundary of Pennsylvania had not yet been surveyed,
there were many men on the frontier who believed that
when the line was run the forks of the Ohio would fall
several miles to the west. Wharton believed this and
hoped to make this gateway of the West a part of his
new colony. The Virginians entertained a similar be-
lief and wished to possess this strategic position. Con-
nolly, after rashly seizing the civil government, took
possession of the fort, which had been abandoned by the

839 Dartmouth to Dunmore, September 8, 1774, “Aspinwall Papers,” in

Massachusetts Historical Society, Cellections, ser. 4, vol. x, 724.

440 Dunmore to Dartmouth, June g, 1774; same to same, December 24
1774 in Dunmaore Manuscripts. The first half of the second letter is printed
in Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmare’s War, 168 ff.
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British troops, repaired it, and rechristened it Fort
Dunmore. The consequences were not long in follow-
ing. Pennsylvania officials threw Connolly in jail, and
1 series of recriminating letters passed between the
governors of the two provinces involved. Each made
complaints to the home government, painting the acts
of the rival colony in such colors as to intensify the be-
lief in London that lawlessness like that of the “T'artars”
reigned on the frontier.™

Worse chaos was to follow. The Indian war, which
the British ministry had been trying to avoid for so
many years, broke out. Ever since the treaty of Fort
Stanwix the Shawnee had been dissatisfied. They had
formerly inhabited the valley of the Cumberland River
and looked upon the present territory of Kentucky as
their own, though they had been living for many years
north of the Ohio in subordination to the Six Nations.
[t was the autocratic confederacy of the Iroquois that
had ceded the territory south of the Ohio to the British
king: and in order to placate the Shawnee, Sir William
Johnson had distributed many presents to them and had
otherwise shown them honor beyond what their depend-
ent position demanded. They were not, however, sat-
isfied and began intriguing with the western Indians.
Throughout the years 1771 to 1773 reports of the Shaw-
nee's attempt to form a confederacy between the In-
dians of the Old Northwest and the southern Indians
were sent to Sir William Johnson and John Stuart.*
The former was successful in restraining the Six Na-

8341 The amount of material for writing the history of Virginia's attemnpt to
secure Pittsburgh is enormous. The chief sources are to be found in A mer:-
can Archives, ser. 4, vol. i; St. Clair Papers (ed. Smyth), vol. i; “Letter-books
of Thomas Wharton,” in Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography,
vol. xxxiii, 319 ., 423 &.; Dunmore Manuscripts; Craig, Olden Time, vol, 1.

342 New York Colonial Documents, vol. viii, 262 ff., 280, 291, 313, 316, 340,

361, 395.




T

190 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY

=7 _l' \_'ul_.

tions, and the latter prevented the Cherokee and other
southern tribes from uniting with the Shawnee for
purposes of war. Thus those discontented Indjans
found themselves almost alone in their hostile inten.
tions,

They watched in sullen silence the Virginians erect-
ing their log cabins and forts upon their former habitat.
No power seemed capable of resisting this advance of
the white men. Now and then a white trader or hunter
was met and murdered, but no concerted action was
undertaken. From the feeling of numbed hopelessness
the Shawnee and their friends, the Mingo,* were
aroused by acts of wanton barbarity on the part of the
invaders. The occasion for one of those inevitable
clashes between Indian rights and the Americans’ desire
for land occurred. On account of the disturbances on
the frontier and of the murder of several white invaders
of Indian territory John Connolly, on April 27, 1774,
sent an open letter to his agents on the Ohio to hold
themselves in readiness to repel an Indian attack. Some
frontiersmen understood this as a declaration of war,
and Connolly may have so intended it. At any rate it
was followed by the murders of several Indian parties,
one such act being among the most brutal in the annals
of border warfare.**

The frontier was hurled into a turmoil by these
events. Messengers were sent to the surveying parties
that had gone down the Ohio and to the distant settle-

443 A pame given a detached band of Iroquois living in the territory of
modern Ohio.

344 The details of Dunmore's War do not concern us here. For these see
American Archives, fourth ser. vol. 1, 468 and elsewhere: Thwaites and Kel-
logg, Dunmore's War, passim; Mayer, Logan and Cresap. For the Penn-
sylvania side of the story see the “Letter-book of Thomas Wharton in
Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Brography, vol. xxxiii; Smith, St
Clair Papers, vol. i. The attitude of Sir William Johnson can be followed
in his manuscripts and in the New York Colonial Documents, vol. viii.
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ments to sound the alarm. Thesettlers threw themselves
into their stockade forts or withdrew entirely from their
homes. It looked at one time as if the whole Holston
River district would be entirely deserted. The far dis-
tant Harrodsburg which had been founded in the spring
was actually abandoned.

Thus at the very moment that the British ministry
was defending in Parliament its final western colonial
policy embodied in the Quebec Act, the war cloud
had darkened the Mississippi Valley. Conditions had
repeated themselves. Eleven years before while meas-
ures for the West were under discussion war broke out,
and the proclamation of 1763 was promulgated too late
to prevent it; so now the same conditions brought about
by the encroachments of the frontiersmen on the Indian
hunting-grounds were the occasion of war, and the
measure which was intended to make it impossible was
put in operation too late to allay the fears of the In-
dians.**

[n urging volunteers to join in the defense of the
lands they had occupied Colonel William Preston, one
of the most prominent of pioneers, wrote: “The Op-
pertunty we hav so long wished for, is now before us.”™*
He expressed the feeling of the men around him. The
opportunity of quieting the opposition to the Virginians’
westward advance by overwhelming the Indians had
come. It was with a somewhat similar feeling that
Dunmore, on learning the results of deeds for which he
was himself at least partially responsible, wrote to the
county lieutenants to muster their militia at the ren-
dezvous.” A Virginia army was to be led into the

345 The Quebec Act did not affect the 0ld Southwest, but Dunmore’s hos-
tile expedition was aimed at the territory north of the Ohio River.

446 T'hwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore's War, 93.

37 Dated June 10, 1774 in idem, 33.
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region of the Old Northwest to contend there for the
rights of the Old Dominion. Success would mean an
extension of the colony’s sphere of influence.

The events which followed the proclamation of war
fall outside the period and field of this Investigation
and may therefore be passed over lightly. Dunmore's
War was a success as interpreted from the Virginia
viewpoint. The Indians were defeated in the famous
battle of Point Pleasant on October ‘g, 1774, and the
army advanced into the region north of the Ohio River.
The battle had so dampened the spirit of the Indians
who had not been able to arouse many tribes to join
with them, that they soon sued for peace, which Dun-
more granted. The terms of the peace of Camp Char-
lotte in the fall of 1774 provided for a mere cessation of
arms with the usual condition of a return of prisoners,
The line of the Ohio was established as a boundary be-
tween the colony and the northern Indians.**®* Dunmore
made arrangements to meet the tribes next year at Pitts-
burgh, when the negotiations were to be continued.

What the governor of Virginia would have demanded
at the final treaty is unknown because at the appointed
time of meeting the thought of his western plans was
driven from his mind by those events that proved to
be the beginnings of the colonial war. The failure of
Lord Dunmore to keep this engagement has thrown an
obscurity around his motives in beginning the war
which has been justly called by his name. Some have
believed without warrant that Dunmore intended to
arouse the Indians in order to distract the attention of
the Virginians from seditious acts against the mother
country.” Others have seen a sufficient explanation in

343 Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore's War, 386.

5=y

348 See discussion of this interpretation in idem, p. XXIV.
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the long period of friction between the Indians and
Americans on the border, and without doubt this fric-
tion caused the conditions out of which the war grew ;™
but this hardly explains the acts of Connolly and of his
agents who seem to have been responsible for the im-
mediate outbreak.

There are reasons for believing that the motives un-
derlying these acts found their source in land specula-
tion. Hemmed in by the proposed colony of Vandalia,
Dunmore and his friends sought to gain a foothold
north of the Ohio in the land which Virginia could still
claim by charter right. The proof of such an inter-
pretation can not be absolutely established, but the se-
quence of events preceding the outbreak of the war
lends support to a statement made by Patrick Henry
concerning the secret motives which led to the conflict.
Henry was one of the Virginia delegates to the Con-
gress at Philadelphia. Here he met Thomas Whar-
ton, who invited the Virginian to breakfast. The
ensuing conversation was thus reported to Thomas
Walpole:

We soon entered into conversation respecting the new Col-

ony, as he was very desirous of knowing the g&'lll‘rfi] tenor of the
constitution I gave him, to which he said, that on those general
and Catholic principles there could not be the least doubt, but
that it would settle at a most rapid rate; I told him it certainly
would had not their governor [Lord Dunmore] taken up arms
apainst the Indians, which created a war between them and us,
and consequently drove the inhabitants from the new colony,
who were making very great improvements. He replied, Lord
Dunmore is your greatest friend, what he is doing will forever
hereafter, secure the peace of your colony, by driving the In-
dians to an amazing distance from you; I oppesed this by such
arguments as occurred, and put some leading questions to dis-
cover if possible the real intentions of Dunmore for prosecuting
350 This was Dunmore's own explanation. See Dunmore to Dartmouth,

December 24, 1774 in Thwaites and Kellogg, Dunmore's War, 372 ff.
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this unjust war, and was happy enough to succeed: he replied
that he was well acquainted with the secret springs of this affair,
and knew it would ultimately tend in the greatest happiness to
the proprictors of Vandalia. I then beg him to explain him-
self as we were really ignorant thereof; on which he said, that
he was at Williamsburg with Lord D. when Dr. Conolly first
came there, that Conolly is a chatty, sensible man, and informed

Lord Dunmore of the extreme richness of the lands which lay on

both sides the Ohio; that the prohibitory orders which had been

sent him relative to the land on the hither side (or Vandalia)
had caused him to turn his thoughts to the opposite shore, and
that as his Lordship was determined to settle his family in

America he was really pursuing this war, in order to obtain by

purchase or treaty from the natives a tract of territory on that

side, 3%

The policy that the ministry had promulgated in
March, 1768, had proved a failure. It had been ex-
pected that the Indian boundary line would forever
prevent the clash between the natives and the pioneers:
but the American settlers could not be restrained, and
the hope of financial gain from the exploitation of the
West had brought Indian war even in the region east of
the boundary. Conditions in the near West had thus
been a disappointment to the British administration,
and the reports from the far West were not more reas-
suring.

The history of the Old Northwest is to a large extent
the history of the fur trade in America. The forces of
the old world that made themselves felt among the wig-
wams by its lakes and rivers, and within its woodlands
were carried in the canoe or mackinac boat of the trader
from Quebec and Montreal who penetrated these dis-
tant lands for the rich furs of the beaver, minx, fox,
and other animals that were denizens of the sheltered

351 T. Wharton to Walpole, September 23, 1774 in “Letter-book of Thomas

Wharton,” in Pennsylvania Magazine of Histary and Riography, vol. xxxii,
445,
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nooks in its unbroken wildernesses. From the time of
the conquest of Canada by Great Britain the agents of
the British houses, established in Quebec and Montreal,

extended their operations into this new territory and
quietly usurped the business which had formerly been
conducted by the French. It became evident with the
passing of the years that the Scottish merchants in par-
ticular were surpassing their rivals in the field.” These
British firms had by 1773 become firmly established at
Detroit, Mackinac, and Green Bay, and their agents
traded in the territory which stretched from below the
[linois River to Lake Winnipeg. As General Gage
wrote, the whole fur trade of this region centered in the
northern colony. Here then was a trade which ap-
peared worthy of consideration to the politicians of mer-
cantilistic philosophy, and they were willing to go to
considerable lengths to preserve and promote it.

The question of the administration of the Northwest
was, however, not limited to the future development of
the fur trade. Another very perplexing element thrust
itself prominently into every discussion of this distant
region. Scattered throughout the Great Lakes region
and the Illinois country were the several small French
villages for which no civil government had been pro-
vided by the proclamation of 1763. It had been ex-
pected that adequate supervision of this alien French
population would be a duty of the superintendent of
[ndian affairs, but the failure to put into complete ex-
ecution the imperial plan formed by the Grenville-
Bedford ministry had left the management of the vil-
lages to the military commandants. Under the arbi-
trary rule of the officers of the army all these French

communities passed through practically similar experi-

52 Gee the Scottish names in the petitions from Quebec and Montreal
printed in Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 343.
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ences, but it will be sufficient to tell the story of the
Illinois villages as typical of the others.™

This problem of providing a suitable government
for these communities lying within the Indian reserya-
tion was frequently on the minds of the British
ministers, but no solution suggested itself. Lord Hills-
borough in despair said that he wished the whole popu-
lation could be moved to Quebec or some other pro-
vince.”* He lamented the ignorance exhibited in 1763,
for, if the situation had then been known, these villages
“would have been created into distinct governments, or
made dependent upon those other colonies, of which
they were either the offspring, or with which they did,
by circumstances and situation, stand connected.” **

General Gage, who had studied the western condi-
tions with care and had convinced himself that Lord
Barrington’s plan to concentrate the troops in the east-
ern colonies offered the most advantages, advised the
ministers, in 1768, to unite all the Illinois villages into
one, appoint a governor, and select a council of the most
intelligent inhabitants. He pointed out that such a
government would be economical and that the villagers

352 Another excellent reason is that the details of the history of the Illinois
country have been worked out by C. E. Carter in his volume, Great Britain
and the Illinois Country. No similar work is available for the other locali-

ties. Although I have seen many documents concerning the lake wvillages,
still I do not possess copies of sufficient number to justify me in undertaking
to work through their history nor for my purposes here is it necessary. For
the most interesting episode in the history of Mackinac see Rogers, Ponfeach
or the Savages of America: a Tragedy, edited by Allan Nevins, 104-145.

854 So ignorant of the true conditions were they that both Hillshorough and
Gage determined to remove the people from Vincennes. They thought that
this village had been settled only since 1763. On April 8, 1772, Gage sent a
proclamation to Vincennes ordering the people to move away and was
greatly surprised to learn of the age of the settlement. See Public Record
Office, Calonial Office Papers, 5.90, p. 281. The petition to Gage from the in-
habitants, dated September 18, 1772 is in idem, s.90, p. 269.

355 Hillsborough to Gage, December g, 1768 in idem, 5.87, p. 367.
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could defend themselves by their own militia, the of-
ficers of which could be utilized to keep the internal
peace.”” It was after the receipt of this letter that a
special committee of the cabinet was ap pointed to study
the situation.*” The committee was appointed, how-
ever, to no purpose, for no decision was reached. Even
when the British administration determined in 1771
to abandon all plans for the development of the far
West and sent orders to Gage to remove the troops from
the Illinois country, the fate of the French villages was
still left in the balance.*® The general realized, how-
ever, the impossibility of this total abandonment of the
French population and took on himself the responsi-
bility of ordering fifty soldiers with officers to remain
at Kaskaskia until some steps should be taken to estab-
lish a civil government in the region.*

Meanwhile events were happening in the distant vil-
lages which were to complicate the situation still more
seriously. In 1768, Lieutenant-colonel Wilkins had,
without authority so far as is known, erected a court of
justice.®® At first this was composed for the most part
of men of English speech, but gradually the personnel
was changed by the introduction of Frenchmen. The
principal influence in this court was exercised by George
Morgan, the partner of Baynton, Wharton, and Mor-
oan of Philadelphia. Finally Wilkins and Morgan be-

came enemies, and several parties were formed. One of

356 GGage to Hillsborough, June 16, 1768 in Public Record Office, Colonial
Office Papers, 5.89, p. 359

457 Hillsborough to Gage, August 13, 1768 in idem; 5.86, p. 287.

258 Hillsborough wrote Gage about the failure to reach a decision on the
dispesition of the Illinois country, August 13, October 12, December 10, 1768
February 3, March 24, May 13, December g, 1769; July 3, 1770; all in 1dert,
5.86, pp. 287, 327, 429; 87, PP. 143, 155, 179, 367; 38, p. 199-

450 Hillsborough to Gage, December 4, 1771, idem, 5.89, p. 359-

80 Carter in Great Britain and the Hlinois Country [chapter ii] has dis-

cussed this problem at length.




198 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

{ | these was purely French in character and appointed in

' 1770 Daniel Bloiiin to represent their cause to General

Gage. The ideas back of this movement were born of

most liberal philosophy, and the representative pro-

posed a constitution for his people similar to that of

Connecticut.”™

\ While these things were occurring the colonial secre-

tary had finally come to the decision that some form of

civil government must be inaugurated and told Gage to

establish temporary arrangements such as he had al-

ready suggested.*™ Gage determined that the best

method to manage this would be to send out a draft

of a simple constitution and to instruct the officer in

command to persuade the people to petition forit. This

{\f he did but completely failed to obtain any codperation

from the inhabitants, who stood firm on the instruc-

| tions they had already given their agent. The latter

was of course unable to accomplish anything. Thus no

| government was formed.” Lord Hillsborough's ad-

: ministration of the colonial office thus ended without

: any solution of the perplexities occasioned by the ex-

istence of the French villages in the heart of the In-

- | dian country. Sometime before his resignation he re-

ceived from General Gage a proposal to take one step

further in the abandonment of the West, namely the

withdrawal of the few troops still remaining at Kaskas-

' kia: but Hillsborough had no opportunity to answer
this; the day of his inefficiency was over.

The successor to Hillsborough, Lord Dartmouth, en-

tertained, as has been seen, very different ideas from

iy

a6l §pe Carter, Great Britain and the Illinots Country, chapters v and wil.

202 Hillsborough to Gage, December 4, 1771 in Public Record Office,
Colonial Office Papers, 589, p. 359

388 Op this paragraph see Hillsborough to Gage, December 4, 1771; Gage
to Hillsborough, March 4, April 13, September 2, x772; Hamilton to Gage,

August 8, 1772; all in idem, 5.89, p. 359; 90, pp. 35, 51, 13, II5.
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those of his predecessor. In one of his first letters to
Gage, he wrote: “The state of the Illinois District
-.1ppc:1ra to me in every light in w hich it is viewed to
require a very serious consideration, and I will not fail
to collect as soon as possible those informations which
may enable me to form a judgement, as well of the ar-
rangements which have already been made respecting
that country, as of those w hich may be further neces-
sary, um-\uiu’ng it in the light of a colony of the king's
subjects.” ***  Gage's proposition to abandon the [111-
nois entirely was negatived in a cabinet meeting, and
Dartmouth instructed him to leave the troops at Kas-
kaskia. as attention must be paid to the country lying
along the Mississippi River, where th Spanish and
French exercised too much influence.* In order that
he might learn more fully of the conditions existing
in the region, D;nlmnuth Imd an agent, Jehu Hay, sent
to the Illinois to report,® but before he returned the
ministers had been forced by other circumstances to
reach a decision concerning the West. They had,
fact, found the means to supply the need of a civil gov-
ernment and still not to encourage settlement in the
Old Northwest.

The final decision as to the future disposal of the
territory north of the Ohio River was hastened by an
occurrence in the Illinois country which seemed to the
64 November 4, 1772 in Public Record Office, Colomial Office Papers, 5.99,

205 Paper endorsed “Memorandum of business upon which the king's
pleasure is to be taken” in Dartmouth Manuscripts; Dartmouth to Gage,
Decembsr 9, 1772 in Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5.9, p- 171.

306 Haldimand to Dartmouth, March 2, 1774 in British Museum, Addi-
tional Manuscripts, 21, 695, £. 76; Haldimand to Lord, March 9, 1774 in tdem,
a1, 693, f. 355. Hay carried with him a proclamation of March 10, 1774
prohibiting all new settlement in the region. See Johnson Man uscripts, vol.

xxv, 246. “'t_'.'.- instructions, May 2, 1774, are in British Museum, Additional
Manuscripts, 21, 693, f. qo1.
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ministry as of portentous character. To understand its
character it will be necessary to turn back to the year,
1769, when Samuel Wharton first made his appearance
in London. It will be remembered that that versatile
Quaker visited England in order to obtain a confirma-
tion of the land cession made by the Indians to those
merchants who had suffered losses at the outbreak of
the Conspiracy of Pontiac. Soon after his arrival he
discovered that Lord Hillsborough had no intention of
permitting the confirmation he desired.

Disappointed in his original expectation, Wharton
formed, as has been narrated, the Grand Ohio Com- .
pany which included the less important undertaking;
but he was not the man to hang his hopes on one chance.
In order to have another means of securing what he
thought were the traders’ rights, he obtained the fol-
lowing opinion from two eminent lawyers, Lord Cam-
den, at the time lord chancellor, and Charles Yorke,
shortly to hold the same eminent position:

In respect to such places, as have been or shall be acquired by

reaty or grant from any of the Indian princes or governments,

vour Majesties letters patents are not necessary the property of
the soil vesting in the grantee by the Indian grants, subject only

to your Majesties right of sovereignty over the settlements, as

English settlements, and over the inhabitants, as English sub-

jects, who carry with them your Majesties laws wherever they

form colonies, and receive your Majesties protection, by virtue
of your royal charters,®®

387 The Ilinois-Wabash Land Company Manuscript, privately published by
Cyrus H. McCormick. A copy is also to be found in Hall, Sketches of His-
tory, Life and Manners in the West, vol. ii, 352. In the introduction to the
above publication by Mr. McCormick T pointed out that, since Charles Yorke
was lord chancellor only for a few days in 1770 and his sickness which ended
in his death precluded the giving of this opinion during that time, the date of
the opinion must fall within the vear 1769 after Wharton reached London.
It was not delivered as a judicial but as a private opinion. According to the
history of the opinion given by William Trent, the companion of Wharton,

the opinion was privately given shortly after his arrival in England and for
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The opinion was in no sense an uncommon one.
Many public men agreed in the belief that the Indian
nations were sovereign states with full power to dis-
pose of their property, and the British government ap-
peared to acquiesce in this by entering into formal
treaties with them. In conversation Patrick Henry
<aid that *“ he was convinced from every authority that
the law knew, that a purchase from the natives was as
full and ample a title as could be obtained.” **

Wharton and Trent kept secret for a time the fact of
their possession of an opinion from such eminent au-
thorities, and it was a year or two later before it became
the common property of speculators in America. Gen-
eral Gage said that he saw a copy of it before June,
1773 and it appears to have been passed around
rather freely at about that time. The first to make use
of it was the Illinois Land Company. The founders
of this association were David Franks and Company ™
of Philadelphia, a firm that entered the I1linois trade
as rivals to Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan and re-
mained in that region after the latter firm had with-

that reason he and Wharton did not petition for a confirmation of the trad-
ers' title. Pennsylvania Historical Society, Ohio Company, Papers, vol. ii, 37.
The historv as given in Hall's Sketches [252] is evidently incorrect.

308 T, Wharton to Walpole, September 23, 1774 in Pennsylvania Magazine
of History and Biography, vol. xxxiii, 445. For a concurrence in this opinion
bv others see Hoge to Henderson and Company, January, 1776, in Hall,
Sketches of History, Life and Manners in the West, vol. ii, 252; Wharton’s
Plain Facts, o6 ff. contains a long opinion on the subject by Counsellor Henry
Dagge, in which Patrick Henry concurred : this is also to be found in Whar-
ton and Bancroft Fiew of the Title to Indiana.

300 Hlis exact words were: You may obtain a copy “hy application to
Colonel Robertson, for he shewed it to me some time before I left America, in
writing. — Gage to Haldimand, February 2, 1774 in British Museum, 4ddi-
tional Manuscripts, 21.665, f. 193.

870 In an official document [Kaskaskia Court Records, 265, at Chester,
Ilinois], the members of the firm were David Franks, James Rumsey, Bernard
Gratz, Michael Gratz, Alexander Ross, and William Murray, all of Phil-
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drawn. Franks and Company had their closest rela-
tions with the Lancaster County (Pennsylvania) traders
who formed an independent group around Joseph Si-
mon, William Trent, George Croghan, and others:
these sometimes joined and sometimes opposed the Phil-
adelphia group of traders which supported Samuel
Wharton in his undertakings.*

The firm had not prospered in their western trade
and so determined to try a speculation in land on a
large scale. They associated with them in the enter-
prise a number of other men and sent in the spring of
1773 their representative, William Murray, to the II-
linois country to make a large purchase of land from
the Indians. On his arrival Murray showed the
opinion of the British lawyers to Captain Lord, who
commanded at Kaskaskia. The latter, however, was
not overawed by the weighty names and informed Mur-
ray that he “should not suffer him to settle any of the
lands as it was expressly contrary to his Majesty's or-
ders.” " In spite of this threat Murray proceeded on
his course, of which he gave his partners the following
account: “In the month of June, 1773, I held several
public conferences with the several tribes of the Illi-
nois Nations of Indians, at Kaskaskias village; to all
which conferences I invited to be present, the British

871 These trading groups formed a much more important element in trade,

ars

land speculation, and politics than historians have generally credited them
with. All large enterprises were promoted by such groups or by confedera-
tions of such groups. My attention has been more particularly called to this
fact by an unpublished manuseript entitled “The American Movement West"
by William V, Byers of St. Louis. The suggestiveness of his studv is such
that I regret it came to my hands too late to make a more extended use of it
872 Murray to partners, May 15, 1771, Pennsylvania Historical Society,
Ohio Company, Papers, vol. ii, 21.
#Lord to Haldimand, July 3, r773 in British Museum, Additional Man-
uscripts, zryzo f. 131,
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officers and all the inhabitants of the place and a great
number attended accordingly.”*™ On July 5, he com-
pleted the purchase of two large tracts, one lying be-
tween the Ohio and the Mississippi River, and the other
on the Illinois River.**

The members of the Illinois Land Company were all
Pennsylvanians. They could, however, obtain no as-
sistance in their enterprise from their own colony and
so sent on April 19, 1774, a petition to the well known
speculator, Loord Dunmore, governor of Virginia.™*
From him the company expected to find not only sym-
pathy but also an authoritative endorsement of their
title, for Virginia claimed under her charter the terri-
tory included in the Old Northwest.

Probably William Murray, who seems to have taken
the initiative in this undertaking, did not expect to se-
cure Dunmore’s assistance without compensation. He
knew the governor’s land hunger; and the governor im-
mediately perceived the value of the opinion of Lord
Camden and Charles Yorke, which offered him the
opportunity to promote his own ambitions. Patrick
Henry is the authority for the statement that this opin-
ion was the determining reason for his precipitating
the Indian War.®® In order to satisfy the desires of
the governor, Murray created the Wabash Land Com-

¢ An Account of the Proceedines of the Illinois and Ouabache Land Com-
l--'d'.'.'-'-a'_‘_ t'fr',

876 The sales have been printed several times but can be most readily

found in American State Papers, Public Lands, vol. ii, 108 ff. The boundaries
of the tract on the Illinois River are impossible to trace. The cost of the

treaty, interest on goods, and price paid amounted to $37,328.17 in 1796 ac-

cording to a statement in Account of the Proceedings of the llinots and
Ouabache Land Companies. The subsequent purchase on the Wabash amount-

ed to $42,477.73.

476 Public Record Office, Colonial Office Papers, 5, 1352, p. 141
877 T. Wharton to Walpole, September 23, 1

774, in Pennsylvania Magazine

of Biography and History, vol. xxxiii, a45.
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pany,”™ of which Lord Dunmore, several men from
Maryland, Philadelphia, and London became mem-
bers: and in October, 1775, there was purchased from
the Indians two tracts of land on the Wabash River.
With the promise of such a reward Lord Dunmore
wrote a most cordial recommendation of the Illinois
Land Company to Lord Dartmouth:
Whatever may be the law with respect to the title, there are,
I think, divers reasons which should induce His Majesty to
comply with the petition, so far at least as to admit the peti-
tioners and their acquisitions if not into this government, into
some other. . . I cannot then but think, that seeing there is
no possibility of setting bounds to the settlements of the Ameri-
cans, it would tend most to the advantage of His Majesty and to
preserve the peace and order of the back countries, that His
Majesty should indulge the views of adventurers like the pres-
ent, who willingly conform to government,?™
The purchase by the Illinois Land Company was not
the first purchase by private individuals from the In-
dians to increase the perplexities and anger of the Brit-
ish ministry, nor was it the last.*® Two earlier ones of
importance had been conducted under more orderly cir-
cumstances. In July, 1772, at a conference with the
I'roquois Sir William Johnson bought of the Indians a
tract of one million acres situated in northwestern New
York. The warrant for the purchase had been issued
in 1770 by Lord Dunmore, at that time governor of

478 This company was in existence by May 16, 1774, as shown by a letter
of Murray to Gratz in Pennsylvania Historical Society, Ohio Company, Pa-
pers, vol. 1i, 27.

370 Dated May 16, 1774, Public Record Office, GColonial Office Papers, 5.
1352, p. 141. In a later letter Dunmore denied that he had any connection
with the land company, but he did not mention the Wabash Land Company,
Dunmore to Dartmouth, December 24, 1774, in fdem, 5. 1353, p. 13.

380 See a proposal of an earlier date, 1770, in which the promoters in-
terested their kinsman, Philip Francis. It was proposed to buy from the
Indians the territory stretching from the Scioto to the Wabash and from the
Ohio to the lakes. Parkes, Memanirs af Sir Philip Francis, vol. 1, 342, 448.
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New York; and Governor Tryon, his successor, became
' a partner in the enterprise.™ This did not receive the
approval of the ministry. A purchase of a similar
character occurred in Georgia, The Cherokee had be-
come greatly indebted to the traders of that colony, and
finally it was determined between the two parties that
twenty million acres should be ceded by the Indians in
liquidation of their indebtedness. John Stuart, the
superintendent, tried to prevent the consummation of
this, but was unable to overcome the influence of the
governor, who succeeded in obtaining an order from
Lord Dartmouth that the purchase be made in the name

of the crown and then ceded to the traders.*
The example of William Murray in purchasing di-
rectly from the Indians without any suspicion of im-
. perial authority was also followed by other speculators.
' On January 5, 1774, General Haldimand reported that
two French inhabitants had bought land belonging to
one of the Illinois tribes, but he suspected that they were
agents of Murray.®® It has already been seen that
there is reason for believing that Lord Dunmore had
in mind the consummation of a similar purchase in the
region which now constitutes the state of Ohio. The
most important purchase of this character was that of
the territory lying between the Ohio, Kentucky, and
Cumberland Rivers. This purchase was made by the

381 New York Celonial Documenis, vol. viii, 342, 373- Tryon to Dart-
mouth, June 2, 1773 same to same, April 17, 1775, in Dartmoutly Manuscripis.

352 The numerous letters concerning this purchase are in Public Record
Office, Colonial Office Papers, s.73 and 74. See particularly Dartmouth to
Stuart, December 9, 1772, in idem, 5.3, p. 907. For some of the letters, and
for other information, consult Georgia Historical Society, Cellections, vol.
ii, pt. 1, 87, and Georgia Colonial Records, vol. xvii, 707, 714, 769.

8% Nothing more is known of this purchase, See Lord to Haldimand,
September 3, 1773, Haldimand to Gage, January 5, 1774, in British Museum,
Additional Manuscripts, =21, 731, f. 9, 21, 665, f. 189,

L .
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Transylvania Company, in 1775, from the Cherokee and
repeated exactly the conditions of the Illinois purchase.
The company was composed of North Carolinians, of
whom the leading genius was Richard Henderson, who
had been for many years investigating the West in the
expectation of launching a large speculative scheme,*
His agent in exploring the region of Kentucky was the
well known pioneer and hunter Daniel Boone, whom
fickle tradition has chosen to apotheosize as the proto-
type of western state makers of all generations. In 1769
Boone made his famous exploratory expedition and
brought back favorable reports to his employers. Pre-
parations were made, but Henderson was not ready to
complete his purchase until March, 1775, when his
company bought two large tracts of the Cherokee.™
The larger of the two extended from the Kentucky
River to the Cumberland and the smaller included land
lying on the Holston, Clinch, Powell, and upper Cum-
berland Rivers.**

In his plans Henderson had outstripped by a short
time a similar purchase proposed by a Virginia com-
pany. The men of that colony had accepted as prob-
able the erection of the colony of Vandalia, but their
charter claims still extended over the region lving to

8% In this brief account of Henderson and Company's purchase of Trans-
sylvania I have followed the excellent articles by Archibald Henderson. “The
Creative Forces in American Expansion,” in American Historical Rewtea,
vol, xx, 86 ff., and “Richard Henderson and the Occupation of Kentucky,” in

Mississippi Valley Historical Revieaw, vol. i 341 ff

Ihere is no proof that Henderson knew of the opinion of Lord Camden
and Charles Yorke. Yet, since everybody attempted to keep that subject a
secret, the failure to find mention of it in the papers of the company is not
necessarily a proof of ignorance. What is strange is the account of the

opinion written in January, 1776, as if a new discovery, by James Hogg the

confidential agent of the company at the Continental Congress. See Hall,
Sketches of Fristory, Life and Manners in the West, vol. ii, 232.

488 The boundaries are quoted from idem, vol. i, 251,
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the west of the Kentucky River. Mention has already
been made of the plan to exploit this region which Pat-
rick Henry and some associates had formed in 1767.
This plan was revived in the year 1774 when there was
formed for the purpose of making a purchase from the
Cherokee an association, in which were Patrick Henry,
William Byrd, Ralph Wormley, Samuel Overton,
John Page, and William Christian. They had heard
of the well advertised opinion of Lord Camden and
Charles Yorke and realized the opportunity offered by
the Kentucky territory. They sent an agent to the west
to sound the Indians who seemed willing to sell. The
outbreak of the American Revolution brought this en-
terprise to an end.”™

These latter purchases, whether contemplated or con-
summated, occurred too late to affect the British west-
ern policy and therefore after the period covered by the
narrative of this study. A brief account of them has
been written in order to show what tendencies were at
work in speculative society, tendencies of which the men
who were attempting to guide the empire were fully
conscious and which they were anxious to control. It
was not difficult for the members of Lord North’s min-
istry to interpret the news of the occurrences from the
border-land where white settler met Indian hunter as a
proof that their policy of a boundary line almost lost in
dense forests, unmarked on the high mountains, and un-
protected by imperial officers, had failed. For months
before the outbreak of the Indian war in 1774 the im-
perial ministers were expecting to hear that the toma-
hawk had been dug up and that the Indian war-whoop

87 The source of this is a deposition by Patrick Henry partially quoted in
Hall, Sketches of History, Life and Manners in the West, vol. i, 249. The
original is in Draper Manuscripts, 1CCr77. See also the depositions of

Arthur Campbell and William Christian in idem, 167, 192.
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was resounding along the banks of the Ohio and Great
Kanawha. Any one of the numerous events of which
they had news might be the presage of a bloody and
costly war. The reénactment of the scenes of Pon-
tiac’s Conspiracy would mark the final breakdown of
the British ministerial attempt to regulate the affairs
of the Indians and of the white men in the Mississippi
Valley.

.
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VIII. THE FINAL WESTERN POLICY

We ought to expect no more of our rulers, than to do what upon
the whole appears to be the best; and, if that can be made out to the
satisfaction of our unbiassed judgement, we have surely no right to
suppose their conduct to be governed by sinister or wicked motives.
Had these considerations been attended to, the clamour, which has
been endeavoured to be raised against the late act for the befter regu-
lating of the Province of Quebec, would never have been excited.

- WirLiam Knox.

During the eleven years between the treaty of Paris
in 1763 and the Quebec Act, British opinion so far as
it found expression through the unstable administra-
tions underwent great changes. With the close of the
war the thought of the ministers was concentrated on
the remodeling of the imperial machinery to produce
greater efficiency. To accomplish this the Bute min-
istry was too unpopular and unintelligent, the Gren-
ville-Bedford too petty and self-seeking; there followed
a year of the Old Whig rule wherein the idea of im-
perialism was submerged ; but under Chatham and his
enthusiastic idealists the conception of a British Empire
received its noblest statement, and a prophetic vision of
its future development was delineated in its broadest
outlines. When, in January, 1768, the American de-
partment was taken from Lord Shelburne, this idea of
imperialistic reformation received a setback from
which it never fully recovered. The methods of cen-
tral control had proved to be expensive, and economy
of administration became the ideal if not the practice
of the politicians. Reformations were evaluated in
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pounds sterling and rejected if the consummation
made demands on the imperial treasury. In accord-
ance with this new policy the regulation of the Indian
trade was made a duty and burden of the colonies, dis-
tant forts were abandoned, troops were withdrawn from
the frontiers, and all plans for the establishment of col-
onies at the expense of the crown were discarded.

Accompanying this spirit of economy there was to be
observed that pettiness which 1s so frequently associated
with parsimony in administration. The Townshend
taxes were unstatesmanlike, but the conception of such
a measure can not be compared to the puerile idea of
retaliation exhibited in the retention of the tax on tea.
The subterranean methods employed to drive Lord
Hillsborough from the American department, though
he himself was unfitted for the position, offer another
example of the littleness to which politics had shrunk
at this period. Truly the words of scorn hurled in
anger from the lips of Colonel Barré were justified:
“Instead of giving law to the world, you have, like the
Roman emperor, been staying at home, catching and
torturing flies.” **

During the last two years before the outbreak of the
American Revolution there was an attempt to revive
the larger outlook, and imperial regulations did actu-
ally receive more attention. The measure proposed
for East India, though here it was a question of obtain-
ing, not of expending, money, carries reminiscences of
the earlier ideas of Chatham and Shelburne. In the
case of America also there are indications that the clash
of interests between the mother country and the colonies
had created an issue that had aroused in the politicians

198 March s, 1770. See Cavendish, Debates in the House of Commons,
during the Thirteenth Parliament, vol. i, 199.
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a broader view of their duties. A revived sense of im-
perialism led to the discussion and formulation of re-
form measures that foreshadowed the beginning of a
new era; but what would have been the character of
this new imperialism can never be known because the
members of the administration, when there arrived the
news of the colonists’ scornful refusal of the tea, which
had been shipped to America to appease the demands
of the Bloomsbury Gang, joined their voices to the wild
outcry for revenge raised on all sides and hysterically
hurried through parliament those retaliatory measures
that resulted in the outbreak of war.

The period of the demand for punitive measures be-
gan at the close of January, 1774 ; but for several months
previous to that date the political world of Westminster
was expecting that those ministers who harbored a kind-
ly feeling towards the colonies would inaugurate the
opposite policy. Lord North and Lord Dartmouth in
particular were making strenuous efforts in favor of
measures to reconcile the Americans. Franklin was
informed that “there is a disposition to compose all dif-
ferences with America before the next general election,
as the trading and manufacturing part of the nation are
generally our well-wishers, think we have been hardly
used, and apprehend ill consequences from a continu-
ance of the measures that we complain of.”** This
friendly disposition was sufficiently evident to convince
Thomas Pownall, a firm friend of America, that he
could accept office in the administration without being
forced to disavow his principles.®® It was a union of

389 Franklin to Galloway, November 3, 1773, in Franklin, Writings (ed.
Smyth), vol. \-i_._ 151. See his '.I.llLI].‘-'.'ii.‘- of the situation in the summer in his
letter to Cushing, July 7 in idem, 78.

490 Pawnall to Dartmouth, March 20, 1773, in Dartmouth Manuscripts.
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imperialistic sentiment with this desire to end the con-
troversies with the colonies that gave the incentive to
the reforms which were conceived and partially formu-
lated during the year 1773.

The first measure concerned the method of granting
land, a subject in which Lord Shelburne had once been
so deeply interested. 'T'his nobleman had frequently in-
sisted that the best means to create a fund adequate to
meet the imperial expenses in America was to revise
completely the colonial land laws so that the imperial
treasury might benefit by the universal impulse of the
colonists to purchase land; land sales and quitrents
would soon provide a surplus in the treasury which
could be employed in the colonies for the betterment
of their conditions. The disorganized condition of
the quitrents, as depicted in a previous chapter, proved
the need of a reform; but it was not until the year 1773
that the administration returned to Shelburne’s plan and
pushed it through to completion. On April 7, 1773,
the Privy Council prohibited the governors of the royal
colonies from making any more grants of land until fur-
ther notice, and at the same time ordered the Lords of
Trade to take under their consideration the whole ques-
tion and to report thereon.*™

The Lords of Trade went to work on the problem
with commendable earnestness and summoned many
persons, among whom was Benjamin Franklin, to give
information and advice. Upon investigation they
found that those governors who might grant lands de-
rived their powers solely from their “instructions,” and
T For the prohibition see New York Colontal Documents, vol. wiii, 357.

l].iit‘l'“
Rochford, Suffolk, Dartmouth, and Mansfield. An exception to the prohibi-

were present at this meeting of the Council, Lords Gower, Sandwich,

tion was made in favor of the officers and soldiers who had been given grants

by the proclamation of 1763.
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that these powers differed very widely.*** In Virginia
the governor was restrained from granting more than
one thousand acres in one cession to one person. The
governor of Nova Scotia had the power to cede an hun-
dred thousand acres, and the governors of East Florida
and West Florida twenty thousand acres. Practically
the only return from these land grants, save the fees and
other dues to the colonial officers, was derived from the
quitrents of varying amounts which were collectible,
though very irregularly paid, after the lapse of a certain
number of years. The desire to attract settlers brought
about a rivalry among the colonies so that by head-
rights, bounties, and squatter’s rights the means of ob-
taining land practically free was denied no one. The
colonization of America had been unquestionably pro-
moted by this generous policy, but the result had been
that only in the proprietary colonies had the sale of land
brought in an appreciable revenue.**

Besides the failure to collect a revenue from the sale
of land, another serious evil had developed in the sys-
tem as practiced in the colonies. This was due to the
total lack of any regulations for surveying the plots.
The freedom to locate his farm where he wished was
generally granted the settler. The form of tracts was
consequently most irregular, particularly in the middle
and southern colonies where the warrant instead of the
township system prevailed. The results are described
by Governor Sharp of Maryland:

The method always followed here of locating land warrants by

selecting the most rich and fertile land without regarding any

202 This '.IIIFH:I':I]].:IIi.-’JH on the P?Cih‘li[l_g conditions is drawn from a Board of
Trade paper in Public Record Office, Golonial Office Papers s, no. 216, p. s
"% For a discussion of this whole question see Ford, Celonial Precedents
of our National Land System [University of Wisconsin, Bulletin, History

Series, vol. ii, no. 2], 321-478.
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regularity of its area, or making one of its courses coincide with
the boundary of the adjacent prior patented tract has left the
land hitherto remaining vacant and uncultivated, in such irregu-
lar, small, and incommodious parcells that it is thought scarcely
worth any one’s while but those on whose possession it joins to
take it up even at the common rate.”®
The evils thus described were even worse in the land
across the mountains where private avarice was allowed
the greatest license which resulted in such legal com-
plexities that the settlement of the region was adversely
affected for many years.

The conclusions of the Board of Trade on the situa-
tion were reported on June 3, 1773; and the Privy
Council ordered, on October 28, that additional instruc-
tions on the subject be prepared for the governors; but
it was not until the second of the following February
that these were passed upon.™

Certain very definite and equitable principles of good
order lay at the basis of these new instructions. Here-
after there were to be no land grants made until prior
surveys of the area proposed to be granted had been
completed. When the surveyors had divided the area
into regular lots of one hundred to one thousand acres,
a map should be drawn and the lot numbered. All free
grants by the governor were prohibited ; the lots subject
to a quitrent of a half penny per acre were to be sold
by auction. The new system was revolutionary in
character, and its promulgation occurred too short a
time before the outbreak of the war between the col-

394 Quoted in Ford, Colonial Precedents of aur National Land System, 1s5.

305 The “Report” is in Public Record Office, Calonial Office Papers, 324.21.
For the action of the Council see Privy Council (Colonial), Acts, vol. v,
361. The instructions, dated February 3, are printed in New York Colonial
Documents, vol. viii, 410. The province of Quebec was not affected by these
new instructions as the lands were there granted according to the French
method in accordance with instructions dated July 2, 1771. Munro, Doacii-

ments n-f.:m.r”:' to the .Q;-Fr;:gf:;rr'rlf Tenure in Canada, 240,
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onies and the mother country to afford an opportunity
for any governor to give it a test.”™ It can not be
doubted, however, that under its operation many of
the evils caused by the mistakes of the earlier instruc-
tions would have been prevented in the western region
which it was intended soon to open up.

The reform received at first little attention in Amer-
ica where the greater issue of the relation of the col-
onies to the empire engaged men’s minds; but the plan
of the ministry to plant a colony to the west of the
mountains had raised the question of the ownership of
land to a vital issue in Virginia, where this new measure
was immediately classed among the flagrant acts of
tyranny. The voice of protest was here first raised.
Thomas Jefferson had been elected a delegate to the co-
lonial congress summoned to meet at Philadelphia to
discuss concerted action against the mother country; but
sickness prevented him from attending. He drew up,
however, his thoughts on the impending struggle, and
these were later published.” One of his grounds for
complaint was the method in which the empire was pre-
paring to administer the land. In the discussion of this
Jefferson took an extreme view and denied that the

3 ""l'hl-.:rr- was considerable discussion of these instructions in England.
William Knox wrote a paper on the subject. He disapproved of the plan
because many officials who were loyal to the government would be deprived
of fees. John Gordon, who had bought many Spanish titles to land in East
Florida, discussed the question of the preservation of the quitrents. A Mr.
Williamos wrote, November 18, 1773, on the same subject. He proposed lay-
ing out tracts in townships of twenty thousand acres, rectangular in shape.
The land in every other township should be sold at a low price and then
later the land of the other townships should be opened for settlement at an
advanced figure. He reckoned that a district of 500,000 acres could be sold
in this way for L9000, The above papers are all in Dartmouth Manuseripts.

T 4 Summary Fiew of the Rights of British America set forth in some

Resolutions intended for the inspection of the present Delegales of the People

Virginia noav in Conwvention, by a Native, and Member of the House of

Burgesses, Williamsburg [1774]. This is most accessible in Jefferson, Hrit-

nes (ed. Ford), vol. 1 or (Federal ed.) vol, ii.
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vacant land in America was part of the king's domain.
He wrote:

Possessions there [in America] are undoubtedly of the allodial

nature. Our ancestors, however, who emigrated hither, were

farmers, not lawyers. The fictitious principle that all lands be-
long originally to the king, they were early persuaded to believe
real : and accordingly took grants of their lands from the crown.

And while the erown continued to grant for small sums, and

on reasonable rents. there was no inducement to arrest the error,

and lay it open to the public view. But his majesty has lately
taken on him to advance the terms of purchase, and of holding
to the double of what they were, by which means the acquisition
of lands being rendered difficult, the population of our country

is likely to be checked. It is time, therefore, for us to lay this

matter before his majesty, and to declare that he has no right to

prant lands of himself.%®

The protest of Jefferson touched a responsive chord
in the hearts of his contemporaries. The land question
was indeed a vital one for all the colonists; and, when
they came to draw up their indictment against the ad-
ministration of George III. as a justification of the
declaration of independence, the change in the method
of land granting was written down as one of the “re-
peated injuries and usurpations” that were “submitted
to a candid world.” Thus it reads:

He [George 111.] has endeavoured to prevent the population of

these states ; for that purpose obstructing the laws for naturaliza-

tion of foreigners, refusing to pass others to encourage their
migrations hither, and raising the conditions of new appropria-
tions of lands.

The second reform of the North ministry was des-
tined to cause a louder outburst of criticism than the
measure concerning land grants. The Quebec Act was
passed for the purpose of correcting, after a lapse of
almost eleven years, the wrongs inflicted on the French-

398 [efferson, W ritings, (Federal ed.), vol. ii, 8s,
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Canadians by the blunder of 1763. The correction of
the wrongs must be accounted one of the few statesman-
like measures of the ministry and should be given prop-
er weight when the deeds and misdeeds of those men
who brought on the American Revolution are placed in
the balance; for it was proposed with boldness in the
face of the inevitable criticism even from friends of the
administration, and the inauguration of its provisions
marked a decided step in the progress of religious and
racial toleration among the British.

The problem had received careful attention from
each of the previous ministries. It has already been
seen that the Grenville-Bedford administration had
found no time to correct the blunder they were con-
scious of having committed, and that the Old Whigs
had worked out a policy, the discussion of which
brought about their dismissal. After careful consid-
eration the latter had reached decisions on the three
important aspects of the Canadian problem. They had
determined to base the law and law courts on English
precedent and to modify this by the authorization of
certain French customs. On the question of the form
of government the Old Whigs had been conservative
and had agreed on the appointment of a legislative
ccuncil. In the case of the very perplexing question of
religion, they had accepted the plan of their predeces-
sors with its limited toleration and had sent a “superin-
tendent” or bishop to Quebec.

The Chatham ministry also discussed all these phases,
but there is not sufficient information to determine what
their opinion on all three would have been. They in-

itiated, however, the movement which led directly to
the Quebec Act, and for that reason the account of their
discussion of the Canadian problem is a necessary pref-
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ace to the introduction of the bill by Lord North’s
ministry. The problem belonged in the department of
Lord Shelburne, the secretary of state for the Southern
Department. With his customary thoroughness he be-
gan his investigation of the existing conditions and
[-tli‘.l‘l},-' reports prepared for him by his learned assistants
are extant; but the Old Whigs, now in opposition, had
no intention of allowing the southern secretary the
ample time he required to collect his data. Their re-
sentment against Lord Northington for the part he had
played in their overthrow had not cooled; and they
wished to embarrass him, if that could be done, by mak-
ing public the methods he had employed in defeating
their plans for the French-Canadian colony, After
careful planning among the leaders of the opposition
the Duke of Richmond moved on May 21, 1767 that
there be laid before the House of Lords the papers re-
lating to that plan of civil government which had been
the occasion for the overthrow of the Old Whigs.” As
an attack the motion was not a success, since the admin-
istration immediately complied; but nothing daunted,
Richmond proposed on June 2 the following resolu-
tions in a committee of the whole:

That it appears to this committee that Quebec . . . stands
in need of regulations relative to the civil government and re-
ligious establishment. . . That it appears to this committee
that no material steps have been taken as to the religious state
of the province nor toward the settlement of the civil govern-

ment since the 24th of June last.*%®

These resolutions of the Duke of Richmond were only

488 Rockingham to Dartmouth, May 13, 1767, in Dartmouth Manuseripts;
Newecastle to Canterbury, May 17, 1767, in British Museum, Additional Man-
uscripts, 32082, f. 485 Walpole, Memoirs of George 111, vol. iii, 33; Privy
Council (Colonial), Acts, vol. v, go.

400 British Museum, ddditional Manusecripts, 32982, f. 225; Walpole, Mem-

oirs of Gearge IL, vol. iii, 40; Privy Council (Colonial), dets, vol, v, go.
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parts of those maneuvers on the part of the opposition IR |
to destroy a ministry which seemed on the point of dis- 2
integration, and were made in the hope of promoting a

union with the Grenvillites." , J: !

The activity of the Old Whigs in demanding that |
something should be done to right the wrongs of the o
Canadians raised the future policy towards Quebec to i A
the dignity of a paramount issue, which the administra- {4

tion was not yet ready to meet. Lord Shelburne had
received early notice of the Duke of Richmond’s in-
tentions and set his assistants at work collecting infor-
mation.*®> One paper dated May 17, 1767, appears to {
be an attempt to draft an opinion on the various subjects 1
that would represent a progressive viewpoint.® It is
addressed to Lord Shelburne and therefore can not be
unconditionally interpreted as expressing his view,
though it undoubtedly came from his entourage, and | [
may have contained an opinion which he was willing

to hold as a working hypothesis. The author of the b
paper was in favor of establishing an elective assembly, : {
to which Roman Catholics in the proportion of a fourth gl
of the membership should be elected. With a govern-

ment composed of a g_gfwemnr council, and assembly (1l
it would be no difficult matter “to reduce and assimilate | 4
such of the French laws, as it may be necessary to re-

e —

101 Albemarle, Rockingham Memoirs, vol, ii, 38, 40.

102 The papers collected and drawn up at this time are in Lansdozone Man-
useripts, vol. Ixiv,

403 The paper endorsed, “Lord Shelburne to the Board of Trade on the
'\ppnn.hmnr of an Assemhbly and other things necessary to the settlement of
Canada” is found in idem, vol. Ixiv, 438-492. Bancroft [History of the U nit-

ed States, '\,n[ vi, 5] accepts this as an expression of Hhclhuru~ views, in

which opinion Lord Fitzmaurice [Li ife of Shelburne, vol. 1, 302 ] eoncurs; but in
in view of Shelburne's tendency to postpone final judgment until after an !
t:'..mmau investigation, such as he inaugurated after the date of this paper, 1 {1
can not help feeling that such an interpretation is untenable. Bancroft sug-

gests with great probability Macleane as the author.

4 e nr;.._.__‘*-‘ - .
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tain, to the standard of the English laws, and to make
others.” The writer was ready to adopt the new in-
structions on the laws and law courts as drafted by the
Rockingham ministry,*™ “for it would appear that there
was very little then wanting towards the regulation of
affairs at Quebec;” and he allowed to be plainly seen
his disgust at Lord Northington for refusing, evidently
a few days before, to act upon a copy of these new in-
structions when the Board of Trade refused to send the
original to the Privy Council.

There is another paper which probably expressed
Lord Shelburne’s thought even more completely and
was doubtless the work of his friend and adviser, Mau-
rice Morgann.*® Like the author of the previous paper
Morgann praises the plan for the law and law courts as
formed by the Rockingham administration. His atti-
tude towards the French-Canadians was most liberal.
He wrote:

Upon the whole the only way according to the best of my

judgment of securing the attachment of the Canadians to this

country is to treat them with the utmost lenity, and that the

Judges of the courts in Canada should be persons perfectly

skilled in the French language in which case all legal disputes

between Canadian and Canadian might be carried on in the

French tongue, and decided by a French jury, and even for the

present, the written pleadings might be in that language, and in

case of calling a General Assembly, it seems equitable that a

Canadian should be eligible, but the sole use of the English

L) :i—il.iﬁ willingness to accept the Rockingham program was contrary to
Shelburne's own plan of sending to Quebec some one to investigate the whole
subject. This be actually did later. If this paper differs in part from the
colonial secretary’s program, its testimony on other parts should not be too
readily accepted in spite of its heading, which seems to place Shelburne's
approval upon it. A description of the Rockingham instructions will be
found in vol. i, page 262.

405 It is entitled “An Account of the State of Canada from its Conguest
to. May, 1767,” Lansdoawne Manuscripts, vol. Ixiv. In the paper previously

outlined there is mention of “Mr. Morgann's paper.”
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tongue in such an Assembly, which must necessarily be insisted | 1
upon, will prevent the election of any Canadians but such as are l;
proper for that purpose; and this will without viclence in-
troduce into Canada, the study and practice of the English

tongue. . . A colony possessed of rights and privileges and { }
power of their own will soon forget their old servile attach- | |
ments, and feel pride and spirit enough to resist subjection from ; ‘ '
whatever quarter it comes, or however concealed under the ap- 1
pearances of friendship and affection. |
[t was on May 29 that the committee of the Privy [ 44

Council took under its consideration the Old Whigs’ 1
plan for Quebec.*” Lord Northington was, however, I
still obdurate (it was the original document, not a copy {
now) and felt it necessary to raise the same objections
Nothing further was
done at this time, since the summer of 1707 was a most
trying time for the Chatham ministry. It was the pe-
riod of those negotiations with the leaders of the oppo- |

sition which were undertaken in the expectation of I
dividing them or else of securing the aid of one of their g
factions for administration. As has been narrated, the V2
ministry was successful in the former but not in the {r
latter attempt; but with the death of Charles Towns- I
hend more coherence was acquired by government, and

that he had one year before."”

some of the ministerial plans were seriously taken up in
the hope of finally accomplishing some part of that
broad gauged program which had been outlined. The '
last days of summer and the early weeks of autumn
were a period of ephemeral triumph for Lord Shel-
burne; he was able to place his western policy before

his colleagues in such a light that, as has been seen, it
was adopted. A couple of weeks before this success, 0.
the Privy Council had given him a vote of confidence i

106 Privy Council (Colonial), Acfs, vol. v, o1
07 — Jdem; see Northington to Grafton, August g, 1767, In Grafton, |
..l'.'..'--;'r.'.'_u_l_rr.:.,‘--"-:'5. 170, "
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by refusing to endorse the instructions which had been
drafted by the Rockingham ministry and by placing un-
conditionally under Lord Shelburne’s direction the in-
' . vestigations which he desired to inaugurate.™
' This resolution of the Privy Council of August 28,
1767, is a proof that Lord Shelburne had been unable
: up to that time to decide what measures it would be best
! to propose. The attendance at the meeting was over-
whelmingly Pittite in sentiment, so that the final con-
clusion may be interpreted as expressing the opinion of
that body of progressives. ‘“Their Lordships upon full
consideration of the draught of instructions, are of opin-
ion that the same is so general, and so unsupported by
any specific or particular proof of any grievances in
! judicature, to which any particular and effectual re-
\ form or remedy can be applied (except what has al-
ready been given) ;" that there must be obtained thor-
oughly reliable information of conditions, before taking
further steps. Certainly a most Shelburnist conclusion.

In accordance with this resolution Lord Shelburne

ordered the governor, the chief justice, and attorney-

! general of Quebec to collect the required information,
! determine what was best to be done, formulate their
conclusions into concrete ordinances, and send these to

England to be passed by Parliament. Thus the solu-

tion of the Canadian policy was to be the work of men

studying the conditions on the ground.” Shelburne

sent to assist the local officials his confidential adviser

in Canadian affairs, Maurice Morgann, a man whose

reputation for learning rivalled that of Richard Jack-

408 !{-1';n|tlr:.nn of the Privy Council, August 28, 1767. Shortt and Doughty,
Constitutional Documents, 199 also in Privy Council (Colonial), Aects, vol.

v, 04,
'

109 M aseres to \'.'u]’,.'c']', Mareh 30, 1;:;3{_ in British ;’\il!m'ltrn‘ .':'.t':!l-'.!EI’J?f-'f-

Manusertpts, 35915, f. 259.
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son.® The report of his agent was made long after
Lord Shelburne was forced to yield the guidance of
American affairs to the hands of another, and after he
himself had left the ministry, so that it can not be known
what his final plans for the civil government, the law,
and the law courts of the province of Quebec would
have been; but credit must be ascribed to him for in-
itiating that careful investigation of existing conditions,
the results of which were studied by his successors.*”

The ideas of Lord Shelburne on the religious estab-
lishment can be more clearly learned than on the civil
government. On the whole he was very tolerant in re-
ligious beliefs; and it is not surprising, therefore, that
he found the ecclesiastical plan of the Grenville-Bed-
ford ministry with its attempt to bribe or to drive the
Canadians out of the Roman Catholic Church, a plan
which the Old Whigs had partially inaugurated, as not
wholly suited to his benevolent purpose of winning the
new subjects from their old allegiance to France. He
sent the plan of his predecessors with suggestions for
changes to the archbishop of York, who returned it
with alterations in conformity to the southern secre-
tary’s ideas.””*> The changes were all of a character to
remove the Canadians’ fear that their religion would
be molested and that efforts would be made to force
them into the Church of England. Instead of propos-

410 Shelburne to Carleton, December 17, 1767, Shortt and Doughty, Can-
stitutional Documents, 2or. For an account of Morgann see article in the
Dictionary of National Biography.

411 It would be unsafe to inh_'t']‘lr{'I the bold statements on the Qll(‘hfi.' ques-
tion by Shelburne during the trying days of 1774 and 1775, reported in the
Parliamentary History [vol. xviii, 673, 724] as representing his views in 1767.
He was then in opposition and the punitive measures and the outbreak of the
Revolutionary War had raised new and complex issues.

412 The archbishop of York to Shelburne, April 10, 1767, in Lansdosvne
Manuscripts, vol. lix.

i
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ing that the revenues from the sequestered property of
the Jesuits and other orders be granted the Society for
the Propagation of the Gospel for extending the Prot-
estant religion and schools, this revenue was to be “ap-
plied to such public uses as shall be directed by His
Majesty.” Under the Grenville-Bedford plan all con-
vents for women would have been abolished ; under this
plan the members would be limited. The full measure
of equality with other religious beliefs would not have
been secured, had Shelburne’s policy been inaugurated;
but the appearance of toleration would have been satis-
factory, and the parishes would have been supported
from the payment of tithes by those who adhered to
their faith.***

F'rom the foregoing account it is evident that no com-
pletely thought-out policy can be assigned to Lord Shel-
burne and his friends; but with some degree of proba-
bility the following ideas on the subject were in their
minds. The promise of an elective assembly made by
the proclamation of 1763 should be kept, and to this
French-Canadians of the Roman Catholic faith who
spoke English might, within well defined limits, be
elected; after a careful study of the law, the local of-
ficials aided by Lord Shelburne’s representative were
to work out a system composed of the English and
French systems suited to the conditions of the colonies
and this was to be referred to Parliament: the Roman
Catholic religion should be tolerated under limitations
designed to safeguard the British supremacy. Under

115 The Grenville-Bedford plan for ecclesiastical affairs was also referred
to the law ofhicers of government, who reported on January 18, 1768. One
point raised by them is of special interest. They wrote: “The exemption of
Protestants from paying tithes and dues to the Romish clergy cannot be effect-
ed by the Royal prerogative, if the tithes and dues belong to those persons by
the laws and usages of Canada.” — Privy Council (Colonial), Acts, vol. vi,
459.
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the plan every effort would be put forth to reconcile the
new subjects to the change of dominion.***

The necessity of solving the problem of the province
of Quebec became in the beginning of 1768 the duty of
Lord Hillsborough who had presided as president of
the Board of Trade when the blunder of abolishing
French law and introducing English was made: but he
was always unwilling to take on himself or his former
colleagues any responsibility for the wrongs inflicted on
the Canadians. In one of his first letters to Governor
Carleton he wrote:

[t was most unfortunate for the colony of Quebec, that weak,

ignorant, and interested men, were sent over to carry the proc-

lamation into execution, who expounded it in the most absurd
manner, oppressive and cruel to the last degree to the subjects,
and entirely contrary to the royal intentions.*®

Lord Hillsborough regarded the conditions in Que-
bec as very serious, and with that self-confidence so
characteristic of him tried to correct them without wait-
ing for the results of the investigations which had been
inaugurated by his predecessor. At least the evidence
seems to indicate that the next policy proposed was the
result of his own musings on the conditions within the
unfortunate colony. Governor Carleton was constant-
ly communicating to the home government his views

#14 Such may have been his plan. Over the Quebec Act of 1774 there was
waged a war of words in Parliament and in the public press. A different
story than the above is told by a pamphlet writer of the day. He wrote:
“The Opposition have very short memories. . . It [a measure] was cer-
tainly debated, if not adopted by the Cabinet, as far back as the year 1767,
during the plentitude of the Earl of Chatham’s power. Lord Camden was
Chancellor, and gave his sanction to regulations more allied to despotism
than those he reprobates at present. The Duke of Grafton, the Earl of
Shelburne, General Conway, and several others of ‘that illustrious Band’ on
whose virtues the Americans expatiate with rapture, approved this Popish,
arbitrary, tyrannical system of government," - The Rights of Great Britain
asserfed, 44,

8 Dated March 6, 1768, Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents,
208.
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of what should be done and urging that some move be
made®® The occasion for definite action, however,
was the receipt of a petition from the merchants of Que-
bec praying that a legislative assembly be summoned
and that some Roman Catholic subjects be admitted to
the council. This petition was referred on September
28, 1768, to the Lords of Trade who made a report in
the following July.®" The report, which was kept
most secret, recommended the immediate calling of an
assembly, the election to which should be so arranged
that there should be at least fourteen Protestants to a
possible minority of thirteen Catholics. Five Catholics
should also be admitted to the council. With a gov-
ernment competent to pass laws it was thought that the
difficulties over the question of law would soon be re-
moved. In regard to the law courts and procedure the
Board of Trade considered the additional instructions
prepared under the Rockingham régime as most suit-
able to correct the other evils of the government. In
ecclesiastical matters they took their stand upon the
plan that had been developed under the Grenville-Bed-
ford ministry and endorsed by the Rockinghams, only
modifying the method of its introduction.

No results followed this report of the Board of
Trade, because the influence of Lord Shelburne’s in-
vestigation shortly afterwards became potent and started
a movement which ended finally in the passage of the
Quebec Act. Maurice Morgann, upon arriving in
Quebec, began a painstaking study of conditions and
incited others to do the same; but it was not until 1769
that he was prepared to lay before the ministry the re-
sult of his and his collaborators’ efforts, He had been

410 Sep in particular letters dated December 24, 1767, and April 12, 1768
Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 201, 208.

17 — Idem, 263.
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sent, first of all, to assist Sir Guy Carleton, the lieu-
tenant-governor, who, an eminent historian has said,
“will always retain the first rank in Canadian annals.
He was one of those rare men, who during a long and
varied public life, lived so utterly irreproachably, that
his memory remains untainted by the charge of a sem-
blance of a vice.”*™® Two other men also were ex-
pected to cooperate with Morgann ; these were the chief
justice, William Hey, and the attorney-general, Fran-
cis Maseres. Both were eminent in the legal profession
and well fitted for their duties. All three had received
their appointments from the Marquis of Rockingham,
but their characters had justified their continuance in
office by successive ministers.

Morgann was not long in discovering that the ideas
of the lieutenant-governor and the attorney-general
were diametrically opposed to each other. Carleton’s
sympathies went out to the large French-Canadian
population he governed; and he was expecting to win
their loyalty to England by permitting them to enjoy
the forms of government, law, and church to which
they had long been accustomed. In particular he
looked to the seigneurs, though few in number,*" to lead
the populace to an acceptance of the new rule; and to
that end he chose them for his advisers in his difficult
task. On the other hand the Huguenot Maseres was
biassed by a fervid Protestantism and by his admira-
ton for British governmental machinery. He found
his natural associates among the few hundred English-
speaking subjects who were demanding English law
and an elective assembly and who were crying out
48 Ringsford, Hittory, of Canada, vl %, 191.

118 Maseres reckoned their number, including men, women, and children, at

one hundred. See Maseres, Occasional Essays, 161, On the feudal system

of Canada consult, Munro, T/e Seigniorial System of Canada,
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against the dangers of Roman Catholicism.” The
two men in their interpretations of the existing evils
and their conceptions of the best remedy typify the two
contemporary parties in Canada, the division of poli-
ticians in Great Britain, and the differences in the state-
ment of facts that are to be found in the histories of
the province of Quebec from that day to this.

The most complex question, which Morgann had
been sent to investigate, was that of the law. Hither-
to the learned jurists of Great Britain had spun their
finely woven speculations upon this subject with very
little knowledge of French law and with a total igno-
rance of Canadian practice. An agent of Shelburne
could do but one thing; he must discover what were
the existing conditions in order that a final determina-
tion might be reached. In this Morgann satisfied his
patron. He found, however, that the orders of the ad-
ministration had been anticipated and that Governor
Carleton had already instructed Francois-Joseph Cug-
net, one of the most eminent French lawyers in Canada,
to codify, with the assistance of others, the law and prac-
tice as they had existed under the old régime. Five
small volumes were the result. These were sent to Lon-
don in manuscript and were published there in 1772
and 1773 for the use of the administration.*
~ 420 Maseres did not believe that the province was ripe for an assembly,
but his general attitude was decidedly English. In a letter to Walker, May
27, 1768, he wrote: “Even now I could wish that Parliament would impose
some taxes here, rather than erect a House of Assembly, which I understand
is Lord Hillshorough's design, but which all fear here will increase the con-

fusion.! — British Museum, Additional Manuscripts, 35915, f. 280, See also
Maseres to Dartmouth, January 4, 1774, Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional
Documents, 340. For Maseres's disagreement from the opinion of Carleton
and Morgann see idem, 258 ff.

421 See the titles in the bibliography under “Abstract.” The volumes were
afterwards published in Quebec in 1775 See also Privy Council (Colonial],

Acts. vol. v, 98. On Carleton’s activity in this matter see his letter to the

T . e st
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Elaborate reports on the important phases of civil
and ecclesiastical affairs were also prepared. In these
Maseres, on account of his difference of opinion, was
unable to cooperate. ‘The first draft of the main re-
port on the government and law was written by Mor-
gann, revised by IHey, and rewritten from both by
Carleton.*® A report on the revenue and one on ec-
clesiastical affairs were prepared at the same time. All
these papers were carried to England by Morgann, who
travelled in company with Governor Carleton. The
ideas of these two men were to be of great influence on
the final decision concerning Quebec.

Lord Hillsborough upon receiving these reports
wrote to Carleton that they would pave the way for a
speedy decision, but the reverse was the case. The very
complete information with the conflicting recommen-
dations and petitions made the problem of the province
of Quebec only more perplexing and imposed on the
ministers such labor that they were slow to undertake
the burden of it.** All the papers were referred to the
attorney-general, solicitor-general, and the advocate-
general, all of whom in the course of time added lengthy
and learned documents to the large mass of written
pages on the subject already in existence.**

secretary of state, April 12, 1768, Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Decu-
ments, 208,

#22 The history of this report is contained in a letter from Morgann to
Shelburne, August 30, 1769, in Lansdowne Manuscripts, vol. lxvi, f. 81; but
neither this nor the other two reports on the revenue and ecclesiastical affairs
had been found, when Shortt and Doughty printed their Constitutional Docu-

ments [p. 258, foofnote 1]. Maseres's report written at the same time and

his ¢ m of the governor's report are printed in idem, 228, 258.
123 Since I am not writing primarily a history of Canada, I do not feel
myself obliged to analyse all the papers preceding the Quebec Act. Most of

these are printed in Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents. My pur-

pose here is to show the changing mental attitude of the ministry.
*“tAll are printed in Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documenis.
Attorney-general Thurlow's report is particularly good. Advocate-general

e - s e —
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William Knox, one of the under-secretaries of the
Colonial Department, whose information on the de-
velopment of the Canadian policy was very exact, wrote
as follows concerning the result of all this consulting
and reporting:

The reports of these learned gentlemen contained a great variety
of propositions; but, like the opinions of most learned gentle-
men, they were very different from each other. And thus it fell
out. that. after all the pains which had been taken to procure
the best and ablest advice, the ministers were in a great measure
left to act upon their own judgement.***

Lord Dartmouth had now replaced Hillsborough,
and it fell to his lot to press the work on the reform of
the Canadian conditions. At the same time the desire
to promote the imperial interests became strong in the
administration ; the Bedfordites and their allies, the fol-
lowers of Grenville, enjoyed less influence, while Lord
North, Lord Mansfield, Lord Apsley, the new lord
chancellor, and Lord Dartmouth played for a little
time the leading parts.*

The actual leader of this imperialistic group of the
ministry was the much maligned and cordially hated
Lord Mansfield, one of the greatest jurists who ever
presided over a British court. He was essentially Tory
in his instincts, that is to say, he favored increasing the
royal prerogative in order to promote efficiency of gov-
ernment, He was also of Tory, even of Jacobite, de-
\rmu\- Plan for a Code of Lazws (published in 1774) is a weighty argu-
ment.

425 The Justice and Policy of the Late Act of Parliament, etc., 19, After

reading many contemporary accounts and after examining many documents,
it is my opinion that Knox has come nearer to telling the truth about the
passage of the Quebec Act than anyone else,

w5 f=

428 Maseres to Dartmouth, August 26, 1773 in Shortt and Doughty, Consh
3 E F i3 E -

tutional Documents, 374, foetnote 3. After writing of Lord North's interest,
he savs: “Lord Mansfield has also lately declared an intention of reading

over all the papers relating to the province of Quebee, and using

deavours towards procuring a settlement of it.”
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scent, but had received baptism and a complete regen-
eration from the “evil associations” of his youth at the
hands of that prototype of Old Whiggism, the Duke
of Newcastle, who had gladly availed himself of Mans-
field’s abilities in debate to counteract the eloquence of
Pitt. So adroit was Manshfield in covering his polit-
ical tracks, that it is impossible to discern the exact
moment when he definitely left the ranks of the Old
Whigs to throw in his lot with the court faction. Prob-
ably long after he had done so, he still was summoned
as an adviser to attend the councils of his former asso-
ciates. By the time of the formation of the North min-
istry, there had ceased to be any doubt of his affilia-
tions ; he was now called to the cabinet, and it was com-
monly reported that he occupied a front seat in the
secret and select council of the king.**

In matters of government in so far as the prerogative
of the executive was concerned Lord Mansfield may be
regarded as a conservative of the most extreme type;
in all other matters he was a liberal. Two of his opin-
1ons must be mentioned in this connection because they
exercised a decisive influence on the affairs of Quebec.
Throughout his life he exhibited the greatest liberality
in matters of religion. In a speech in the House of
Lords, he said:

Conscience is not controllable by human laws, nor amenable to

%27 The Duke of Grafton narrates an incident which proves the common
report of Mansfield’s influence in the councils of the administration. After

recording the fact that Lord Dartmouth was the only minister with swhom he
had any intercourse, he writes: I recollect, that once calling on him in
at. James's Square, where a meditated joint address was to be settled that

morning in the Cabinet, he {Dartmouth) promised that he would offer my
amendments to them, with his own wishes that they might be admitted.

“His Lordship had scarce finished his words, when Lord Mansfield’s
chariot driving up to the door, Lord Dartmouth said, most seriously to me:
‘There, Duke of Grafton, is the man; who will prevent vour wished for al-

ns from taking place” The event accorded with D's apprehension.” —

srafton, Autobtography, 267.
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human tribunals. . . What bloodshed and confusion have
been occasioned from the reign of Henry IV, when the first
penal statutes were enacted, down to the revolution in this king-
dom, by laws made to force conscience! There is certainly
nothing more unreasonable, more inconsistent with the rights of
human nature, more contrary to the spirit and precepts of the
‘Christian religion, more iniquitous and unjust, more impolitic
than persecution. It is against natural religion, revealed re-
ligion, and sound policy.***
At the time of the Gordon riots in 1780, when his own
house was sacked, he had another opportunity to ex-
press his opinion on the subject:
My desire to disturb no man for conscience sake is pretty well
known, and I hope will be had in remembrance. I have no
leaning to Roman Catholics. Many of those who are supposed
to have directed the late mobs are not ignorant of my general
tolerating principles when the toleration of sectaries does not
portend danger to the state. I have shown equal favor to dis-
senters from the established Church of all denominations.
I was, and am, of the same opinion with respect to the Roman
Catholics; and, although I had no hand, directly, or indirectly,
in the law which has furnished a pretext for the late dangerous
insurrections, I shall ever be of opinion that they, in common
with the rest of his Majesty’s subjects, should be allowed every
possible indulgence consistent with the safety of the empire.**®
Noble sentiments these, to be held by a man who was
to influence the solution of the French-Canadian prob-
lem. He could give no support to the effort at conver-
sion proposed by the Grenville-Bedford plan and ac-
cepted by his former friends, the Old Whigs, nor would
he rest satisfied with the partial toleration considered
by Lord Shelburne.**
Another of the fundamental tenets of Lord Mans-
field’s belief was that law and law practices of each

"L'L'('n:nplm!]_ Lives of the {',‘.'IJ."ll",ir Justices, vol. iii, 417, 418,

420 __ Tdem, 435.

430 On Lord Mansfield’s influence on the form of the Quebec Act, see
Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 387, footnote 1.
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country had by a long process of evolution become fit-
ted to the genius and character of its people. For a
sovereign power to alter arbitrarily the customs of a
subject country was a dangerous and criminal proced-
ure. When he first learned in December, 1704, of
what had been accomplished in the province of Quebec
by the proclamation of 1763 and by Governor Murray’s
ordinance, he wrote immediately to George Grenville:
Is it possible that we have abolished their laws, and customs and
forms of judicature?—a thing never to be attempted or wished.
The history of the world don’t furnish an instance of so rash
i:rh] llI]le.‘;f an act h\ any l._‘UlHllIl'TUr ‘.'\'hﬂh‘“]l"\'f!‘.
His concern was very genuine and he added, “For
God’s sake learn the truth of the case, and think of a
speedy remedy.”** This belief of his extended even
to that typical institution of Anglo-Saxonism, trial by
jury. Fitted, as it was, to satisfy the social mind of the
people who developed it, yet the institution was so dis-
tinctly a product of its environment, so closely bound
up with the customs and mental attitude of a particular
people, that it could not be transplanted, without in-
flicting an injury, among a people of alien character and
customs. Late in life Lord Mansfield was asked his
opinion on the advisability of introducing into Scotland
trial by jury in certain specified civil actions. He an-
swered: “Great alterations in the course of the admin-
istration of justice ought to be sparingly made, and by
degrees, and rather by the court than by the legislature.
The partial introduction of trials by jury seems to me
big with infinite mischief, and will produce much liti-
gation.” ***
The imperialistic party in the ministry turned for
431 Grenville, Papers, vol. ii, 476.
432 Campbell, Lives of the Chief Justices, vol. iii, 462. The reasons for

this opinion are also quoted on the same page.
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advice to the men who were most familiar with the con-
ditions existing in Quebec. Governor Carleton, Chief
Justice Hey, and Mr. Morgann were all in London;
and the influence of these three men was exerted in fa-
vor of extending every possible advantage to the French
population. Maseres was also consulted, but his in-
fluence upon the final opinion of the ministry wasslight.
General Gage’s advice concerning the relation of the
Old Northwest to Canada proved very potent. Besides
these the law officers, Thurlow, Wedderburn, and Mar-
riott were called into conference at every stage in the
development of the bill.** The final form of the bill
that was introduced can not, therefore, be ascribed to
any one individual; it was the product of many minds.

The date when the work on the Quebec Bill was
earnestly begun can be determined. On August 4, 1773,
the lord chancellor sent to Lord Dartmouth the ac-
cumulated papers which “will, he believes, enable His
Lordship to form a plan of government for Canada.” ***
From that time until well into January the members of
the ministry kept steadily at work. The conflicts in the
advice offered in the papers drawn up by so many
learned men made the task a difficult and laborious one;
and finally those in charge of the bill found a recourse
in precedent.™ The conditions in Ireland and Min-
orca were carefully studied. In the former Roman
Catholics were oppressed, in the latter granted full

138 For the history of the Quebec Bill consult Shortt and Doughty, Con-
stitutional Documents, particularly the notes on pages 374-390 and the nu-
merous letters in the Dartimoutt Manuscripts, calendared in Historical Manu-
scripts Commission, Report, vol. xiv, Appendix x, vol. 2. Lord Hillsborough
was also consulted.

134 Calendar of Dartmouth manuscripts in idem, p. s62. The date may
be August 7 as the fizure is doubtful.

So says William Knox, Justice and Policy of the late Act of Parlia-

ment, 14,
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toleration. The Irish had not been reduced to docility
after generations of oppression, whereas the inhabitants
of Minorca had become by the employment of an op-
posite policy most loyal citizens.

[t was while the ministry was in a tolerant mood to-
wards the colonies and before the news of the Boston
Tea-party and of the acts of the other colonies in re-
gard to the shipment of tea reached England that the
ministry came to an agreement on the broad principles
which should guide them in drafting the Quebec bill.
Though the details were still to be worked out and the
phraseology of the bill was to offer many difficulties,
the toleration of religion, the establishment of French
law in part, the endowment of the council with legisla-
tive power, and the extension of the boundaries so as
to include the Illinois country had been determined up-
on by the North ministry before the occasion arose
for the consideration of the punishment of recalcitrant
Massachusetts. The Quebec Bill was in its essence,
therefore, the product of the period of imperialistic
thought and of kindly feeling toward the colonies.”™

130 That even its framers came to think that it would exercise a certain
amount of restraint on the colonies does not contradict the above statement,
provided the principles of the bill were fixed before the end of January, 1774
In a letter from Dartmouth, December 1, 1773, there was a distinct promise
of religious toleration and the extension of the boundaries. See Shortt and
Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 339. William Hey discussed the ques-
tion of the law proposed in a draft of the Quebec Bill on January 23, 1774
See Dartmouth Manuscripts. From his discussion it is evident that there was
an earlier draft similar in character to what is named “second draft” (dated
March 2) in Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 377. At that
time, therefore, the bill contained a clause creating a legislative council and
others authorizing French law in civil cases and partially in criminal cases.
The English law was to be followed only in exceptional cases. (The draft
called by Shortt and Doughty the first draft [idem, 376] probably dates from
1766, when such a measure was in contemplation.) Lord Shelburne also wrote
of a draft of the bill as in existence on February 27. See Pitt, Correspond-

ence, vol. iv, 1329. There is good negative evidence. After the news of the

Boston Tea Party was received till after March 2z, when the second draft was




iy —=

236 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

Before the bill was ready to be introduced into Par-
liament a new period in American history had begun.
The defiance of the colonies in refusing the tea threw
the political circles of Great Britain into the wildest
excitement, and retaliation was demanded from all
sides. The Rockingham Whigs were divided in opin-
ion, some being in favor of supporting the harshest acts
of reprisal.™ Chatham and Shelburne seem to have
kept their heads, but not so their followers. Colonel
Barré asserted in Parliament: “If the Bostonians were
so guilty as they had been represented, we ought to
make war on them; there could be no middle mea-
sures.”** General Conway said: ‘“The Parliament
ought to assert its rights; and he saw the necessity of
subordination; our salvation depended on it.”**

In the crisis which had arisen it was natural that the
Bedfordites and Grenvillites should take the lead in the
administration. They had been always in favor of the
severest measures for America. The excitement was
so great that the benevolent and vacillating North and
the mild Dartmouth felt constrained to fall into line,
and they were present in all the cabinet meetings at
which the bills against Massachusetts were framed.
Still keen-sighted observers noticed that there was a

ready, the administration gave its whole attention to the crisis in Massachu-
setts. Meetings of the cabinet were held on January 29, February 4, 5, 16,
19, 28, and March 1, minutes of which are preserved in the Dartmouth Man-
uscripts. At none of these meetings were the problems of the province of
Quebec discussed, nor did the members of the cabinet have time to evolve the
principles they were to embody in the Quebee Bill. That the bill was ready
to introduce into Parliament at this session must have been due to the fact
that the general principles had been agreed upon before the last of January.

437 Manchester to Rockingham, April 2o, 1774; Rockingham to Manchester,
same date, in Albemarle, Rockingham Memoirs, vol. i, 242-245. See also
Walpole, Last Journals, vol. i, 314.

4

"—1Idem, 313. For Chatham’s and Shelburne’s apinion see, Pitt, Car-

rest nee, vol. i' j22 ."i; ]"il?m;lurji.'l.'_ f‘,e u,l' .‘:r’h'ﬂlf!!un.'r', ‘.l"r{_F.l.'-.-‘..'r.

alpole, Last Journals, vaol. i, 113.
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lack of unity in the councils of the administration,
Lord Shelburne remarked this and recorded:

The remarkable features of the day were the notorious division

among the ministry, which was very near avowed, some calling

what passed in Boston commotion, others open rebellion, a more
than disregard to Lord Dartmouth, and somewhat of the same
sort towards Lord North,**°

[t was during the consideration of these punitive mea-
sures that the administration put the finishing touches
on the Quebec Bill and introduced it into Parliament
on May 2, so that it is not strange that contemporaries
identified it with the coercive measures of adminis-
tration and that this view has been shared by later
historians.**

The main purpose of the Quebec Bill was the allevia-
tion of the wrongs of the alien population of the North;
but it was at the same time the vehicle for the promul-
gation of a new western policy. The extension of the
boundaries of the province of Quebec so as to include
the Old Northwest was the last effort of the mother
country to throw the protection of the imperial power
over at least a part of the Mississippi Valley in order
to prevent the disorders of the region.

To the ministers these disorders had always appeared
very real, for the most unfavorable descriptions of fron-
tier society were being constantly sent to the govern-
ment by both colonial and English writers.** From
the beginning of their administration of Indian affairs

'4"-_555311mm to Chatham, April &, 1774; Pitt, Correspendence, vol. iv,
339; also in Fitzmaurice, Life of Shelburne, vol. i, 478.

441 My, Coffin in his learned study, The Province of Quebec and the early
American Rewolution, has completely refuted this interpretation of it.

42 For a typical example see Charles Smith to Dartmouth, March, 1773,
in Dartmouth Manuscripts. Smith made periodic business trips to America,
He called the frontier people “banditti” and “murderers.” He laid great

stress on the fact that the Irish, who had been members of the various rebel-
lious organizations of their own country, were taking refuge in the hinterland.
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Sir William Johnson and John Stuart had reported to
their superiors that the fur traders were sprung from
the lowest classes, were men of unscrupulous character,
and were accustomed to practice the lowest and mean-
est tricks on the Indians. When the question of west-
ern settlement became a vital issue, the descriptions of
the pioneers were drawn in the most lurid hues, which
seemed to be justified by the accounts of actual occur-
rences, such as the murders committed in western Penn-
sylvania by the “Paxton Boys” and the outrages re-
ported from the back countries of Virginia and North
Carolina. Itis well known that many families of sober
and earnest character were seeking homes in the West,
but the news of their quiet behavior was not reported
in London.

The picture of the colonial frontier as thus drawn
could be duplicated in the literature of any period of
western settlement while the frontier line was being
pushed across the Mississippi Valley and over the Rock-
1es to the Pacific coast. The vanguard in the winning
of the West has been composed of men of hardy nature
with few social graces; and observers coming from bet-
ter surroundings have frequently identified the external
ugliness with the inward reality, and being impressed
only with the presence of the gambler, the escaped con-
vict, and ““‘gunmen” have been prone to label the com-
munity a company of ‘“banditti.” If this idea of the
character of the advancing frontier population has been
generally accepted and contemporaries have been
always ready to denounce the faults of these forerun-
ners of organized society, it is not strange that those
ministers who were among the first to receive informa-
tion concerning the phcnnmuu were frightened at the
conditions and hesitated to promote the increase of
a population so completely given over to lawlessness.
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Even the men of better education and circumstances
seemed to the ministers to forget their duty so soon as
they passed outside of the bounds of civilization. The
news of William Murray’s illegal purchase of land in
the Illinois country appeared to be only too typical an
example of western happenings. The Indian boun-
dary line had been established by the empire to pre-
vent the westward march of settlements, but here was a
land company preparing to plant a colony in the midst
of the Indian hunting-grounds. This news, which
reached England during the last days of November,
1773, was in the eyes of the ministry portentous.**® It
was the last sign needed to prove the complete failure
of the policy of 1768. The reign of law was not being
maintained any more successfully in the far West than
in the upper Ohio Valley. Little could be accom-
plished under the existing conditions, but orders were
immediately sent to General Haldimand to do all in
his power to prevent the carrying out of the designs of
the speculators,

With Murray’s act still in mind it was not ~‘urpri<—
ing that the ministers should decide that the solut ion of
the perplexing problem of the Illinois country could
best be solved by placing it directly under the govern-
ment of Quebec, as had been suggested to the Board of
Trade by Lord Egremont in 1763. This proposal un-
questionably received the support of General Gage,
who had desired for some time to see a simple form of
civil government provided for the F rench village, but
who must have realized that his earlier plan was in-
advisable, because it failed to supply an oversight of the
local administration. An inspired defender of the Que-

43 Haldimand to Gage. October ¢; Gage to Haldimand, November 28,
1773, British Museum, Additional Manuscr ipts, 21,665, ff. 176, 180; Haldi-

mand to Dartmouth, October 6; Dartmouth to Haldimand, December I,

1773, tdem, 21,605, . 38, 46,
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bec Act wrote, after describing the ills suffered by the
French in these distant villages:

In this situation and under these circumstances what better can
be done than to annex this country to Quebec, and subject the
whole to the jurisdiction of that colony, to which the only lawful
settlers in it were originally subject, and whose language, man-
ners, inclination and religion, are the same—a colony, that
under the provision of this bill, will have authority competent
to every object that requires regulation and reform, both in re-
spect to Indian Affairs, and the care and concern of the sub-
ordinate districts,***

The government intended under the Quebec Act for
these outlying districts was later provided in the in-
structions to Governor Carleton, dated January 3, 1775.
A lieutenant-governor or superintendent was to be ap-
pointed for each of the communities in the Illinois,
Vincennes, and Detroit.**® For the administration of
the law the following provisions were made:

That besides the foregoing courts of criminal and civil jurisdic-

tion for the province at large, there be also an inferior court of

criminal and civil jurisdiction in each of the districts of the Illi-

nois, St. Vincennes, Detroit, Missilimackinac, and Gaspée, by

the names of the court of king's bench for such district to be
held at such times as shall be thought most convenient, with au-

thority to hear and determine in all matters of criminal nature

according to the laws of England and the laws of the province
hereafter to be made and passed ; and in all civil matters accord-
ing to the rules prescribed by the aforesaid act of Parliament,
Over each of the courts there was to preside a judge
who should be a natural born subject and a Canadian
assistant whose powers were limited to the giving of ad-
vice. From these district courts an appeal might be
Hhdn Appeal to the Public, stating and considering the Qbjections to the
Queber Bill. (London, 1774), p. s0.
5 These were all appointed. The outbreak of war prevented the officer
appointed for Yincennes from remaining long at his post and the one for the
Illinois country from going to his.
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taken to the governor and council, and thence in cases
of greater moment to the king in council.*™

The ministry realized that the extension of French
law to the Old Northwest would be a deterrent to set-
tlement by the English speaking colonists. Such at-
tempts as that of William Murray and his associates, it
was hoped, would be prevented by the existence of an
alien law. Lord Dartmouth used this very argument
in defending the bill.*" Solicitor-general Wedder-
burn in speaking on the bill said:

[ think one great advantage of the extension of the territory is

this, that they [the English colonists] will have little tempta-

tion to stretch themselves northward. I would not say, “cross

empire.” 1 would say, “this is the border beyond which for

the advantage of the whole empire, you shall not extend your-

selves.” It is a regular government; and that government will
have authority to make enquiry into the views of native adven-
turers.**

A third weighty reason for the extension of the boun-
daries was the regulation of the fur trade. The failure
of the colonies to agree upon some form of general ad-
ministration of the Indian trade had resulted in the de-
velopment of intolerable conditions in the region west
of the mountains. Both Lord Hillsborough and Lord
Dartmouth, after studying the problem, had reached
the conclusion that the only method of correcting the
existing evils was by an act of Parliament. The Que-
bec Bill offered the means. The Old Northwest pro-
duced the finest furs in abundance. By placing this
territory under such a government as was provided for

0 Shortt and l)unght_&', Constitutional Documents, 423, 428, 432.

147 Dartmouth to Hillsborough, May 1, 1774, In 7
48 Cavendish, Debates in the House of Commens in the year, I774, elc,
s8. For a similar thought, see Knox, The Justice and Policy of the Late Act

m, 390.

of Parliament, 43.
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Quebec the necessary regulations could be made. Wil-
liam Knox in his defense of the act stated directly that
such was the purpose of those who were responsible for
the measure. He pointed out that the original pur-
pose of the framers of the proclamation of 1763 had
been to govern the West and to control the fur trade
by an imperial plan, such as was actually formulated by
the Grenville-Bedford ministry; that the outcry against
the Stamp Act had prevented the introduction of the
plan; and “That was the reason that so large a part of
the ceded territories in America was left without gov-
ernment, and that the new province of Quebec con-
tained so small a portion of antient Canada.” The
region between the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers was
now placed in the Canadian province “with the avowed
purpose of excluding all further settlement therein, and
for the establishment of uniform regulations for the
Indian trade.” ***

The question of preserving the fur trade was be-
coming more and more a vital issue. Every extension
of settlement meant the loss of fur-producing country.
The threat of settlements in the Illinois country might
well disturb the fur traders, who had always been ready
with arguments against every proposed colony. The
Canadian furs were now being marketed by British
firms whose influence was thrown on the side of more
extensive boundaries for the province of Quebec. On
December 31, 1773, their correspondents in Canada as-
serted that “If the Province is not restored to its antient
limits and the parts which have been dismembered from
it reunited to that government to which nature points
they should belong, and all be put under some salutary
and well judged regulations; the morals of the In-

M0 Justice and Policy of the late Act of Parliament, 39-43.
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dians will be debauched, and the fur-trade as well as
the winter seal fishery forever lost not only to this prov-
ince but to Great Britain, as neither can be carried on
to advantage but by the inhabitants of Canada.”*”
The Scotch had been particularly aggressive in Canada
and already were beginning to engross the trade, and
in all probability the interests of the oversea brethren
had, as it certainly did a few years later, an influence
upon the Scotch members of Parliament, whose sup-
port was always so very necessary to the ministry.

The peltry trade was discussed in paragraph thirty-
two of the instructions sent to Governor Carleton. The
governor was informed that the trade should be free to
all British subjects provided licenses were obtained
from any of the governors ‘“‘under penalties to observe
such regulations, as shall be made by our legislature of
Quebec for that purpose.” For his guidance there was
sent to Governor Carleton a copy of the Grenville-Bed-
ford plan for the organization of the trade, which, he
was instructed, should serve him “As a guide in a va-
riety of cases, in which it may be necessary to make pro-
vision by law for that important branch of the Amer-
ican commerce.”** Thus there was a return to the
former plan of imperializing at least a part of the West.
Trading posts were to be established, tariffs fixed, and
the sale of spirituous liquors regulated by imperial of-
ficers under orders from the government of Canada.

The extension of the boundaries of Quebec was one
of the points against which the opposition made the
stoutest objections.*”* When Lord Camden introduced

50 Shortt and Doughty, Coenstitutional Documents, 351. See footnote 3
an P. 350,

01— Jdem, 428.

452 See Cavendish, Debafes of the House of Commens in the year I774,
PP. 4, 17, 41, and many other places.
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in 1775 his bill to repeal the act, this feature was par-

ticularly marked out for criticism. In his speech he

said:
That by drawing the limits of that province [Quebec] close
along the interior settlements of all the old English colonies, so
as to prevent their further progress, an eternal barrier was in-
tended to be placed, like the Chinese wall, against the further
extension of civil liberty and the Protestant religion.*®®

In the same debate Lord Shelburne declared in the fol-

lowing strong terms his disapproval of this policy:
The peltry, or skin trade, my lords, is a matter which I presume
to affirm is of the last importance to the trade and commerce of
the colonies and this country. The regulation of this business
has cost his Majesty's ministers more time and trouble than any
one matter I know of. The noble earl (of Hillsborough) it is
true, differed from me among others of his Majesty's servants,
on the regulating the trade with the Indians; but it was never
so much as dreamt of, that the whole skin trade, from Hudson's
Bay to the forks of the Mississippi should be at once taken from
the several American colonies, and transferred to the French

Canadians; or, which is substantially the same thing, that by a
roval instruction the sole direction ef it should be vested in the

governor of Quebec. For I will be bold to contend, whatever

colourable construction may be put on it, it will operate as a

complete exclusion and total monopoly, so far as the Protestant

British colonies can possibly be interested.?%

The arrangements for the West in the Quebec Act
are of particular interest to this study and have for that
reason been discussed at length. The provisions for
the province itself have already been indicated and
may, therefore, be passed over lightly at this time. Fol-
lowing the plan of the Grenville-Bedford ministry and
that of Rockingham, the government was placed in the
control of a governor and a legislative council. The
question of the law caused the greatest difficulty to the

:

W Parliamentary History, vol. xviii, 631.
634 — I'dom, 673,
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ministers. Several methods of combining the English

and French law were considered, but finally a sugges-

tion to establish the English criminal and French civil 5
law, which was made by William Hey, chief justice for 1
the province, was adopted.*® The amalgamation of . ’
these was left to the legislative council. No provision

was made for the trial by jury in civil cases, a fact over | ‘ :
which the opposition raised a great outcry, but which
was completely in accord with the principles of Lord ]
Mansfield, whose influence in the questions of law and {1
religion for Quebec were of decisive weight.

The religious toleration granted by the Quebec Act
went far beyond what had been proposed by previous !
administrations. It was complete. In bringing this |
about there can be little question about the influence of
the liberal Mansfield, but he received the stanchest sup- |
port from North and Wedderburn. The tithes and e !
dues which had previously been paid by the French-
Canadian Catholics were interpreted as property in ac-
cordance with the opinion delivered in January, 1768, _ { 1]
by the law officers of the Grafton ministry, and they
were restored to the church.*® It was quite natural |

"
B ——

that the clauses granting toleration received the severest f
criticism from the opposition; anti-Romanism was [

still a popular platform in Great Britain and the
colonies. A few opponents, however, such as Burke,
had the grace to accept the broad sighted view advanced
by the administration.

i
1

The Quebec Bill throughout its course in Parliament It
met with the most acrimonious criticism by the opposi- '
tion, reduced now to the Old Whigs and the few faith- -

156 Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Documents, 377, footnote 1. See n
Hey to Lord Chancellor, January 25, 1774, in Dartmouth Manuscripis in | ]
which the whole question of the law is very ably discussed. i

Privy Council (Colonial), dets, vol. vi, 156. : I
?
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ful Pittites. Though one of these groups had formed
a plan for the colony not so very different in its prin-
ciples from this one, yet the voice of faction, which had
been somewhat subdued in the discussion of the coercive
measures for Massachusetts, must find a vent. On ac-
count of the violence of the attack and of the identity of
the act with the offensive measures passed at the same
time, the Quebec Act has been most frequently misun-
derstood ; and its benign purposes have been completely
perverted by successive historians who have drawn their
inspiration from the sources of Old Whig and Amer-
ican revolutionary thought. When the bill was re-
turned with amendments to the House of Lords, the
Earl of Chatham *” gave expression to the opinion that
prevailed among the opposition on both sides of the
Atlantic and has found its way too frequently into the
pages of history. “He said it would involve a great
country in a thousand difficulties, and in the worst of
despotisms, and put the whole people under arbitrary
power; that it was a most cruel, oppressive, and odious
measure, tearing up justice and every good principle by
the roots,”” When he came to a discussion of that part
of the bill tolerating the Roman Catholic religion, he
“‘called the bill a child of inordinate power.” “He
pathetically expressed his fears that it might shake the
affections and confidence of his Majesty’s Protestant
subjects in England and Ireland; and finally lose the
hearts of all his Majesty's American subjects.” *** The
bill passed the House of Lords on June 17, and five days
later the king with a greater sense of justice than was

457 Tt must be remembered that Whig and American historians have iden-
tified Chatham, particularly in the later years of his life, with the Old Whigs,
with whom he refused to act in 1765, and whose principles he generally
opposed.

458 Parliamentary History, vol. xvii, 1402-1404.
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exhibited by Chatham, gave his consent in these words:
“The very peculiar circumstances of embarrassement
in which the province of Quebec was involved, had
rendered the proper adjustment and regulation of the
government thereof, a matter of no small difficulty.
The bill which you prepared for that purpose, and to
which I have now given my assent, is founded on the
clearest principles of justice and humanity; and will, I
doubt not, have the best effect in quieting the minds and
promoting the happiness of my Canadian subjects.”
In the Quebec Act, Parliament had endorsed the
erection, for a time at least, of an Indian reservation 1n
the Old Northwest. Whether, in the mind of the min-
istry, the necessary sequel of this new western policy
was the abandonment of the Indian boundary line south
of the Ohio and the opening to settlement of the Old
Southwest is a question on which contemporary evi-
dence is provokingly meagre. Still there are indica-
tions that the prevailing opinion of the value of south-
ern colonies would have overcome, in the end, all oppo-
sition to a limited western movement to the southward.
Here along the Ohio and down the Mississippi the
American settlers were seeking new homes, and it was
recognized in the mother country that no imperial pro-
hibition could dam the stream of immigration.™
During the very days when the ministers were con-
sidering the form of the Quebec Bill, the Privy Council
directed the attorney-general and solicitor-general to
prepare the grant of land to the Grand Ohio Company.*”
158 Parliamentary History, vol. xvii, 1407.
450 William Knox asserted in his defense of the Quebec Act that the min-
istry had been obliged by the immigration of settlers into the Old Southwest
to determine on the establishment of a colonial government there. Justice

and Policy of the Late Act of Parliament, 2.

461 This was on October 28, 1773.

.”
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Although the turmoil that followed the news of the re-
fusal by the colonies to receive the tea caused a delay
in the proceedings, Wharton continued to keep his fin-
ger on the ministerial pulse and, when the excitement
subsided, prepared another memorial on the subject,**
This memorial was received by the Privy Council on
August 12, and was referred to a committee, composed
of the most important members of the administration,
which recommended that the king comply with the
prayer of the petitioners.*” Here the matter rested.
The promoters of the Ohio colony soon betook them-
selves to Philadelphia and preferred their petitions in
the lobbies of the Continental Congress. The destinies
of the West were no longer to be determined by the
ministers who sat at Westminster.

Historical events are so complex in their nature that
they elude all adequate explanation. Still the specula-
tive mind finds delight in the search for fundamental
motives of human action and may demand a more pre-
cise definition of the Quebec Act in terms of political
philosophy. A satisfying interpretation of it is sug-
gested by recalling to mind the dilemma which con-
fronted the men who were obliged to make the choice
between Canada and Guadaloupe. When they settled
the terms of the treaty of 1763, they defied a public

402 ‘This was privately printed as The Memorial of the Honourable Thomas
Walpole in belealf of himself, ete.  Only one copy of this is in existence so far
as I know. This one has been attached, to supply the place of “Appendix ii"
to a copy of Facts and Observations, published by Wharton in the spring of
1775. Only one copy of this latter pamphlet has been preserved and is now
in the John Carter Brown Library of Providence, Rhode Island.

463 The action of the Privy Council may be found in Privy Council (Co-
lonial), Aets, vol. v, 210. The only statement of the recommendation of the
committee is in Facts and Observations, 14. The members of the committee
are given as, Lord President, Archbishop of Canterbury, Duke of Grafton,
Duke of Queensbury, Lord North, Earl of Rochford, Earl of Suffolk, Earl of
Sandwich, Earl of Marchmont, Lord Viscount Falmouth, Richard Righy.
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opinion which clung to the older colonial theory and
considered the northern colonies as of little value to
the empire; in their act a more modern theory of col-
onies and a more enlightened statesmanship triumphed.
Viewing the western issue in 1774 simply as a recrudes-
cence of the Canada-Guadaloupe dilemma, the exclu-
sion of settlement from the Old Northwest was a re-
version to the older colonial theory. Yet so many
political and social forces brought about the extension
of the boundaries of Quebec to the Mississippi that dog-
matic statements about fundamental principles are to
be avoided as dangerous.

There have now been passed in review the various
attempts made by the successive British ministries to
solve the problem of the West, and it is most evident
that there was in their acts little consistency. With
changing administrations composed of warring factions
no agreement on a well-rounded policy was possible,
and the constantly shifting conditions of the West found
the British mind unprepared to make a rapid read-
justment as the reports of events followed each other
in an ever varying succession. The resulting decisions
reached in the cabinet were only compromises formed
in the expectation of satisfying temporary needs ; where-
as political and economic forces prevented the introduc-
tion of any one of the three consistent policies which
were proposed.

The idea of imperial control of the West as con-
ceived by the Grenville-Bedford ministry broke down
before the storm aroused by the attempt to tax the colo-
nists for the necessary funds. The Old Whigs won pop-
ular approval by repealing the Stamp Act, but they
eliminated thereby the possibility of working out an
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effective imperial policy of their own. Economy nec-
essarily became their maxim. Lord Barrington’s plan
for the prohibition of western settlement was the logical
consequence, and for many years it formed the platform
of the majority of conservative-minded politicians. In-
fluenced by the noble ideals of the Chatham ministry,
Lord Shelburne conscientiously studied the problem of
the West and presented a solution which might have
won the hearts of the colonists for the mother country.
There followed, however, the dramatic struggle in Par-
liament and cabinet between the advocates and oppo-
nents of expansion. The result was a compromise: the
futile Townshend taxes and Shelburne’s broad-gauged
imperial plan were both approved. Changes in the
cabinet thwarted the latter, but left the irritating taxes
in force. Lord Hillsborough's plan of 1768, another
compromise, satisfied no one and proved inadequate
to withstand the westward pressure of pioneers and
speculators. Lord North’s bold measure, the Quebec
Act, was the last effort of British politicians to organize
the territory acquired by the Treaty of Paris. Tt failed.
British muddling in the West was doomed. By 1774
the colonists of the eastern seacoast, incensed by the in-
competence and shortsightedness of imperial cabinets,
were already preparing to assert themselves. Thus
there culminated at the same time two series of events,
one eastern and one western, which had for years run
parallel, so closely interwoven that any attempt to un-
derstand the one without a knowledge of the other must
inevitably fail. If historians would interpret rightly
the causes of the American Revolution and the birth of
the new nation, they must not let their vision be cir-
cumscribed by the sequence of events in the East. Rath-
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er let their eyes seek the wider horizon that will bring
also within their view the occurrences beyond the moun-
tains, where the British ministers experimented in im-
perialism and sought a basis for their future colonial
policy in the administration of the West.







SPECIAL BIBLIOGRAPHY
THE PAMPHLET WARFARE, 1759-1763 44

Historians have frequently noted the growth of the
power of public opinion during the eighteenth century
and have seen in this the beginning of our modern era
with its omnipotent public press which has been called
into being by the popular demand for an open discus-
sion of the questions of the day. The following bib-
liography is an early example of this power in politics.
Here we have an issue discussed by men of varying
political faith in order that the public may be informed
of the policies that are advocated; and the pamphlets
followed each other with sufficient rapidity (more than
one a month) to serve the same purpose as our modern
newspapers.

The issue turned upon the cessions in America to be
demanded from France at the close of the Seven Years'

464 This bibliography has a long history. In 1gr11, at the meeting of the
American Historical Association, Professor W. L. Grant of Queen’s Univer-
sity read an interesting paper entitled “Canada versus Guadaloupe, an Epi-
sode of the Seven Years War” (published in American Historical Rewviea,
vol. xvii, 735). Since I had worked over the problem from a different view-
point, it was natural that we should compare notes, the result of which was
the beginning of the following bibliography which it was proposed to publish
in the New York Nation; but after having it set up in print, the editor of
that periodical wisely decided that the list was not adapted to his purposes
Soon afterwards Dr. George Parker Winship of the Carter Brown Library
became interested in the subject and gave his aid to the bibliography. The
Carter Brown Library has made a special effort since that time to collect the
iterns here noted and has succeeded in adding many titles to the original list.
I have had also the assistance of a class of graduate students who have found
the titles of many pamphlets and have established the chronology of the bib-
liography.
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War. There were three cessions that were advocated,
but individual writers generally placed their seal of ap-
proval on two, and there were a goodly number who
demanded that France pay for her defeat by ceding all
her American territories. The influence of traditional
policies and party politics are very conspicuous in the
discussion and require a word of explanation.

Those, who clung to the old colonial principles and
believed that the only value of colonies consisted in fur-
nishing products that could not be produced in the
mother country, were in favor of keeping the conquered
islands of the West Indies, and Guadaloupe in particu-
lar became the pet of this class of political writers.
Naturally the advocates of this cession belonged to the
old stand-pat politicians who had been trained in the
school of Robert Walpole. Their principal writer was
William Burke already a follower of the Old Whig
faction led by the Duke of Newcastle.

Most violently opposed to these were the advocates
for the cession of Canada. They argued that colonies
were most useful as consumers of the manufactured
products of the mother country, and that, therefore, every
effort should be made to promote the growth of colonial
population, which could best be fostered by removing
the danger of French invasion from Canada and by se-
curing sufficient territory west of the mountains for the
spread of population. The most interesting pamphlet
advancing these arguments is number 15 by Benjamin
Franklin and Richard Jackson. Some of the supporters
of this policy were found among the followers of Wil-
liam Pitt, but the most earnest advocates of a broad
gauged western policy were the members of the court
faction headed by the Earl of Bute, and it was within
this faction that Franklin found his best friends. At




T

two] IN BRITISH POLITICS 255

the time of the treaty of peace the arguments in sup-
port of the Canadian cession by the king’s support-
ers became more emphatic and every possible advan-
tage of the cession was advanced in the debates in Par-
liament. In number 51 [Reflections on the Terms of
Peace] a ministerial writer sings a peon of praise over
the western conquests and pictures the future prosperity
of the country when the valley of the Mississippi River
will be covered with great cities,

Writers have taken it for granted that the issue raised
in this pamphlet warfare was concerned only with
Canada and the West Indies, but such was by no means
the case. Many of the writers saw clearly that the con-
tinuance of the French dominion in Louisiana, par-
ticularly east of the Mississippi, was an even greater
danger to colonial expansion than their possession of
Canada. Many of the authors of pamphlets in this list
set forth this view and argued with great earnestness for
the cession of all or part of Louisiana. ‘That their ar-
guments expressed the opinion of administration is
proved by the final treaty of peace wherein the western
boundary was established at the Mississippi River.

Abbreviations are used to indicate the preference of
writers concerning the territory, and in what libraries
copies of the pamphlets may be found:*”

Can. Favors Canada W.I. Favors West Indian
La. Favors Louisiana Islands, generally
Guadaloupe

405 In a number of cases it has not been possible for me to examine a copy
of the pamphlet, but the requisite information has been obtained from either
Professor Grant or Doctor Winship. Where this has not been the case, the
annotation is “Not seen.” All pamphlets discussing the peace but not the
American cessions have been omitted, and their number is larger than that
of this list. In the case of those “Not seen” there are reasons, sometimes very

slight, that they should be included.
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A. Boston Athenzum J.  John Carter Brown

07 Library of Congress Library

D. Canadian Archives M. British Museum

H. Harvard College U. University of Illi-
Library nois

-

CoNSIDERATIONS on the importance of Canada, and the bay and
river of 8t. Lawrence; and of the American fisheries dependant
on the islands of Cape Breton, St. John's, New-Foundland.
and the seas adjacent, addressed to the Right Hon. William
Pitt (London, printed for W. Owen, near Temple-Bar [Oct.],
1759),'%% 23 pp. Can,; H.J.

2. LErrER addressed to two great men, " on the prospect of peace:
and on the terms necessary to be insisted upon in the negocia-
tion (London, printed for A. Millar, in the Strand [Dec.]
1759; ** 2d ed., corrected, 1760), 56 pp.; (also Boston, 1760).
Author, John Douglas.*® Can.; A.D.H.J.U.

3. PraN for establishing a general peace upon honourable terms to

Great Britain, by Mr. Brecknock (London, printed for R,

Baldwin, at the Rose in Pater-noster Row [Dec.], 1759), 50

pp- Can.; H.J.

4. REasoxs for a general peace, addressed to the legislature, by a

private gentleman (London, printed for G. Kearsley, at the
Golden Lion in Ludgate-Street [Dec.], 1759), 21 pp. W.L,
L:a., part of Can.; J.

5. REMARKS on the Letter address’d to two great men, in a letter
to the author of that piece (London, printed for R. and Ja

I'he month of publication has been obtained from the monthly lists of
publications in the Gentleman's Magazine and similar periodicals.

457 Sometimes the names of the two “great men” are incorrectly given.
They were William Pitt and the Duke of Newcastle.

'98 This is the pamphlet which started the warfare, yet it should be noted
that no. 1 was printed two months earlier and also that a discussion of the
question had been waged in the periodicals for some time. Professor Grant

in his article [American kistorieal Review, vol. xvii, 735] gives the date of this
pamphlet as January, 1760, and Mr. Beer [British colomial Policy, F754-1705,
142] contents himself with an indefinite 1760,

‘% The authors indicated are the best guesses T can make. Frequently,
as in this case, there is no doubt about the 5-!1_-:a[i1)' of the writer., In a few

cases the pamphlets were not printed anonymously,
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Dodsley in Pall-Mall [Jan.] 1760, 64 pp.; 2d ed., 1760; 3d
ed., corrected, 1760), 72 pp. Author, William Burke [ ?].47°
W.L; A.C.H.J.U.

6. ANSWER to the Letter to two great men, containing remarks and
observations on that piece, and vindicating the character of a
noble lord from inactivity (London, printed for A. Henderson
in Westminster Hall [ Jan. or Feb.], 1760), 22 pp. All con-
quests; A.J.M.

7. ExaMINATION of the Remarks on the Letter address'd to two

4
great men (Londen [Jan. or Feb.], 1760; 2d ed., Boston,
1760). W.L.; A.

8. LETTER from a gentleman in the country to his friend in town,

on his perusal of a pamphlet addressed to two great men ( Lon-
don, printed for R. Davis, the corner of Sackville-Street, Pic-
cadilly [Jan. or Feb.], 1760), 20 pp. W.L.; M.]J.

9. LETTER to the great man, occasioned by the Letter to two great
men, in which many of that writer's absurdities, inconsistencies,
and contradictions are detected, and the fatal tendency of his
propositions exposed. By a citizen of London, a disciple of Sid-
ney and Locke (London, printed for W, Bristow, next the
Great Toy-Shop in St. Paul’s Church-yard; and to be had at
all the pamphlet shops in London and Westminster [ Jan. or
Feb.], 1760). W.L; J.

10. REasons why the approaching treaty of peace should be debated
in Parliament: in a letter addressed to a great man: and occa-
sioned by the perusal of a Letter addressed to two great men.
By Owen Ruffhead (London [published by Griffiths, Feb.],
1760). Not seen. M.].

11. REAsons for not restoring Guadaloupe at a peace (London,
printed for S. Williams, on Ludgate-Hill [Feb.], 1760). All
conquests. Seen but uncertain where.

12. REmarks on Reasons why the approaching treaty of peace should
be debated in Parliament (London [published by Cowper,
I"L'l‘l.-|. I}‘nt’))_ Not seen.

47 This has been also ascribed to the pen of Charles Townshend, but I

have found no evidence to prove his authorship. At the time he was a

partisan of Lord Bute. I have not found any decisive proof that William

Burke wrote it, except that the views expressed are in keeping with his atti-

tude and that of his associates towards western colonies. Also he has been

ally regarded as the author. See Dictionary of national Biography, art.
illiam Burke.”
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13. UNANSWERABLE ARGUMENTS against a peace (London [pub-
lished by Burd, Feb.], 1760). Not seen.
14. THoUGHTS on the present war and future peace ; where in our

present measures and alliances, are candidly considered. By

|54 a country gentleman (London, printed for M. Cooper in
Pater-noster Row [March], 1760), 42 pp. Can.; J.

j ' 15. INTEREST of Great Britain considered with regard to her col-

onies, and the acquisitions of Canada and Guadaloupe. To
\ i which is added, observation concerning the increase of man-
| kind, peopling of countries, etc. (London, printed for T.
Becket, at Tully’s Head, near Surry-Street, in the Strand
| [April or May], 1760), 58 pp.; 2d ed. (Boston, 1760; Phila-
! delphia, 1760; Dublin, 1760; London, 1761). Authors, Ben-
Tl jamin Franklin and Richard Jackson.** Can.; A.C.D.H.].M.
16. (GENERAL REFLECTIONS occasioned by the Letter addressed to
two great men, and the Remarks on that Letter (London,
printed for E. Dilly, at the Rose and Crown, in the Poultry,
_ and W. Owen at Homer's-Head, Temple-bar [ May], 1760),
\ 23 pp. No preference; J.
17. CoNSIDERATIONS on the present German War (London, printed
! for John Wilkie, at the Bible, in St. Paul's Church-Yard
[Nov. 15 47%], 1760), 137 pp.; 2d ed. (1760), 144 pp.; 3d ed.
(1760) ; and others. Author, Israel Mauduit. Can., W.1.;
A.C.H.J.M.
18. Copy of a letter from a gentleman in Guadaloupe to his friend
in London (London [privately printed], 1760), 15 pp. Can.; J.
19. LErTer on the prospect of peace in Canada, and at Louisberg,
and on the terms of negotiation (1760). Seen, but no notes.
20. LETTER to the people of England on the necessity of putting an
immediate end to the war; and a means of obtaining an ad-
vantageous peace (London, printed for R. Griffiths, opposite
| Somerset House, in the Strand, 1760), 54 pp- Can.; AH.]J.
21. PLAatN REASONER or farther considerations on the German war

*71 This is printed in Franklin, Wrifings (ed. Smyth}, vol. iv, 32. The

greater part was written by Jackson. See ihid., i, 138.
472 Exact date obtained from a manuscript note in copy in the Carter
Brown Library. This is unquestionably the most important pamphlet in the
| list, but its subject is the Eurapean war, and the author treats of the Amer-
ican situation only incidentally, Mauduit was at the time of writing this a
follower of Lord Hardwicke, and his pamphlet was an attack from the Old
i Whig camp upon William Pitt. The date is, therefore, significant.
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(London, printed for M. Cooper, at the Globe in Pater-noster
Row [Jan.], 1761), 59 pp. Can.,, W.1.; J.

. REAsoNS in support of the war in Germany, in answer to Con-

]
(¥

siderations on the present German war (London, printed for
G. Woodfall, the corner of Craig’'s Court, Charing-Cross
[Jan. 26], 1761), 68 pp. Author, Wood, from notes of Wil-
liam Pitt.#"® Can., W.L; J.

23. LETTER to a great m

r, on the prospect of a peace; wherein
the demolition of the fortifications of Louisbourg is shewn to be
absurd; the importance of Canada fully refuted; the proper
barrier pointed out in North America; and the reasonableness
and necessity of retaining the French Sugar Islands. Con-
taining remarks on some preceding pamphlets that have treated
of the subject, and a succinct view of the whole terms that
ought to be insisted on from France at a future negociation.
By an unprejudiced observer (London, printed for G. Kears-
ley, at the Golden Lion, in Ludgate Street [ March or April],
1761), 148 pp. W.IL..La.; A.C.D.H.].U.

24. REasons for keeping Guadaloupe at a peace, preferable to Can-
ada, explained in five letters, from a gentleman in Guadaloupe
to his friend in London (London, printed for M. Cooper, in
Pater-noster Row [May or June], 1761), 79 pp. W.l.;
A C.EUS

DEerTEcTION of the false reasons and facts, contained in the five

b
- ) |

letters, entitled, Reasons, etc., in which the advantages of both
conquests are fairly and impartially stated and compared, by a
I'Hl‘mhﬂ'r Lif P:l!'liEl]]h'I‘lT 'l:'f.ut'u_]un, ]'-J'inuﬂ '[-::r rlﬂhm‘n;u IInpc,
facing the north gate of the Royal Exchange, in Thread-
Needle Street [Sept. or Oct.], 1761). Can.: H.M.

20. LETTER to the Right Honourable the Earl of B on a late im-

portant resignation and its probable consequences (London,

printed for J. Cotte, at the King's Arms, in Pater-noster Row

ates on

A manuscript note in a copy in the Carter Brown Library st

the authority of John Douglas, author of no. 2, and of a Doctor Tavlor that

this pam was written 1»_\ Mr. Wood, l|.|;|:-1'-.-|t,'-"r_-:;‘.:'_\ to Pitt, from notes

made by his superior on the margin of Mauduit's pamphlet [no. 17]. After a

careful search 1 have been able to find only one other refer

1S Tumor.

ce fo 1
Newcastle wrote to General Yorke, February s, 1761 [British Museum, Ad-
L] p - ) L

ditional Manuscripts, vol. 32916] concerning it that “People will fancy it

comes from a Great Hand.,” In his answer General Yorke wrote that he was

iced that Pitt wrote

-

L

R
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[Oct.], 1761), 75 pp.; 2d ed. (London, 1761); 3d ed. {Lon-
don, 1761). Author, John Stuart [?]. Can.; C.M.U.

. 27. OccASIONAL THOUGHTS on the present German War, by the

! author of Considerations on the same subject (London, printed

! | for John Wilkie, at the Bible in St. Paul’'s Churchyard [Nov.

§ s or Dec.], 1761), 63 pp.; 2d ed. (London, 1761) ; 3d ed. (Lon-

{ | _ don, 1761), 69 pp. Author, Israel Mauduit. Can., W.I.;
' ' AC.

) ! 28. AnswEeR to a Letter to the Right Honourable the Earl of B——

! { in which the false reasoning, and absurd conclusions, in that

\ [ pamphlet, are fully detected and refuted: addressed to the

i , Right Hon. Earl T—ple ( London, printed for J. Wilkie, in 5St.

[ Paul’s Church-yard [Dec.], 1761), 43 pp. All conquests; J.

\ I 29, LEeTTER to the Right Honourable Author of a Letter by a citizen,

iy with animadversions on the answer thereto, and on the be-
haviour of the corporation of the City of London (London,
printed for J. Hinxman, in Pater-noster Row [Dec.], 1761),
87 pp. Can.; M.].
\ 30. SENTIMENTS relating to the later negotiations (London, printed
for R. Griffiths in the Strand [Dec.], 1761), 44 pp. Can,
| 7 R
31. BriEF oBsErRvATIONS on the management of the war, and the
means to prevent the ruin of Great Britain, with notices of the
rold mines of Peru and Mexico, and the possessions of the
French in America, 1761 (London, 1761). Author, James
Massie. W.I. Not seen,

. 32. ART of speaking and holding one's tongue (Londan, printed for
G. G. Seyffert in Pall-Mall, 1761), 47 pp. Can.,, W.L.; J.
33. InmrorTANCE of Canada considered in two letters to a noble lord

(London, printed for R. and J. Dodsley in Pall-Mall, 1761),
38 pp. Author, Charles Lee. Can.: H.U.

34. ImporTaANCE of the colonies to Great Britain, with some hints
towards making improvements . . . and upon trade in
general, by John Rutherford of North Carolina, Esq. (Lon-
don, printed for J. Millan, near Whitehall, 1761), 46 pp.
Can.zla T

315. MISCELLANEOUS REPRESENTATIONS relative to our concerns in

America submitted (in 1761) to the Earl of Bute, by Henry
M'Culloh (London, George Harding, 1905). This was
| > . = . . -
' I passed around in MS. Can., La.; in many libraries.
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36. CONSTITUTIONAL QUERIST, containing the sentiments of an im-
partial Englishman on the present rupture with Spain, its
political state, internal weakness, and best method of attacking
her. Interpreted with reflections on the importance of Minor-
ca, Gibraltar, Corsica, Guadaloup, Canada, Louisiana, Mar-
tinico, etc. ( London, printed for W. Nicoll, at the Paper-Mill,
St. Paul’s Church-yard [May or June], 1762), 59 pp. Can.,
e B e

37. CoNsSIDERATIONS on the approaching peace (London, printed for
W. Morgan, in Pater-noster Row [Sept.], 1762), 39 pp. All
conquests; A,

38. ExamMINATION of the commercial principles of the late negotia-
tion between Great Britain and France in mpecrxr In
which the system of that negotiation with regard to our col-
onies and commerce is considered (London, printed for R. and
J. Dodsley in Pall-Mall [Oct.], 1762), 108 pp.; 2d ed. (Lon-
don, 1762). Author, William Burke [?]. W.I.; D.].M.U.

39. LETTER to a member of the Hon. House of Commons [pub-
lished by Morgan, Oct.], 1762. All conquests, especially
Can,; M.

40. LETTER to the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor, aldermen, common
council, and citizens of London, concerning the peace now in
agitation between Great Britain and France (London, printed
for J. Hinxman, in Pater-noster Row; Mr. James, at the
Royal Exchange; Mr. Owen, Temple Bar; Mr. Dodsley, in
Pall-Mall; Mr. Wilson, in the Strand: and the Woodfall,
Charing Cross [Oct.], 1762), 22 pp. Can.; M.

41. LETTER to the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor, the worshipful alder-
men and common council: the merchants, citizens, and inhab-
itants of the City of London. From an old servant (London,
printed for W. Owen, at Homer’s Head near Temple Bar; R.
Baldwin, in Pater-noster Row; and C. Pugh, at Hereford
[Oct.], 1762), 90 pp.; 3d ed. (London, printed for W.
Nichol, at the Paper-Mill, in St. Paul’s Church-yard, 1762).
Author, George Heathcote. 'W.I.; H.J.M.

42. LETTER to the Right Honourable Wil

present negotiations for a peace with France and Spain (Lon-

iam Pitt, Esq.; on the

don, printed for J. Coote, at the King's Arms, in Pater-noster

Row [Oct.], 1762), 74 pp. Can., La.; J.
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43. REerLecTIONS on the domestic policy, proper to be observed on
the conclusion of a peace (London, printed for A. Millar in
the Strand [Oct.], 1762), 94 pp.; 2d ed. (London, 1763).
Author, Earl of Bath [?]. Can.; C.H.

44. ENQUIRY into the merits of the supposed preliminaries of peace,
siened the 3rd inst. (London, printed for John Bird, in Ave,
Mary-Lane [Nov.], 1762). Can., La.; A.D.

45. COMPARATIVE IMPORTANCE of our acquisitions from France in

imination

America with remarks on a pamphlet, intitled, an
I I

of the commercial principles of the late negotiation i
(London, printed for J. Hinxman in Pater-noster Row [Dec.],
1762), 59 pp.. Can., La.; C.L.U:

46. FuLL, cLEAR, and succinct discussion of the preliminary :

1 1761

of peace, as published by authority, most humbly submitted to
the king, the senate, and the people, by an eminent citizen
(Londen, printed for 5. Williams, on Ludgate-Hill [Dec.,
1762]), 20 pp. Criticizes peace; J.

47. LETTER from a member of Parliament in town to his friend in
the country, upon the three great objects of present attention,

peace, parties, and resignations (London [published by Bur-

nett, Dec.], 1762). Not seen.

48. LETTER to the E. of H—— on a parliamentary peace (London,
[ published by Henderson, Dec.], 1762). Not seen.

49. LETTER to the Right Honorable the Earl of Bute on the prelim-
inaries of peace, from neither a noble lord, a candid member of
Parliament, or an impartial Britton, but an Englishman (Lon-
don, printed for W. Nicoll, at the Paper-mill, in St. Paul’s
Church-yard [Dec.], 1762), 60 pp. Can.; J.

50. ONE MORE LETTER to the people of England, by their old friend
([London], printed for J. Priddon at the Feathers in Fleet
Street [Dec., 1762]), 71 pp.; 2d ed. (London, printed for J.
Priddon, at the Feathers in Fleet Street, 1762). Author,
John Shebbeare [?]. Can., W.1,, La.; H.J.M.,

51. REFLECTIONS on the terms of peace (London, printed for G.
Kearsley, in Ludgate Street [Dec.], 1762), 50 pp.; 2d ed.
(London, 1763). Can., La.; C.H.].

52. FrREERORN Eng

& ] L N
ishman’s unmasked battery: containing remarks
on the preliminary articles of peace. Grounded upon unde-
niable facts !-]:Hk'.'i‘l}}_’ the fatal 1:'1‘nff.‘nt,'_1. of ;_'1':,=r]-',;n:_ 1'1|L‘ .["I'I'Hl'll

a hshery and restoring our most important concguest.
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(London, printed for P. Hunt, in Ludgate-Street, 1762), 76
pp.. Can:; T.

53. SENTIMENTS of an impartial member of Parliament upon the two
following questions: (1) Whether Great Britain ought to be
desirous of a peace in the present situation of her affairs? (2)
What sort of a peace Great Britain has reason to expect?
[London, 1762], 30 pp. Can., La., Florida. Quotation from,
seen.

54. IMPARTIAL ENQUIRY into the right of the French king to the ter-
ritory west of the great river Mississippi, in North America,
not ceded by the preliminaries, including a summary account of
that river, and the country adjacent; with a short detail of the
advantages it possesses, it's native commodities, and how far
they might be improved to the advantage of the British com-
merce. Comprehending a vindication of the English claim to
that whole continent, from authentic records, and indisputable
historical facts, and particular directions to navigators for en-
tering the several mouths of that river (London, printed for
W. Nicoll, at the Paper-mill, in St. Paul’'s Church-yard
[1762]), 58 pp. Can., La.; A.C.H.J.U.

55. REpLYy to Mr, Heathcote’s letter, by an honest man (1762).
Can.; M.

6. SENTIMENTS of a Frenchman on the preliminaries [London,

LR

1762?] Can., La.; a notice of, seen.

. THoUGHTS on trade in general, our West-Indian in particular,

L
b |

our continental colonies, Canada, Guadaloupe, and the prelim-
inary articles of peace. Addressed to the community (Signed
Ignotus), (London, printed for John Wilkie, at the Bible in
St. Paul’s Church-yard [Jan.], 1763), 86 pp. Can.: C.D.H.]J.

58. Appress to the people of Great Britain and Ireland on the pre-
liminaries of peace (London [published by Whiston, Feb.],
1763), 24 pp. Can., La.; A.

59. TRUE STATE of the case, in an address to all the good people of
England. From a well-wisher to his country (London, print-
ed for J. Hinxman, in Pater-noster Row [Feb.], 1763), 62
pp.. Can,, La.; J.

60. Review of Lord Bute's administration, by the author of the re-
view of Mr. Pitt’s. . . (London, printed for I. Pridden,
in Fleet Street [April or May], 1763), 116 pp. Author,

John Almon, W.L.; A.J.
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61. SoME HINTS to people in power, on the present melancholy situ-
ation of our colonies in North America (London, printed for
J. Hinxman, in Pater-noster row, [Oct.],71763), 48 pp. Can.,
La.; CH.J.M.U.

! f 62, CANDID AND IMPARTIAL CONSIDERATIONS on the nature of the

. sugar trade; the comparative importance of the British and

' French islands in the West-Indies; with the value and conse-

quence of St. Lucia and Granada truly stated (London, print-

y ' ed for R. Baldwin in Pater-noster Row [Nov.], 1763), 228

' | pp. Author, John Campbell. Makes no comparison; C.H.J. M.

63. Appress to Sir John Cust, Bart., speaker of the House of Com-
Wl mons; in which the characters of Lord Bute, Mr. Pitt, and

il Mr. Wilkes, appear in a new light, by the author of the let-

] ters, signed Scipio Americanus, in the Gazetteer (London,

| i printed for the author, and sold by Mr. Gretton, in Bond-

Street, and Mr. Pottinger, in Paternoster-Row, 1763), 40 pp.

| Can., La.: J.

(] 64. APPEAL TO KNOWLEDGE; or, candid discussions of the prelim-
inaries of peace, signed at Fontainebleau, Nov, 3, 1762, and
laid before both houses of Parliament. . . By a member of
Parliament (London, printed for J. Wilkie, in St. Paul’s
Church-yard, 1763), 84 pp. Can., La.; J.

65. LETTER from a member of the opposition to Lord B——. (Lon-
don, printed for G. Burnet, at Bishop Burnet's Head in the
Strand, 1763). All conquests; J.M,
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ApstracT of the criminal laws that were in force in the province of

Quebee, in the time of the French government drawn up by the

same _:_:t:nti::tm.'n {'Lunrh)r'l. {j?‘z].

This and other pamphlets were drawn up by a select committee of
Canadians, of whom Francois-Joseph Cugnet was the principal, at the de-
sire of Governor Carleton in accordance with the command of Lord
Shelburne. Maurice Morgann carried the manuscripts to London where
they were published. The texts are French. See next title, Sequel of the
abstract, and Cugnet.

ABsTRACT of the loix de police, or, Public regulations for the estab-
lishment of peace and good order that were in force, drawn up by
a select committee of gentlemen (London, 1772).

AccounT of conferences held, and treaties made, between Major
General Sir William Johnson, Bart., and the chief sachems and
warriours of the Indian nations in North America, at their meet-
ings on different occasions at Fort Johnson in the county of Al-
bany, in the colony of New York, 1755 and 1756 (London, 1756).

AccouNT of the proceedings of the British, and other Protestant in-
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habitants, of the province of Quebeck, in North America, in order
to obtain an house of assembly in that province (London, 1776).

First part of what is generally called “Quebec papers,” by Frances
Maseres. This was followed in 1776 by a second part entitled, 4dditional
papers. Gagnon, Essai de bibliographie canadienne, s,

AccounT of the proceedings of the Illinois and QOuabache Land
Companies, in pursuance of their purchases made of the independ-
ent natives, July sth, 1773, and 18th October, 1775 (Philadel-
phia, 1796).

There was another pamphlet with practically the same title and con-
tents printed at Philadelphia in 1803. Sce also American State Papers,
Public Lands, and Alvord, Ilinois-Ovabache Land Company Manuscripts.

Apamr, James. History of the American Indians, particularly those
nations adjoining to the Mississippi, East and West Florida,
Georgia, North and South Carolina and Virginia (London,
1775)-

Adair was a trader in the Old Southwest for many years and his ob-
servations on the Indians are of great value in spite of his attempt to
prove their identity with the Jews.

Apams, HerserT B. Maryland’s influence upon land cessions to the
United States: with minor papers on George Washington’s in-
terest in western lands, the Potomac company, and a national uni-
versity: in Johns Hopkins University, Studies in historical and
political Science (Baltimore, 1885), vol. iii, 7-95.

ApvanTaces of a settlement upon the Ohio in North America
([London], 1763 [1%773]).

This refers to the proposed colony of Georgiana, or at least to a colony
to be established west of Vandalia. The date of publication was 1773
not 1763 as printed. This is easily proved by the frequent references to
cvents 1;:|.'_‘E occurred as ]:I[l.' a8 IF}“!,

AFFAIRES IE'I'R.-\N('.(ER].’S, L'r]['r":c]‘ml}[.]cnu,‘ pnl[l‘iqur_r. I* tats Unis.

Public archives in Paris. These are of the greatest value for an under-
standing of the conditions in the far West during the French and Indian
War and after the peace, but I have made little use of them for this
study.

ALBEMARLE, GEORGE THoMAS [KEPPEL], sixth Earl of. Memoirs
of the Marquis of Rockingham and his contemporaries with origi-
nal letters and documents now first published (London, 1852),
2 vols.

One of the principal sources for the history of the faction of the Old

Whigs. The narrative is not of much value but many important letters
are printed,
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ALexanNDER, WiLLiaM, Earl of Stirling. Essay in biography, by
Ludwig Schumacher (New York, 1807).

—— Life of, major-general in the army of the United States, during
the Revolution: with selections from his correspondence [New
Jersey Historical Society, Collections, vol. ii], (New York, 1847).

[AumoN, JoHN]. Anccdotes of the life of the Right Honourable
Williar
time; with his speeches in Parliament from 1736 to 1778 (Lon-

n Pitt, Earl of Chatham; and of the principal events of his

don, !}"_Jh), 3 vols,
Source of information on the Pittite faction.

—— Biographical, literary, and political anecdotes, of several of the
most eminent persons of the present age, with an appendix con-
sisting of original, explanatory and scarce papers, never before
printed (London, 1797), 3 vols.

——— Collection of interesting, authentic papers, relative to the dis-
pute between Great Britain and America, shewing the causes and
progress of that misunderstanding, from 1764 to 1775 (London,
1777)-

Usually called by its running title, “Prior documents.”
— History of the late minority, exhibiting the conduct, principles,

and views of that party, 11L1rfr1_:: the years 1702-1705 ( London,

1765).

—— The remembrancer; or, impartial repository of public events,
. : =
from 1775 to 1784 (London [1775-] 1784), 17 vols.

—— Review of Mr. Pitt's administration by the author of the re-
view of Lord Bute’s, fifth edition, with an appendix containing a
turther review of Mr. Pitt's conduct from his resignation to his

acceptance of a peerage and the post of lord privy-seal, and a vin-

dication of that conduct (London, 1766).
The first edition appeared in 1763.

Arvorp, CLarence W. The British ministry and the treaty of Fort
Stanwix: in Wisconsin Historical Society, Proceedings, 1008, pp.
105-183.

—— Cahokia records, 1778-1790 [Illinois Historical Collections,
vol. 11, Virginia series, vol. i], (Springfield, [t_j-:)j;‘b.

—— Eighteenth century French records in the archives of Illinois:

in American Historical Association, Annual report, 1905, vol. i,
353-366.
—— Genesis of the proclamation of 1763: in Michigan Pioneer and

Historical Snri[':‘}'r Collections, vol. xxxvi, 20-52.
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Arvorp, Crarence W. Illinois-Ouabache Land Company manuy-
scripts ( Chicago, privately printed by Cyrus H. MecCormick, 1915).

—— Kaskaskia records, 1778-1790 [Illinois Histarical Collections,
vol. v, Virginia series, vol. 1i], (Springfield, 1g909).

—— Old Kaskaskia records: an address read before the Chicagn
Historical Society, February 2, 1906 (n.d., n.p.).

—— and Clarence E. Carter, The critical period, 1763-1765 [II-
linois Historical Collections, vol. x, British series, vol. i], (Spring-
field, 1915).

—— Invitation serieuse aux habitants des Illinois, [by] un habitant
des Kaskaskias; reprinted in facsimile from the original edition
published in Philadelphia in 1772, with an introduction. [Club
for Colonial Reprints, Publications, no. 4], (Providence, 1908),

See Inwvitation serieuse.

—— The new régime, 1765-1767 [Illinois Historical Collections,
vol. xi, British series, vol. ii], (Springfield, 1915).

AMERICAN ANTIQUARIAN Society. Transactions and collections
(Worcester, Mass., 1820-date).

AMERICAN (GAZETTEER; containing a distinct account of all the parts
of the New World: their situation, climate, soil, produce, former
and present condition, the whole intended to exhibit the present
state of things in that part of the globe, and the views and interests
of the several powers who have possessions in America (London,
1762), 3 vols.

AmEerican Historicar AssociationN. Annual reports (Washing-
ton, 18g0-date).

AmEricaAN HistoricAL Review (New York, 18g6-date).

AmErICAN PHivrosopHIcAL Sociery. Calendar of the papers of
Benjamin Franklin in the library of the American Philosophical
Society, edited by I. Minis Hays (Philadelphia, 1907).

See Franklin Papers.

AMERICAN STATE Papers, class viii, public lands. Documents, legis-
lative and executive, of the Congress of the United States from the
second session of the eleventh to the third session of the thirteenth
Congress, inclusive: commencing November 27, 1809, and ending
March 3, 18135, edited by Walter Lowrie and Walter S. Franklin
(Washington, 1832-1861), 8 vols.

AnprEwWS, CHARLES M. Guide to the materials for American his-
tory, to 1783, in the Public Record Office of Great Britain [Car-




e - ———

e IN BRITISH POLITICS 269

negie Institution of Washington, Publications, no. goA], (Wash-
ington, 1912), vol. i (State papers).

Axprews, CHARLES M. and Frances G. Davenport. Guide to the
manuscript materials for the history of the United States to 1783,
in the British Museum, in minor London archives, and in the li-
braries of Oxford and Cambridge [Carnegie Institution of Wash-
ington, Publications, no. 9o], (Washington, 1g08).

ANECDOTES relative to our affairs in Germany carried back to the
debarking of the first British regiment at Emden; and brought
down to the present critical time; in a series of letters to a noble
lord in ———shire, authenticated by a gentleman on the spot, and
confirmed by his correspondents here during the war (London,
1762).

AnnuaL REGISTER, or a view of the history, politics and literature,
for the years 1758-1776 (London, 1789).

AnswER to the observation on the papers relative to the rupture with
Spain (London, 1762).

AppEAL to the justice and interests of the people of Great Britain,
1774 (n.p., 1774).

Ascribed to the Earl of Chatham. It is a criticism of the Quebec Act.

AppeAL to the public; stating and considering the objections to the
Quebec Bill. Inscribed and dedicated to the Patriotic Society of
the Bill of Rights (London, 1774).

This is thrown into the form of a speech to be delivered before the
House of Commons. The author was in favor of the bill. The pamphlet
is ascribed to T, Bernard.

AspinwaLL PAPERS, part ii: in Massachusetts Historical Society,
Collections, fourth series, vol. x.

Contains many letters from and to Lord Dunmore.

Baiwrie, HucH. A letter to Dr. Shebear; containing a refutation
of his arguments concerning the Boston and Quebec Acts of Par-
liament: and his aspersions upon the memory of King William,
and the Protestant dissenters (London, 1775).

Bancrorr, Grorge. History of the United States from the discov-
ery of the American continent (Boston, 1878), 10 vols.

BancrorT coLLEcTIONS. England and America, 1764-1765. Lenox
Library, New York City.

Contains copies of many manuscripts, but all that I have used from

this collection have been recopied from the originals.

-

e

=




270 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

BArRRINGTON, SHUTE, Bishop of Durham — see Wildman, William,

[Barron, WiLLiam]. History of the colonization of the free states
of antiquity, applied to the present contest between Great Britain
and her American colonies, with reflections concerning the futyre
settlement of these colonies (London, 1777).

BARTHELEMY, CoMTE EDOUARD DE. Le traité de Parls entre la
France et "Angleterre, 1763: in Revue des Questions Historiques,
vol. xliii, 420-488.

[Bartram, Joux]. Observations on the inhabitants. climate, soil,
rivers, productions, animals and other matters worthy of notice,
made in his travels from Pensilvania to Onondago, Oswego, and
the Lake Ontario, in Canada (London, I751).

—— T'ravels through North and South Carolina, Georgia, East and
West Florida, the Cherokee country, the extensive territories of
the Muscogulges, or Creek Confederacy, and the country of the
Chactaws, containing an account of the soil and natural produc-
tions of these regions, together with observations on the manners
of the Indians (Philadelphia, 1792).

BrckER, CARL — see Walpole, Horace.

Beprorp, JouN [Russeri], fourth Duke of. Correspondence of
John, fourth duke of Bedford: selected from the originals at Wo-
burn Abbey, with an intreduction by Lord John Russell (London,
1342-134U). 3 vols,

The principal source of information for the Bedfordites, otherwise
known as the Bloomsbury Gang,

Private journal of John, fourth Duke of Bedford. beginning the
nineteenth of October, 1766, and ending the twenty-eighth of
December, 1770: being within eighteen days of his death, from
the original manuscripts in the duke's handwriting: in H. Cav-
t’l'li“r'-!l_, .’.)r'FJHfL"j ﬂf the House r‘_Jf Commons ;.",ru'j;;g_r the thirtee
Parliament, appendix iii, 591-626.

BeEr, GrorGe L. British colonial policy, 1754-1765 (New York,
1907 ).

HFENTIT.—\.‘\-]_. _|'i'.R[-_'.\1‘|'. .\I:_‘[l‘mI'I'Q. EHL‘]H:“:};i :'.'llriJi}[u_;[r:q'rhfl,';:l' conversa-
tions and correspondence: in Bentham’s W orks. published under
the superintendence of John Bowring (Edinburgh, 1843), vol. x.

Contains some excellent accounts of Lord Shelburne.

Bernarp, Sk Francis. Letters to the ministry from Governor

Bernard, General Gage, and Commodore Hood; and also memo-
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rials to the Lords of the Treasury, from the Commissioners of the
Customs, with sundry letters and papers annexed to the said
memorials (Boston, 1769).

BERNARD, SIR Francis. Letters to the Right Honourable the Earl
of Hillshorough from Governor Bernard, General Gage and the
honourable his majesty’s council for the province of Massachusetts
3ay, with an appendix containing divers proceedings referred to in
the said letters ( Boston, 1769).

—— Select letters on the trade and government of America; and the
principles of law and polity, applied to the American colonies,
written at Boston in the vears 1763-1768 (London, 1774).

Bisser, ANDREW. Memoirs and papers of Sir Andrew Mitchell,
K.B., envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary from the
court of Great Britain to the court of Prussia, from 1?_:,6 o 1771
(London, 1850), 2 vols.

BoLinGBrROKE [HENRY Saint-JoHN], first Viscount, 1678-1751.
Works, with a life containing additional information relative to
his personal and public character, selected from the best authori-
ties (Philadelphia, 1841), 4 vols.

Bossu, N. Nouveaux voyages aux Indes Occidentales; contenant
une relation des differens peuples qui habitent les environs du
gr:l:::i fleuve St-Louis, ;Lppt'”f' \'11[;_-":1[!".‘11‘101'11[ le 1]i:‘~~‘~i:~'-.-‘~ippi {,;'-"un-
sterdam, 1769), 2 vols. in 1.

BouvoueT, GENERAL HENRY. Bouquet papers: in British Museum,
Additional manuscripts, 21631-21660. London.

“These volumes contain letter-books, disbursement accounts, warrants,
general and regimental orders, etc., of Brig.-gen. Bougquet. . . His cor-
respondence includes letters to and from Amherst, Gage, Stanwix, Monc-
ton, St. Clair, Loudoun, Forbes, Washington, and letters from large num-
bers of the officers . . . of lesser rank, and from governors of some
of the colonies, agents, paymasters and civilians in Philadelphia, New
York, Charleston, etc. . . The documents in these 17 volumes are cal-
endared in Brymner's Canadian archives. . . Complete copies of the
entire collection are in the archives of the government at Ottawa.” —An-
drews and Davenport, Guide to the manuseript materials for the history
of the United States to 1783, in the British Museum, efe., p. 105,

BourcuEr, ALFrep. Le Due de Choiseul et 1'Angleterre, la mission
de M. de Bussy 2 Londres: in Revue des Questions Historiques,
vol. lxxi,

BrissoT DE :AN Pierre. ‘The commerce of America

with Europe, particularly with France and Great Britain, com-
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paratively stated and explained, shewing the importance of the
American Revolution to the interests of France, and pointing out
the actual situation of the United States, translated [by Joel Bar-
low], (London, 1794).

BrouGHAM anD Vaux, Henry P. BroucHAM, Baron. Statesmen
of time of George the third and fourth [/#orks, vols. iii-v],
(Edinburgh, 1872-1873).

BuckineHAM anp CHanpos, second Duke of. Memoirs of the
court and cabinets of George the third, from original family docy-
ments, by the Duke of Buckingham and Chandos (London, 1853-
1855), 4 vols.

BuckincHAMSHIRE, Joun Hosart, second Earl of. Despatches
and correspondence of John second Earl of Buckinghamshire, am-
bassador to the court of Catherine the second of Russia, 1762-
1765, edited by A. D. Collyer [Camden Society, Publications.
third series, vols. ii-iii], (London, 1900-1902), 2 vols.

BurGH, James. Political disquisitions; or, an enquiry into public
errors, defects, abuses, illustrated by and established upon facts
and remarks extracted from a variety of authors, ancient and mod-
ern, calculated to draw the timely attention of government and
people to a due consideration of the necessity, and the means of re-
forming those errors, defects, and abuses, of restoring the constitu-
tion, and saving the state (Philadelphia, 1775), 3 vols.

Burke, Epmunp.  Account of the European sett

ements in America,
in six parts: I. A short history of the discovery of that part of the
world. II. The manners and customs of the original inhabitants.
[II. Of the Spanish settlements. V. Of the Portuguese. V. Of
the French, Dutch, and Danish. VI. Of the English (London,
1757), 2 vols.

Probably the joint work of William and Edmund Burke, but usually
attributed to the latter.

—— Correspondence, between the year 1744, and the period of his
decease, in 1797, edited by Charles William, Earl Fitz-William,
and Lieutenant-general Sir Richard Bourke (London, 1844), 4
\'r.-|.~=.

Excellent source for the policy of the Old Whigs,

Letter from Edmund Burke, respecting the effect of the Quebec
Bill upon the boundary of New York: in New York Historical
Society, Collections, second series, val. ii, z1q.

—— Short account of a late short administration (London, 1766).

—— Works (London, 1899), 12 vols.
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BurkEg, EpmunD. Observations on a late publication, entitled “The
present state of the nation” {Lum!nr‘r, ijujj_

To be found in Burke, WForks, vol. i, 269.

—— Thoughts on the causes of the present discontents (Londen,
1770).

This was a pamphlet written for the Old Whigs and was carefully
criticized by the leaders of that faction before it ‘.-'.'.'I\- printed. It was,
therefore, a factional and controversial piece of writing, and its interpre-
tation of events should not be accepted without a painstaking investiga-
tion of the conditions.

Burton, CLARENCE M. John Connolly, a Tory of the Revolution
(Worcester, 1909).

BurrLer, CHARLES. Reminiscences of Charles Butler (London,
1822-1827), 2 vols.

Byars, WiLLiaAM V. The first American movement west. Tran-
scripts from the Gratz papers, 1750-1850, collected with related
documents, maps and notes, 1913-1914. Manuscript in the Il-
linois Historical Survey, University of Illinois.

CarpweLL Famiry Papers. Selections from the family papers pre-
served at Caldwell [edited by William Mure], [Maitland Club,
Publications], (Glasgow, 1854), 2 vols. in 3.

Excellent source for information on the Earl of Bute and generally on
the court faction.

CampBELL [JoHN], Lord. Lives of the lord chancellors and keep-
ers of the great seal of Engl;mrl_ from the earliest times till the
reign of Queen Victoria, edited by John Allan Mallory (Boston,
n.d.), 10 vols.

Canapran ArcHivEs. Catalogue of pamphlets, journals and reports
in Dominion archives, 1611-1887, with index (Ottawa, 1911).

" llililllﬂt_‘ri[it*.

Most excellent collection of transcripts from the archives in London.
[ have used, however, copies made from the originals. There are some
original Sir William Johnson manuscripts of value.

—— Report on (Ottawa, 1882-date).

Archivists: 1872-1902, D. Brymner; 1902-1904, office vacant; rgoq-date,

A, G. Doughty. The volumes containing the calendar of the Haldimand

uscripts are particularly valuable: but see also Shortt and Doughty,

tifutional Documents,

CARTER, CrarencE E. Great Britain and the Illinois country,
1763-1774 (Washington, 1910).
I'his essay was awarded the Justin Winsor prize in American history

1 1908. For other publications of Mr. Carter see Alvord and Carter,
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CarTeR, CLARENCE E. Some aspects of British administration in
West Florida: in Mississippi Valley Historical Review, vol. i, 364.
CasE of Great Britain and Ameri

addressed to the king, and both

] houses of Parliament, second edition (London, 1769).

| Sabin and others attribute this to George B. Butler, but the Bodlejan
Library and the British Museum, to Gervase P. Bushe. The latter

probably the author.
CavenpisH, Sik HENry. Debates of the House of Commons, dur-
j ing the thirteenth Parliament of Great Britain, commonly called
| { the unreported Parliament, to which are appended illustrations of
the parliamentary history of the reign of George the third, by J.
Wright (London, 1841[-18437), 2 vals.

. sy

—— Government of Canada. Debates of the House of Commons
in 1774, on the bill for making more effectual provision for the
ol government of the province of Quebec now first published by I.
Wright with a map of Canada, copied from the second edition of
Mitchell’s map of North America, referred to in the debates

(London, 1839).
Invaluable for understanding the alignment of factions on the Ameri-

can issues just before the outbreak of the American Revolution.

CHALMERS, (3EORGE. Estimate of the comparative strength of Great

5 e
ATl

1 during the present and four preceding reigns, and of the
losses of her tr
1782).

Sabin states that the edition of 1802 is the best,

from every war since the Revolution (London,

—— Introduction to the history of the revolt of the American col-

onies: being a comprehensive view of its ori derived from the

state papers contained in the public offices of Great Britain (Bos-

ton, 1845), 2 vols.

Volume i appeared in 1782 and was suppressed. The above edition
reprints that volume and contains the remaining portion.

—— Political annals of the present united colonies, from their settle-
ment to T.]:r_‘ peace uf J}‘-{l_,‘_ L'nmp”:'i! \'|il't'ﬂ§' I'r'n':n 1'|,~:'n1-l§-<, ;!ur_.’
authorized often by the insertion of state papers, book 1 (London,

1780).

So much as relates to

he Carolinas is reprinted in Carroll, Collections

vol. i, 273-34 Book ii is

New York Historical Society,

CHarLEVOIX, Pierre F. X. DE Journal of a voyage to Nortl
America, underta

v order of the French king, containing
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geographical description and natural history of that country, par-
ticularly Canada, together with an account of the customs, charac-
ters, etc., of the original inhabitants, in a series of letters to the
Duchess of Lesdiguieres, translated from the French (London,
1761), 2 vols.

This translation was reprinted in Dublin in 1766. ‘The translation is

poor. A better translation with title Letters to the Duchess of Lesdiguierres
was printed in one volume in London in r763.

CaaTHAM PapErs, in Public Record Office, London,

“T'he Chatham manuscripts, sometimes known from their donor as the
Pringle manuscripts, comprise 372 bundles in two series, of which the
first series, bundles r-100, contains the correspondence znd papers of the
first Lord and Lady Chatham; the second series the correspondence and
papers of William Pitt, the younger [bundles 101-363], and of John, second
earl of Chatham [bundles 364-372]. Letters written by these members of
the Pitt family, whether in the form of originals, copies, or drafts, are in
bundles by themselves; most of the other letters are arranged according
to the alphabetical order of the names of the writers. The papers

were deposited in the Public Record Office by Admiral Pringle in 1888.7 -

Andrews, Guide to the Materials for American History, to I783, in the

Public Record Office of Great Britain, vol, ii, 3s1.

CHEesTERFIELD, PHIiLIP DorMER STANHOPE, fourth Earl of. Let-
ters, including numerous letters now first published from the
original manuscripts, edited with notes by Lord Mahon (London,
rH_}-_}IS:‘;_-;L 5 vols.

These letters are particularly illuminating, since Chesterfield's retire-
ment from politics made it possible for him to observe his contemporaries
with a certain amount of detachment.

Caristie, Ropert. History of the late province of Lower Canada,
IT.":T[‘:.'H‘-II?I"lEJit'}' and 1‘1tJHI[L‘:LL from the commencement to the close
of its existence as a separate province {Quebec, 1848-1866), 6 vols.

Crark, Grorce Rocers. Manuscripts, preserved in the Virginia
State |.f!‘a['.‘!I‘}'.

Some of the correspondence between General Gage and the British
commandants at Fort de Chartres (captured by Clark) are of great in-
terest. These have been edited by Charles H, Ambler and printed in the
Branch papers, vol. iv, no. 2, pp. 86-x111 (Richmond, 1914).

CrAvierg, ETIENNE, et Jean P. Brissot de Warville. Considerations

on the relative situations of France and the United States of

America, shewing the importance of the American Revolution to

the welfare of France (London, 1788).
[CLuny, ALEXANDER]. The American traveller; or, observations

-

e — e e,

SR =




P, e

276 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

on the present state, culture and commerce of the British colonies

in America, and the further improvements of which they are

capable (London, 1769).

There has been some doubt concerning the identity of the author. A
letter from Alexander Cluny to Lord Dartmouth, April 13, 1769, in the
Dartmouth manuscripts leaves no doubt on this score. The book was pub-
lished under the auspices of Lord Dartmouth while still belonging to the

Old Whigs.
Corrin, Victor. The province of Quebec and the early American

Revolution: in University of Wisconsin, Bulletin, economics, polit-
ical science and history series, vol. i, no. 3; pp. 275-562 (Madison,
1896).

Corpen, Capwarraper. The Colden letter books, vol. ii [New
York Historical Society, Collections, publication fund series, vol.
,\'], (New York, 1378},

—— Correspondence between Lieutenant-governor Cadwallader Col- .
den and William Smith Jr., the historian, respecting certain al-
leged errors in the history of New York: in New York Historical
Society, Collections, publication fund series (New York, 1870),
vol, ii, 203-212.

Representative eighteenth century official, by Alice M. Keys
(New York, 1906).

CoLLECTION of scarce and interesting tracts, written by persons of

eminence, upon the most important, political and commercial sub
jects during the years 1763-1770 (London, 1787-1788), 4 vols.

Corumgpia Uwiversity. Columbia University studies in history,
economics, and public law (New York, 1891-date).

Conpucr of a right honorable gentleman in resigning the seals of
his office justified, by facts, and upon the principles of the British
constitution, by a member of Parliament (London, 1761),

A defense of William Pitt’s resignation.
Conpucr of the late administration examined; with an appendix,

containing original and authentic documents (London, 1767).

This was written by Charles Llovd, secretary to George Grenvi

It gives Grenville’s own justification of the Stamp Act.
Coxpuct of the late ministry; or, memorial containing a summar)
of facts, with their vouchers, in answer. to the observations sent by

the English ministry to the courts of Europe (London, 1757).

]11I '\'\Il['k 18 _-,:r‘|-|||--<r_-ti {1}]

Reprinted in 1759 as T/e _1|I‘J-_\,|r,.-;'1- i

ive been publisl by the French government in answer to a pamphlet
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which was sent by the British povernment to most of the courts of Europe,
entitled Qbserwations on the Memorial of France, listed below. It dis-
cusses the issue of u'.\'tam'shiy of the Ohio \';1]!-;_-'\' and of the acts of the
commissioners appointed by the two countries to settle the dispute,

Conpucr of the ministry impartially examined and the pamphlet en-
titled, “Consideration on the present German war,” refuted from
its first principles (London, 1760).

One of the polemical pamphlets published during the war. For the
pamphlet to which this is an answer see the “Special Bibliography.”

Conpucrt of the ministry impartially examined, in a letter to the
merchants of London, second edition (London, 1756).

Contains a good account from the ministerial viewpoint of the capture
by the French of British traders on the Ohio River.

ConnELLY, JoHN. Narrative of the transactions, imprisonment,
and sufferings of John Connelly, an American loyalist and lieu-
tenant-colonel in his majesty’s service in which are shewn the un-
justiiable proceedings of congress in his treatment and detention
( London, 1783).

Connelly was Lord Dunmore’s agent in the latter's western schemes.
CoxSIDERATIONS on the propriety of imposing taxes in the British
colonies for the purpose of raising a revenue by act of Parliament
(London, 1766).
Written by Daniel Dulany.

ConsmDERATIONS on the provisional treaty with America, and the
preliminary articles of peace with France and Spain (London,
1783).

The author was probably Andrew Kippis. The pamphlet is a defense
of the treaty of 1783.

CoNSIDERATIONS on the trade and finances of this kingdom, and on
the measures of administration, with respect to those great national
objects since the conclusion of the peace, third edition (London,
1769).

Written by Thomas Whately in defense of his patron George Gren-

ville. The authorship has been frequently but incorrectly ascribed to

Grenville himself, It is reprinted in Collection of scarce and interesting

fracts, vol. i1, 69-205, q.v.

ConsoraTorRy EPISTLE to the members of the old faction occasioned
by the Spanish war, by the author of the consolatory letter to the
noble lord dismissed from the military service (London, 1762).

(Coorer, MyLEs]. Friendly address to all reasonable Americans,
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on the subject of our political confusions; in which the necessary
consequences of violently opposing the king’s troops, and a general
non-importation are fairly stated (New York, 1774).

It shows the necessity of the Quebec Act.

Corgerr, JULIAN S. England in the Seven Years' War, a study in
combined strategy (London, 1907), 2 vols,

Corriect cories of the two protests against the bill to repeal the
American Stamp Act of last session, with lists of the speakers and
voters ( Paris, 1766).

CowpEer, WiLLiam. Works, comprising his poems, correspondence,
and translations; with a life by the editor, Robert Southey (Lon-
don, 1836-1837), 15 vols,

Craic, NeviLLE B. The olden time; a monthly publication, devoted
to the preservation of documents and other authentic information
in relation to the early explorations, and the settlement and im-
provement of the country around the head of the Ohio, edited by
Neville B. Craig ( Pittsburgh, 1846-1848), 2 vols.

CrocHAN, GEORGE. Letters and journals relating to tours into the
western country, November 16, 1750-November 1765: in R. G.
Thwaites, Early western Travels, vol., i, 45-173.

CucNer, Francois J.  Abstract of the several royal edicts and dec-
larations and provincial regulations and ordinances that were in
force in the province of Quebec in the time of the French govern-
ments ; and of the commissions of the several governors-general and
intendants of the said province, during the same period, faithfully
collected from the registers of the superior council of Quebec by
Frangois Joseph Cugnet, Esq. etc. (London, 1772).

For the other pamphlets published under the same conditions, see
Abstract and Sequel of the Abstract.

Extraits des édits, declarations, ordonnances et reglemens, de sa

majesté trés chrétienne ; des reglemens et jugemens des gouverneurs

généraux et intendans concernans la justice; et des reglemens et
ordonnances de police rendues par les intendans, faisans partie de
la legislature en force en la colonie du Canada, aujourd’hui prov-

ince de Quebec (Quebec, 1775).

The above and the following publications of Cugnet were drawn up
by

gentlemen learned in Canadian law, but they were all published ar Que-

Y

at the order of Lord Shelburne and Governor Carleton supposec

bec under the name of Cugnet. For the earlier publications in London,

see previous title, Abstract, and Sequel of lhe Abstract.

- Traité :t])]'l";:c? des ancienes loix, coutumes et usages de la colone
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du Canada, aujourd’hui province de Quebec, tiré de la coutume de
la prevoté et vicomté de Paris, a laquelle la dite colonie était as-
sujétie, en consequence de 'edit de I'etablissement du conseil sou-
verain du mois d'Avril 1663; avec I'explication de chaque titre et
de chaque article, puisée dans les meilleurs autheurs qui ont écrit et
comenté la dite coutume (Quebec, 1775).

CucnEr, Frangots J. Traité de la loi des fiefs; qui a toujours été
suivie en Canada depuis son établissement, tirée de celle contenue:
en la coutume de la prevoté et vicomté de Paris (Quebec, 1775).

—— Traité de la police; qui & toujours été suivie en Canada, au-
jourd’hui province de Quebec, depuis son établissement jusqu’a la
conquéte (Quebec, 1775).

CumBERLAND, RicHARD. Memoirs, written by himself containing
an account of his life and writings, interspersed with anecdotes and
characters of several of the most distinguished persons of his time,
with whom he has had intercourse and connection (London, 1806).

Cumberland was a clerk in the Board of Trade and gives in his
Memoirs several interesting pen pictures of politicians with whom he
came 1n contact.

Derence of the Right Honorable the Earl of Shelburne —see Shel-
burne, William, Earl of.

DEeFINITIVE treaty of peace and friendship, between his Britannick
majesty, the most Christian king, and the king of Spain, concluded
at Paris, the tenth day of February, 1763; to which, the king of
Portugal acceded on the same day (London, 1763).

Derany, Mrs. Mary GranviLLE [PENDARVES]. Autobiography
and correspondence with interesting reminiscences of King George
the third and Queen Charlotte, edited by the Right Honourable
Lady Llanover (London, 1862), 3 vols.

De LoLmE, Jouwx L. Constitution of England; or, account of the
English government, in which it is compared, both with the re-
publican form of government, and the other monarchies in Europe
( London, 1784).

Description of the English and French territories, in North Amer-
ica: I‘t'5r1;: an l.’.\'p].'ln:ttfﬂn of a new map of the same, shrm‘Er!; all

the encroachments of the French with their forts and umr]\:ltinn.«

on the English settlements, and the fortifications of the latter

(Dublin, 1755).

Pages 22-25 describe the territory in dispute between Great Britain

and France.
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Dickerson, Oriver M. American colonial government, 1696-
1765 ; a study of the British Board of Trade in its relation to the
American colonies, political, industrial, administrative (Cleveland,
1912),

Dictionary of National Biography — see Stephen, Leslie and Sidney
Lee.

Dinwippig, RoBerT. The official records of Robert Dinwiddie,

heutenant-governor of the colony of Virginia, 1751-1758: now

first printed from the manuscript in the collections of the Virginia
Historical Society, with an introduction and notes by R. A. Brock
(Richmond, 1883-1884), 2 vols,

Dionng, Narcisse E.  Quebec et la nouvelle France, bibliographi

(Quebec, 1905-1907).
This work is published in three volumes, but only the second has the
general title.  Volume i is “Inventaire chronologique des livres, brochures,

journanx et revues publiés en langue frangaise dans la province de Que-

bec,” ete.; volume ii is “Inventaire chronologique des ouvr:

publiés

l'etranger en diverses langues sur Quebec et la Nouvelle 1ce,” ete.:

volume iii is “Inventaire chronologique des livres, brochures, journaux et

TEVIES |==1til.-||"h en languoe :‘E!:,t_r_|..f~L- dans la ;3I'||'.'[::1,':_- de Quebec,” etc.

fourth volume on atlases, maps, etc, was announced in 1906 and

have appeared. I have not seen it.

DisrarLn, Bexnjamin, Sybil: or, The two nations (London, 184
3 vols,

DocuMENTARY HISTORY of the state of New York — see O’Callaghan,
Edmund B.

DocumEenTs relative to the colonial history of the state of New
York — see O'Callaghan, Edmund B.

Dopmveron, GrorRGE Bugs, Baron Melcombe. Diary from March
8, 1748 to February 6, 1761 ; with an appendix, containing some

I

luded to, in the 4i|-:|r_'. I'T'i.'l“e-]\n['}', [';E';.l].

are either referred to or al

curious and interesting papers, wl

Source of information for the nri:__:"|11-' of the court faction.

DoucrLass, WiLLiaM. Summary, historical and political, of the
planting, progressive improvements, and present state of the British

settlements in North America; containing some general account of

ancient and modern colonies, the granting and settling of the
British continent and West-India Island, the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany, ete. (London, 1760), 2 vols.

DowpeswEiLL, JoHN E. —see Dowdeswell, William.,

DowpesweLL, WiLLiam. Notices of the life of, taken by permission
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from a manuscript, “Memoir of the Right Honourable William
Dowdeswell, M.P. for the county of Worcester and chancellor of
the Exchequer during the administration of the Marquis of Rock- i
ingham, 1765 and 1766,” written by his son John E. Dowdeswell
Esquire: in H. Cavendish, Debates of the House of Commons
during the thirteenth Parliament, appendix 11, 591-626.

Source of information on the Old Whigs.

Drarge. Francis S, Tea leaves: being a collection of letters and
documents 1'1.']:‘;1‘I'I1L'. to the s]!i['nmrm of tea to the American colonies ! J-
in 1773, by the East India Tea Company, with an introduction
and biographical notes of the Boston Tea Party (Boston, 1884). '

DRAPER MANUSCRIPTS, preserved in the library of the State Histori- '
cal Society of Wisconsin, 469 folio vols.

These were collected by Dr. Lyman C. Draper during his long career
as a student of western history. The collection is on the whole the most |

valuable here listed but more valuable for the student interested in the |

actual occurrences in America than for a study of this character. The

=
p—— =

classification of the collection is chiefly under the names of important \

border heroes or pioneers. For a list see below, Wisconsin State Histori-

cal Society.
Durr, WiLLIAM A. — see Alexander, William.
DUNMORE, EARL oF. Manuscripts of the Earl of Dunmore., Tran-

e DR S ——

scripts in the Library of Congress, '
I 4
These are most important for an interpretation of Virginia's western Al
interest. Some but by no means all have been published in Thywaites and )
Kellogg, Dunmore’s War, and in Massachusetts Historical Society, Collec-
tions, fourth series, vol. x.
Durrerr, ReuBen T. Centenary of Louisville; a paper read before
the Southern Historical Association, Saturday, May 1st, 1880, 1n i
commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the beginning
of the city of Louisville as an incorporated town, under an act of
the legislature of Virginia [Filson Club, Publications, no. 8], !
{ Louisville, 1893 ).
[Dutens, Louis]. Memoirs of a traveller now in retirement, Writ- {
ten by himself, interspersed with historical, literary and political '|
. g R : |
anecdotes, relative to many of the principal personages of the pres- :
ent age, translated from the French (London, 1806), 5 vols.
Source of information on the court faction and in particular on the .
. . - o 1N
Earl of Bute. Dutens was secretary to Mr, Mackenzie in 1763. |
Dwicur, Timorny. Travels in New-England and New-York i
(London, 1823), 4 vols. I
Il
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Ervis, HeExry. Original letters illustrative of English history, in-
cluding numerous royal letters, from autographs in the British
Museum (London, 1827-1846), 11 vols.

Contains several letters from Lord Barrington and others which have
proved valuable.

Excrisa Historicar Review (London, 1886-date).

Entick, Joun. General history of the late war: containing its rise,
progress, and event in Europe, Asia, Africa, and America (Lon-
don, 1763-1764), 5 vals.

—— Historical and geographical description of the British empire,
originally compiled by the late Rev. John Entick, and improved
by James Webster Esquire (London, 1770), 4 vols.

Essays, commercial and political, on the real and relative interests
of the imperial and dependent states, particularly those of Great
Britain and her dependencies; displaying the probable causes of,
and a mode of compromising the present disputes between this
country and her American colonies (Newcastle, 1777).

Evans, CHARLES. American bibliography of all books, pamphlets,
and periodical publications printed in the United States from 1639
to 1820 (Chicago, 1903-1914), 8§ vols.

Evans, Lewis. Geographical, historical, political, philosophical and
mechanical essays; the first containing an analysis of a general map
of the middle British colonies in America, and of the country of
the confederate Indians; a description of the face of the country;
the boundaries of the confederates; and the maritime and inland
navigations of the several rivers and lakes contained therein ( Phil-
adelphia, 1755).

The second edition was printed in London in 1756, but was somewhat
changed from the original, several material paragraphs being omitted.
“I will not take upon me to say what may have been the motives that
induced the London editors to make these alterations, tho they may be
casily discovered by one who has read the first edition.”—Earl of Morten
to Duke of Newcastle, January 21, 1760 in British Museum, Additional
Manuscripts, 3z9o1, f. 397.

—— Geographical, historical, political, philosophical and mechanical

essays; number ii, containing a letter, representing the impropriety
of sending forces to Virginia: the importance of taking Frontenac:
and that the preservation of Oswego was owing to General Shir-
ley’s proceeding thither; containing objections to those parts of

Evan’s general map and analysis, which relates to the French title
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to the country, on the north-west side of Saint Laurence River,
hetween Fort Frontenac and Montreal, etc. (London, 1756).

Evans, Lewis. His map of the middle British colonies in America, a |
comparative account of ten different editions published between !
1755 and 1807, by Henry N. Stevens (London, 1905).

ExaMINATION into the principles — see Shelburne, William, Earl of.

ExpEDIENCY of a peace deduced from a candid comparison of the re-
spective states of Great Britain and her enemies (London, 1762).

ExpepIENCY of securing our American colonies by settling the coun- :
try adjoining the river Mississippi, and the country upon the Ohio, :
considered (Edinburgh, 1763). |

‘he only known copy is in the Harvard College Library. This pam-
phlet is reprinted in Alvord and Carter, The critical Period, 1763-1705, i
[Illinois Histerical Collections, vol. x], chapter 3. The date of publication o
of the original was sometime between October 7 and the end of November, !
I703. E

Farranp, Max. The Indian boundary line: in dmerican historical |
Review, vol. x, 782-791. ! !.

— The taxation of tea, 1767-1773: in American historical Review, ;
vol. 111, 266-2649. { i

Fervow, BerTHOLD. The Ohio valley in colonial days (Albany, | H
1890). i

Contains some documents on the old Ohio Company. 1 l

Frerp, Taomas W. Catalogue of the library belonging to Field; 1 1;

including an unrivalled collection of books relating to the Ameri-
can Indians, collections of historical societies, and American his-
tory and biography in general (New York, 1875).

FiLson CLug, Publications (Louisville, Ky., 1884-date). i ,

FirzceraLp, PErcy H. — see Townshend, Charles. Wi
FirzMAURICE, Lorp EpmMonD — see Shelburne, William, Earl of.
Force, PETER. American archives: consisting of a collection of au- '
thentick records, state papers, debates, and letters and other notices
of public affairs, the whole forming a documentary history of the \
origin and progress of the North American colonies; of the causes 1
and accomplishments of the American Revolution; and of the con- .
stitution of government for the United States, to the final ratifica- |
tion thereof: in six series, prepared and published under authority
of an act of Congress (Washington, 1837-1853), fourth series, 6 |
vols. ; fifth series, 3 vols. No more published. I
Forp, AmEeria C. Colonial precedents of our national land system A
.
'I A
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as it existed in 1800. [University of Wisconsin, Bulletin, no.
352 ; history series, vol. ii, no. 2], (Madison, 1910).

Fox, CHArRLES JamEes. Life and time, by John Russell, first Earl
of Russell (London, 1866), 3 vols.

Fox, HeNRY, first Lord Holland. Study of the career of an ei

eenth century politician, by Thad W. Riker (Oxford, 1911), 2
vols.
Francis, 51k PHivip, K.C.B. Memoits, with correspondence and 4
journals, by Joseph Parkes (London, 1867), 2 vols.
Contains some letters written by relatives in Pennsylvania, who tried

to interest Francis in speculation in western lands,

Frankrin, BEnjamin.  Franklin papers, in American Philosophi

Society Library, Philadelphia.

For the calendar of these papers, see American Philosophical Society.

These manuscripts, numbering 13,800 pieces, are letters sent to Franklin

and they are most illuminating. In them the history of the most imp
tant colonial schemes can be traced.

—— Works, compiled and edited by John Bigelow, federal edition

(New York, 1904), 12 vols.

— Writings, collected and edited with a life and introduction by
Albert Henry Smyth (New York, 1907), 10 vols.

FrENCH ENCROACHMENTS EXPOSED; or, Britain's original right to all
that part of the American continent claimed by France fully assert
ed; wherein it appears, that the honour and interest of Great

-}

Britain are equally concerned, from the conduct of the Frer
for more than a century past, to vindicate her right (London,
1756).

FreEncH Poricy DEFEATED: being an account of all the hostile pro-
ceedings of the French against the inhabitants of the British col-
onies in North America, for the last seven years (London, 1755).

Running title “Gallica fides, or French policy, etc.” Second edition,

London, 1760. Up to page 111 this latter edition is a reprint |
page of the original, but pages 111-130 form an addition and bri

history up to 1759. The pamphlet gives a long and full account of the

French encroachments and contains copies of many letters and documents.

Frost, THoMAS —see Lyttelton, Thomas, Lord.
FuLL anp Canpip ANSWER to a pamphlet, entitled, “Considerations
on the present (German war,”' third edition (London, 1701 ).

. H H
Special Bibh-

For the pamphlet to which this is an answer see the

Furl Exposition of a pamphlet entitled, *Observances on the papers
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3 relative to the rupture with Spain in which the charge with re- "
spect to a criminal concealment of those papers is refuted — the un- !
1 reasonableness of such a rupture at the time of Mr. Pitt's resig-
nation demonstrated and the |‘1!‘{‘tc1]t[ccl 1Jr11l‘l':1>‘-lirt::1|'u['= of that ‘
€ measure vindicated, In an answer from the L“(H:[ltl'}'-;_"{‘[ﬂ!|('!:'_:E[I to
: the member of Parliament’s letter” (London, 1762).
Gace, (GENERAL ‘THomAs, and others. Correspondence between
d General Gage and the Commandants at Fort de Chartres, Illi-
nois: in Branch Peapers, vol. iv, no. 2, pp. 86-111. Edited by ,
d Charles H. Ambler (Richmond, 1914). :
Gagnon, PHingas. Essai de bibliographie canadienne comprenant i
] imprimes, manuscrits, estampes, etc., relatifs a 'histoire du Can-
ada et des pays adjacents (Quebec, 1895-1913), 2 vols. {
GaiLLArDET, FrREDERIC. Memoires sur la chevaliere d’Eon la vérité |
! sur les mysteres de sa vie d'apres des documents authentiques .'
(Paris [1866]). ?
1 GaLLowAay, JosepH. [American tracts], (New York, 1779-1780), ‘ H
' 2 vols. |
Contents: wvol. i: A candid examination of the claims of Great Britain |
and the colonies. Examination of Joseph Galloway. Letters to a noble- ,r
man. A letter to the Right Honourable Lord Viscount H—e. Vol. 1i: - ‘
] Historical and political reflections. Cool thoughts. Dispassionate thoughts. |
- Plain truths. i

GAZZETTIERE AMERICANO contenente un distinto rag '1- :
le parti del nuove mondo tradotto dall’ inglese earricchito di {
Ageiunte, note, carte e Rami (Livorno, 1763), 3 vols.

For the English original see American Gazetteer.

[GEE, Josnua]. Trade and navigation of Great Britain considered, i |
shewing that the surest way for a nation to increase in riches, is [
to prevent the importation of such foreign commodities as may
be raised at home, new edition with interesting additions by a '
merchant (London, 1767). I

GeNTLEMAN's MacazINE (London, 1731-1868), 223 vols. !

Groree THE THIRD, Correspondence of King George the third |
with Lord North from 1768 to 1783, edited by W. Bondham Ik
Donne (London, 1867), 2 vols.

—— Memoirs of the life and reien of, by John H. Jesse ( London, h
1867), 3 vols. it

Gigson, Epwarp. Miscellaneous works, with memoirs of his life |
and writings, composed by himself, illustrated from his letters, with A

[
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occasional notes and narrative by John [Holroyd] Lord Sheffield
(London, 1814), 2 vols.

Source of information on the court faction.

Gist, CHrisToPHER. Journals with historical, geographical and
ethnological notes and biographies of his contemporaries, by Wil-
liam M. Darlington (Cleveland, 1893).

The journal was also published in Boston, 1836, and in Massachusetis
Historical Society, Collections, series 3, vol. v. The edition listed contains
some important documents illustrating western speculation.

[Grover, RicHARD]. Memoirs by a celebrated literary and political
character, from the resignation of Sir Robert Walpole, in 1742,
to the establishment of Lord Chatham's second administration, in
1757 ; containing strictures on some of the most distinguished men
of that time (London, 1814).

GrarroN, Avcustus Hexry [Firzroy], third Duke of. Auto-
biography and political correspondence, from hitherto unpublished
documents in the possession of his family, edited by Sir W. R.
Anson (London, 1808).

This was written by Grafton in his old age, but he carefully consulted
his contemporary correspondence and notes, It is one of the best accounts
of the period from the hand of a contemporary. In many ways it is a far
more trustworthy guide than the more famous Memoirs of Walpole.
Grafton was at first an Old Whig, then a Pittite, then a court faction
Pittite, and finally a Pittite.

Graxt, WitLiam L. Canada versus Guadaloupe, an episode of the
Seven Years' War; in dmerican Historical Review, vol. xvii, 735-
743-

Great Brrtaiv, Acts of the Privy Council of England, colonial
series, edited by James Munro, M.A. and Sir Almeric W. Fitz-
roy. K.C.B., K.C.V.O. (Hereford, 1908-1912), 6 vols.

—— British Museum. Additional manuscripts. London

A large number of collections are included under this name. The ones
used are described in this bibliography under their separate titles.

—— Calendar of home office papers of the reign of George the third,
1760-1775, edited |‘J.\' _1, R:'c“uj_‘]uu (vols. 1, ii); and l"_\ R. A
Roberts (vols. iii, iv), (London, 1878-1899), 4 vols.

—— Historical manuscripts commission, Reports, 1870-date (Lon-
don, 1874-date), vols i-date.
Manuscripts of the Earl of Carlisle, fifteenth report, appendix, part vi.

Manuscripts of the Earl of Dartmouth, eleventh report, appendix, part
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v; fourteenth report, appendix, part x; fifteenth report, appendix, part i.

Manuscripts of the Earl of Eglington and Winton, tenth report, appen-
dix 1.

Manuseripts of the Right Honorable F. J, Savile Foljambe of Osber-
ton, fifteenth report, appendix, part v,

Manuscripts of J. B. Fortescue, Esq., preserved at Dropmore, thirteenth
report, appendix iii.

Manuscripts of Captain H. V. Knox: in Report of manuscripts in
various collections, vol, vi.

Manuscripts of the Marquis of Lansdowne, third report, appendix, p.
125; fifth report, appendix; p. 215; sixth report, appendix, part i.

Manuscripts of the Earl of Lonsdale, thirteenth report, appendix,
part vii.

Manuscripts of the Duke of Rutland, twelfth report, appendix, part v,
vol. 1L

Manuscripts of Mrs. Stopford-Sackville of Drayton House, Northamp-
tonshire, sixteenth report, appendix 2o, vol. i

Manuscripts of the Marquess Townshend, eleventh report, appendix,
part iv.

Manuscripts of Charles Fleetwood Weston Underwood, Esg., of Som-
erby Hall, Lincolnshire, tenth report, appendix i.

Manuscripts of the Hon. Frederick Lindley Wood: in Report on the
manuscripts in various collections, vol. viii.

GreaT Britarn. Public Record Office. Colonial Office papers.
London,

The papers formerly classed under the general head of “Colonial
Office” consisted of several groups: first, the Colonial Entry books, which
included all papers that came into the hands of the various committees
and councils of trade and plantations before r696; secondly, the America
and West Indies and Board of Trade papers; and finally, certain volumes

belonging, some to a series known as “Colonial Correspondence,” and
others to a group called “Colonial Miscellanea.” A new system of ar-
rangement by classes and colonies has now gone into effect, which has in-
volved a radical reclassification. The new “List of Colonial Office Rec-

gives no clew to the former arrangement of volumes, but a descrip-
tion of the old system and a key to references based upon it may be found
in Andrews's Guide to the Materials for American History te I783, 1

Public Record f}ﬂ;rr rajll Great Hr:'.m.r'f.r, vol. i, 738 i

ords’

the

—— State papers foreign, France. London,

“The collection of foreign state papers now in the Public Record Ofhice
consists of such papers as had accumulated in the State Paper Office from
earliest times and such other papers as were transferred to that depository

from the Foreign Office between 1858 and 1862. . . Though the term

‘Foreign Office’ did not come into use for many years after 1782 the official

jan 1782 as

classification of the papers has entered those of date earlier

State Papers, foreign, and those of 1782 and later as ‘Foreign Office Pa-

o —
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pers.” See Andrews, Guide to the Materials for American History, to
L .’,‘-"_J. in the Public Record Office of Great Britain, vol. i, 26.
i [GRENVILLE, GEORGE]. Regulations lately made concerning the
| colonies, and the taxes imposed upon them, considered (London.
17605).

—

The title of the third edition reads “by the late Right Hon. George
Grenville.”

GreNvILLE, GEORGE and Richard Grenville, Earl Temple. Gren-
' L ville papers: being the correspondence of Richard Grenville, ear]
[ Temple, and the Right Honorable George Grenville, their friends
and contemporaries, edited with notes by W. J. Smith (London,
et 1852-1853), 4 vols.
This is the principal source of information on the Grenvillites.
Havpimanp, GeENERAL Sik Freperick. Manuscripts: in British
| { Museum, Additional manuscripts, 21661-21892 (232 vols.) and
20237.

This collection covers the years 1758-1785, and consists of correspon-
dence with Generals Gage, Amherst, Stanwix: Sir William Johnson, Hon.

John Stuart, and other the governors of the wvarious colonies; agents,

paymasters, and superintendents both in America and England: the st
cials in England. It alse

ordinate officers in America, and various off
contains many t_'II;'JiL':- of reports of conditions in l'.'1|1:|<|.'|, papers 1'{-|::‘,i|||_;
to Indian affairs, various government instructions and military documents:
secret intelligence papers, statistics of trade, memorials, commissions, ad-
vertisements, and inventories. Besides this major collection, there is also
a group of letters from General Haldimand to Sir John Johnson, superin-
tendent of Indian affairs, The Canadian government preserves rn]u:e_x of

the 1:

3

e collection (calendared in Brymner's Canadian archives) but not

of the Johnson letters. The latter have been calendared and indexed by

the British Museum. See Andrews and Davenport, Guide to the ma
seript Materials for the History of the United States to 1783, in the Bri
Museum, etc., p. 106,

I'[.—'\[.]I!I'R'I'”_\’, -!‘H".l.\l.‘L_‘i (_ |fi'\tr|:'|‘t';|_| and n[;[!'*;-;['i[';” account .j]f
Nova Scotia ( Halifax, 1829), 2 vols.

Harr, Hugert. Chatham’s colonial policy: in dmerican historical
5] . 1 £ L
nETHELL, VOI. WV, |-\|J--‘|.f 5.

Havr, James. Sketches of the history, life and manners in the
West (Philadelphia, 1835), 2 vols,

T'his contains some letters and other documents that are important for

an understanding of the plans for the colony of Transylva
| Hamirron, Perer J. Colonial Mobile: an historical study largely

from original sources, of the Alabama-Tombighee Basin and the
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0 old South West, from the discovery of the Spiritu Santo in 1519
until the demolition of Fort Charlotte in 1821 (Boston, 1910).
. Hanna, CHARLES A. The wilderness trail; or, the ventures and
adventures of the Pennsylvania traders on the Allegheny path, with Iy

some new annals of the old West, and the records of some strong
e men and some bad ones (New York, 1911), 2 vols.

I

ARDWICKE, PHILIP YORKE, Earl of. Papers: in British Museum,

i EA et -5
Additional manuscripts, 35349-30376.
I'hese consist of the correspondence and collections of the first four
5 earls of Hardwicke and other members of the Yorke family in the eight-
I eenth and nineteenth centuries. They are divided into A. Correspon-
dence, 35349-35813; B. Papers, 35814-36378. For the period covered by

this study the collection is most important.

Harpy, Francis. Memoirs of the political and private life of |
James Caulfield, Earl of Charlemont ( London, 1812), 2 vols. '

Confined almost exclusively to literary and Irish affairs, with occa- i

| sional information on British politics. Charlemont was an intimate

riend of the Cavendishes and Conway.

ARriS, Georce. Life of Lord Chancellor Hardwicke, with selec-

—_—
—

_ tions from his correspondence, diaries, speeches and judgements -
, (London, 1847), 3 vols.
Source of information on the Old Whigs.

Harr, ALBERT B., editor. The American nation; a history from |
original sources by associated scholars (New York, 1907-1908), |4
27 vols. |

Hassuer, Epcar W. Old Westmoreland; a history of western
Pennsylvania during the Revolution (Pittsburgh, 1900).

Hexmve, Witniam W.  Statutes at large: being a collection of all
the laws of Virginia from the first session of the legislature in the
vear 1619 (Richmond, 1819-1823), 13 vols.

Hexvey, RoserT, second Baron. Memoir of the life of Robert
Henley, Earl of Northington, lord high chancellor of Great
Britain (London, 1831).

Northington was a member of the court faction with Pittite tendencies.

Herrz, GeraLp B. The old colonial system [Victoria University
of Manchester, England, Publications, historical series no. 3],
( Manchester, 190s).

[Hev, WiLLiam], View of the civil government and administra- ]
tion of justice in the province of Canada while it was subject to :l
[

e crown of France: in Lower Canada Jurist, vol. 1, 1-48. Col-
lection de decisions du Bas-Canada ( Montreal, !Sﬁ?:‘. |

—————
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HivprerH, S[amMuEL] P[rescorr]. Memoirs of the early pioneer
settlers of Ohio, with narratives of incidents and occurrences in
1775 (Cincinnati, 1854).

The title of the earlier edition, Cincinnati, 1852, is Biographical ant
historical Memauotrs, etc.

Historical MEeMoriaL of the negotiation of France and England,
from the twenty-sixth of March, 1761 to the twentieth of Septem-
ber of the same year, with the vouchers, translated from the
French original (London, 1761).

See Memoire historigue.

History of the British dominions in North America, from the first
discovery of that vast continent by Sebastian Cabot in 1497, to its
present glorious establishment, as confirmed by the late treaty of
peace in 1763 (London, 14773).

History of North America; containing an exact account of their
first settlements, their situation, climate, soil, produce, ete. with the
present state of the different colonies, and a large introduction
(London, 1776).

History of the reign of George the third from his accession to the
throne in 1760 to the end of the seventh session of the sixteenth
Parliament of Great Britain in 1790, to which is prefixed a review
of the war, which was terminated by the peace of Paris in 1763
(London, 1783-1794), 3 vols.

Written by Robert MacFarlane, but the Library of Congress card
ascribes the last two volumnes to another hand. The history has a strong
Pittite tendency. The first two volumes have titles as follows: “History
of the first ten yvears of George,” etc. and “History of the second ten
years,” etc.

HoboGe, FreDERICK WEBB — see United States Bureau of Americar
Ethnology.

Horranp, Evizasers Vassari, Lady. The journal of Elizabeth,
Lady Holland, 1791-1811, edited by the Earl of Ilchester (Lon-
don, 1908), 2 vols.

HovLranp, Henry RicHArRD [Vassarr Fox], third Baron. Me-
moirs of the Whig Party during my time, edited by his son Henry
Edward, Lord Holland (London, 1852-1854), 2 vols.

Homes, HENry. Memoirs of the life and writings of the Honorable
Henry Homes of Kames, by Alexander F, Tyler (Edinburgh,
1814), 3 vols.

Horerack, KATE. The peace of Paris, 1763: in Royal Historical

dociety, Transactions, third series, vol. ii, 235-267.




] IN BRITISH POLITICS 201

Hovck, Lours. The Spanish régime in Missouri, a collection of
papers and documents relating to upper Louisiana principally
within the present limits of Missouri during the dominion of
Spain, from the archives of the Indies at Seville, etc. (Chicago,
1909), 2 vols.

HouGH, FRANKLIN B, editor. Diary of the siege of Detroit in the
war with Pontiac; also a narrative of the principal events of the
siege, by Major Rogers; a plan for conducting Indian affairs by
Colonel Bradstreer; and other authentick documents never before
printed [ Munsell, Historical series, no. 4], (Albany, 1860).

Howarp, GEORGE E. Preliminaries of the Revolution, 1763-1775
[A. B. Hart, 4merican Nation, vol. viii], (New York, 1907).

HureerT, ARCHER B. Washington and the West. Being George
Washington’s diary of September, 1784. Kept during his journey
into the Ohio basin in the interest of a commercial union between
the Great Lakes and the Potomac River (New York, 1905).

—— Washington’s “Tour to the Ohio” and articles of “The Mis-
sissippi Company;" in Ohio Archaeological and Historical So-
ciety, Publications (Columbus, 1908), vol. viii, 431-488.

Hume, Davip. Essays; moral, political and literary, edited by T.
H. Green and T. H. Grose (New York, 1898), 2 vols.

—— Letters to William Strahan, now first edited with notes, in-
dex, etc., by G. Birbeck Hill (Oxford, 1888).

—— Life and correspondence, from papers bequeathed by his nephew
to the Royal Society of Edinburgh, and other original sources, by
J. H. Burton (Edinburgh, 1846), 2 vols.

Hunt, WiLLiam. History of England from the accession of George
the third to the close of Pitt's first administration, 1760-1801
(London, 1905).

—— Pitt’s retirement from office, 5 October 1761: in English His-
torical Review, vol. xxi, 119-132.

Huxrtinepon, SeLina Hastings, Countess of. Life and times, by
a member of the houses of Shirley and Hastings (London, 1844),
2 vols.

[Huske, Joun]. Present state of North America, I. The dis-
coveries, rights and possessions of Great Britain, II. The dis-
coveries, rights and possessions of France, III. The encroach-
ment and depredations of the French upon his majesty’s territories

in North America in times when peace subsisted in Europe between

$
1

1¢ two crowns (London, 1775).
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HurcHins, THomas. Topographical deseription of Virginia, Penn-
sylvania, Maryland, and North Carolina, reprinted from the orig-
inal edition of 1778, edited by F, C. Hicks (Cleveland, 1g04).

Irrivois State Historicar Lisrary. Collections.

Vol. i, edited and annotated by H. W. Beckwith (Springfield, 1903).

Vel. 1i, Virginia series, vol. i, Cahokia records, 17758-1790, edited by
C. W. Alvord (Springfield, 1907).

Vol. v, Virginia series, vol. ii, Kaskaskia records, 1778-1790, edited by
C. W. Alvord (Springfield, 1909).

Vol. viii, Virginia series, vol. iii, George Rogers Clark papers, 1771-
1781, edited by J. A. James (Springfeld, r912).

Val. X, British series, val. 1, The critical pt-rilui, I;’IG}—L?IJ:.'_ edited h}
C. W. Alvord and C. E. Carter (Springfield, 1915).

Vol. xi, British series, vol. ii, The new régime, edited by C. W. Alvord
and C. E. Carter (Springfield, 1915).

[LLiwois State Historican Sociery, Journal (Springheld, 1g9o8-
date).

Irrivors, University oF.  Studies (Urbana, 1goo-date).

ImprarTiaL History of the late glorious war, from its commencement
to its conclusion ; containing an exact account of the battles and sea
engagements; together with other remarkable transactions in Eu-
rope, Asia, Africa, and America; with remarks on the peace, the
state of parties when it was concluded, and an account of the
places ceded to Great Britain (London, 1767).

Generally ascribed to Almon.
InviTATION serieuse aux habitants des Illinois (n.d., n.p.).

Du Simitiere has printed on the title page of the only extant c

the Ridgeway Library) “Philadelphia, 1772, The pamphlet is
“un habitant des Kaskaskias,” who was probably Daniel Blouin or William
Clazon. See the reprint listed under Alvord and Carter.

James, James A.  George Rogers Clark papers, 1771-1781 [1ll

Historical Gollections, vol. viii, Virginia series, vol. iii], (Spring-
field, 1912).

[JerFERsoN, THomAs]. Summary view of the rights of Britisl
America, set forth in some resolutions intended for the inspection
of the present 1::'!+':_{.'llr'-% of the 311'u[‘||-.' of ‘I.T:-t';_;'ini;:, now in conven-
tion (Williamsburg, 1774).

Printed in Jefferson, W orks (Federal ed.), vol. ii, where may be
a bibliographical note on it.

—— Woaorks, collected and edited by Paul Leisces
edition (New York, 1904), 12 vols.

Jerrerys, T[Homas]. Natural and civil history of the French




1

| two | IN BRITISH POLITICS 203
= dominions in North and South America, giving a particular ac-

. count of the climate, soil, etc., with an historical detail of the ac-
quisitions and conquests made by the British in those parts (Lon-
don, 1761), 2 parts in 1 vol. A
Tenyns, SoamEe. Works, also his life by C. N. Cole (London,
" 1700), 4 vols.
Jessig, JouN H,—see George the third.
Iy —— see Selwyn, George.

. Jouns Hopkins UniversiTy. Studies in historical and political r
I science (Baltimore, 1882-date). !
w [JounsoN, SAMUEL], Hypocrisy unmasked; or, a short inquiry i

into the religious complaints of our American colonies (London, !
d 1776). :
- —— Works, with Murphy's essay, by Reverend Robert Lyman -
a (London, 1825), 6 vols. .
Jounsown, Sik WirLriam. Calendar of the Sir William Johnson '
manuscripts in the New York State Library, compiled by R. E. d
o Day (Albany, 1909). 1
In the burning of the Albany capitol many” volumes of the Johnson
i manuscripts were lost. This makes the calendar very waluable. For-
1e tunately transcripts of some of the documents had been previously made
e for the Illinois State Historical Library and the Wisconsin Historical So-
ciety. The Johnson manuscripts were unquestionably the most important
single collection of source material for western history during the pre- |
revolutionary era. {
—— Johnson manuscripts, in New York State Library, Albany.
!:\, See note to the previous title.
III —— Life and times, by William L. Stone (Albany, 1865), 2 vols. ,
—— Manuscripts, edited by Charles H. Lincoln: in American An-
ia tiquarian Society, Transactions and Collections, vol. xi, 9-53.
o Jounson, Wirtiam SamuEeL. Letters to the governors of Connec- :
ticut: in Massachusetts Historical Society, Collections, fifth series,
b vol. 1x, 211-490.

T8 Doctor William S, Johnson was in London during a part of this period 1

- and his letters are full of observations on politics and politicians.
Juxtus: including letters by the same writer, under other signatures ;
(now first L‘H]i_r_*-.'iq‘ui,'l to which are added his confidential corre-
spondence with Mr. Wilkes and his private letters addressed to {
a Mr, H. L. Woodfall, with a preliminary essay, notes, etc. (Lon- _
don, 1812), 3 vols.
This is the best edition of Junius. The writer of the Junius letters :
I |
1
A
1eh
(it
T e - — ™ v T ER— =
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was a follower of George Grenville and his letters are an excellent
source for the Grenvillites’ policy.
Kaskaskia Maxuscripts, preserved in the circuit clerk’s office,
Chester, 1llinois.
This collection consists of about three thousand documents dating from
1727 to 1790. They are all mounted and preserved in portfolios. For the
period covered by this studv the number of documents is not large, but
some are very important, particularly the record of the court established
by Lieutenant-Colonel Wilkins in 1768. For description of the collection
see Alvord, Old Kaskaskia Records, and Eighteentlh Century Records, en

[KennEDY, ArcHizaLD]. The importance of gaining and presery-
ing the friendship of the Indians to the British interest, consid-
ered (London, 1752).

Kennedy was receiver-general of the colony of New York. He ur

a union of the colonies for the purposes of defense and for common action

in Indian affairs.

Serious considerations on the present state of the affairs of the
northern colonies (New York, 1754).

Printed in London the same year.

Kent, C[LEMENT] B. Roviance. The English Radicals; an his-
torical sketch (London, 1899).

KeppEL, Aucustus ViscounT. Life, by the Honorable and Rever-
end Thomas Keppel (London, 1842), 2 vals.

KEerpPEL, THOMAS — see Keppel, Augustus Viscount,

KEr, Joun. Memoirs and secret negotiations (London, 1726), part

11.

Contains good account of Louisiana and the plans of the French. The
description is based on the books of Hennepin and La Hontan, the map,
on Delisle’s,

KEys, ALice M. — see Colden, Cadwallader.

Kinesrorp, WiLLiaM. The history of Canada, 1608-1841 (Toron-
to, 1887-1808), 10 vols.

[Knvox, WitrLiam]. The claim of the colonies to an exemption from
internal taxes imposed by authority of Parliament, examined in a
letter from a gentleman in London to his friend in America ( Lon-
don, 1765).

In an undated letter to Lord Dartmouth, William Knox (Darfmouth

manuscripts) describes the various pamphlets defending the British polic

which he wrote, and he also tells in a very humorous way his profit
losses from them.

- Fo, : ‘ :

—— Controversy between Great Britain and her colonies reviewed;

the several pleas of the colonies in support of their right to all
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liberties and privileges of British subjects, and to exemption from
the legislative authority of Parliament stated and considered, and
the nature of their connection with, and dependence on Great
Britain shewn, upon the evidence of historical facts and authentic
records (London, 1769).

[Kwox, WiLLiam]. Extra official state papers, addressed to the
Right Honourable Lord Rawdon and the other members of the two
houses of Parliament associated for the preservation of the consti-
tution and promoting the prosperity of the British empire (Lon-
don, 1789), 2 parts in 1 vol.

—— Manuscripts — see (Great Britain,

—— The justice and policy of the late act of Parliament for making
more effectual provision for the government of the province of
Quebec, asserted and proved; and the conduct of administration
respecting that province stated and vindicated (London, 1774).

The best contemporary discussion of the Quebec Act from the minis-
terial point of view.

LanspownNE, MAaRrQuEss oF. Manuscripts of the Marquess of
Lansdowne. Preserved at Lansdowne House, London.

Sometimes called Shelburne manusecripts. The Earl of Shelburne (later
Marquess of Lansdowne) played such an important political role during
the period and was so interested in the development of the colonies that
the correspondence and documents which he has left, all carefully pre-
served, make this collection the most important of the private collections
for this study. Calendars of the collection are in Historical Manuscripts
Commission, Third Report, Appendix; Fifth Report, Appendix; Sixth Re-
port, Appendix, part r.

Lee, ARTHUR. Life of Arthur Lee, LL.D., joint commissioner of
the United States to the court of France, and sole commissioner
to the courts of Spain and Prussia, during the Revolutionary War,
with his political and literary correspondence and his papers on
the diplomatic and political subjects and the affairs of the United
States during the same period, by Richard H. Lee (Boston, 1829),
2 vols.

Lee, CHarLEs. The Lee papers, 1754 [-1811], [New York His-
torical Society, Gollections, fund series, vols. iv-vii], (New York,
1872-1875).

LeE Ricnarp H. Letters collected and edited by James Curtis Bal-
lagh (New York, 1911), 2 vols.

—— see Lee, Arthur,

Lemieux, RoporpHe. Les origines du droit franco-canadien; com-

o N
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prenant, I. L’histoire du droit frangais depuis 'epoque ¢

romaine jusqu’d ’ére revelutionnaire inclusivement, I1. L'histoire
du droit canadien depuis la découverte du Canada jusqu'a la ces-
sion (domination francais), et depuis le traité de Paris (1763)
jusqu'a la confedération inclusivement (domination anglaise),
( Montreal, 1901).

Lenwox, Lapy Saran. Life and letters, 1745-1826, also a short
political sketch of the vears 1760 to 1763 by Henry Fox, first
Lord Holland, edited by the Countess of Tlchester, and Lord
Stavordale (London, 1902), 2 vols.

The political sketch of the years 1760 to 1763 is most important for an
understanding of the views of the court faction.

LErrer from an independent man to his friend in the country upon
the late pamphlet entitled, “Observations on the papers relative
to the rupture with Spain” (London, 1762).

LEerTer from a member of the opposition to Lord B—— (London,
1763).

LETTER from a patriot in retirement, to the Right Honourable Mr.
William Pitt upon the resignation of his employment (London,
1761).

LEeTTER to her R—1 H—s the P—s D—w—g—r of W— on the ap-
proaching peace, with a few words concerning the Right Honour-
able the Earl of B—, and the general talk of the world (London,
1762).

LETTER to the Earl of Chatham on the Quebec Bill, fifth edition
(London, 1774).

Written by Sir William Meredith.
LETTER to the Earl of Shelburne on the peace (London, 1783).
Signed Portius, February 5, 1783. The author criticises the peace.

t Honourable W— P—, by a citizen (London,

LETTER to the Rig
1761).

LerTer to Sir William Meredith, Bart., in answer to his late letter
to the Earl of Chatham (London, 1774).

LErTERS of an Englishman; in which the principles and conduct of

the Rockingham Party, when in administration and opposition,
are freely and impartially displayed (London, 1786).

LeEwis, Sik GeorGE CORNEWALL, second baronet. Essays on the
administrations of Great Britain from 1783 to 1830, contributed
to the Edinburgh Review, edited by Sir Edmund Head (Lon-

don, 1864).




= N BRITISH POLITICS 297

[1FE, adventures, intrigues and amours of the celebrated Jemmy
| Twitcher — see Sandwich, John Montague, Earl of.

j[\ LincoLN, CHARLES H. The revolutionary movement in Pennsyl-
J_%-'J vania, f?(-“"_l??“ E'L‘«;!’E‘-'L'T'-‘if.‘-' of Pennsylvania, Series in History,
e). no. 1], (Philadelphia, 1901).
List of early land patents and grants: in the Virginia Magazine of
o History and Biography, vol. v, 173, 241.
e [isT of the minority in the House of Commons, who voted against L
ird the bill to repeal the American Stamp Act (Paris, 1766).
[Loxg, Epwarp]. History of Jamaica; or, general survey of the |
= antient and modern state of that island: with reflections on its ‘
situation, settlements, inhabitants, climate, products, commerce,
¥h laws. and government (London, 1774), 3 vols,
e Lucas, REGINALD — see North, Lord. :.
LyrreLtoN, (Georcg, Lord. Memoirs and correspondence from 1
5t 1734 to 1773, edited by Robert Phillimore (London, 1845), 2 vols. |
Lyttelton was a member of the Grenvillites faction.
Ir. Lyrrevron, TrHoMmAs, Lord. Life by Thomas Frost { London, ' |
on, 1876). .
M’Curron, Henry., Miscellaneous representations relative to our f
ap- concerns in America submitted [in 1761] to the Earl of Bute by E
ur- Henry M’Culloh. Now first printed from the original manu- )
on, seripts, with biographical and historical introduction by William i l:
A. Shaw (London [1905]). | !
on Mr. Shaw claims that Grenville drew his idea of the Stamp Act from I
this. See Miscellaneous Essay, etc., Proposals for Uniting, etc., Wisdom
and .Pr:f_"f'_l.'. etc.
MarrLanp Crus. Publications (Glasgow, 1827-1859), 75 vols. j |
MALMESBURY, JamEs Harris, First Earl of. Diaries and corre- L
spondence of James Harris, first earl of Malmesbury; containing
4 an account of his missions to the courts of Madrid, Frederick the
Great, Catherine the second, and the Hague; and his special mis-
% sions to Berlin, Brunswick, and the French republic, edited by his :
grandson, the third earl (London, 1844), 4 vols. |
Ill ' Map: AwmericaN military pocket atlas, being an approved collec- s
: tion of correct maps, both general and particular of the British
e t‘i:|unirls (London [1776]). I |
e Mar: Derriste. GuinLauMg. Carte d’Amérique dressee pour {
I'usage du roy (Paris, 'auteur, 1722). i |
P
L]
|
4t
.1 1
'|;‘ ¥

S




i

298 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.

Map: Evans, LEwis. General map of the middle British colonies
in America; viz. Virginia, Mariland, Delaware, Pensilvania, New-
Jersey, New-York, Connecticut and Rhode Island. of Aqua-
nishuonigy, the country of the Confederate Indians, comprehend-
ing Aquanishuonigy proper, their place of residence, Ohio and
Tiiuxsoxruntie, their deer-hunting countries, Couxsoxrage and

Skaniadardde, their beaver-hunting countries: of the lakes Erie,
Ontario, and Champlain, and of part of New-France wherein is
also shewn the antient and present seats of the Indian nations
( Philadelphia, 1755).

Map: Fry, JosHua and Peter Jefferson. Map of the most in-
habited part of Virginia containing the whole province of Mary-
land with part of Pennsylvania, New Jersey and North Carolina:
in the American Atlas or a geographical Description of the whole
Continent of America, by Thomas Jefferys (London, 1778).

The map was originally printed in 1751,

Mar: MitcHiLL, JouN. Map of the British and French domin-
ions in North America, with the roads, distances, limits and ex-
tent of the settlements (London, 1773).

The original map was printed in 1753,

Marp: Porrre, HeENry. Map of the British empire in America
with the French and Spanish settlements adjacent thereto (Lon-
don [1733]).

[MagrriorT, James]. Plan of a code of laws for the province of
Quebec, reported by the advocate-general (London, 1774).

Printed in Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional Dacuments, 310 ff.

MaryLanp Historicar Sociery. Archives of Maryland (Balti-
more, 1883-date).

Maseres, Francis, compiler.  Collection of several commissions and
other public instruments, proceeding from his majesty’s royal au-
thority, and other papers relating to the state of the province of
Quebec since 1760 (London, 1972).

—— Canadian frecholder: in three dialogues between an Eng-

lishman and a Frenchman, settled in Canada shewing the senti-

ments of the bulk of the frecholders concerning the late Quebeck

Act; with some remarks on the Boston Charter Act; and an At

tempt to shew the great expediency of immediately repealing both

those acts of the Parliament, etc. (London, 1776-1779), 3 vols.

- Considerations on the expediency of procuring an act of Par-
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liament for the settlement of the province of Quebec ( London,
1766).

Also published in Occasional Essays by the same author, and by Shorit
and Doughty, Constifutional Documents, 179 ff.

—— Draught of an act of Parliament for settling the laws of the
province of Quebec [London, 1772].

This was issued in August, 1772. Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional
Documents, 373, footnote 4.

—— Draught of an act of Parliament for settling the laws of the
province of Quebec [London, 17731.

This was issued in March, 1773. Shortt and Doughty, Constitutional
Documents, 373, footnote 4.

—— Occasional essays on various subjects chiefly political and his-
torical ; extracted partly from the public newspapers during the
present reign and partly from tracts published in the reign of
Queen Elizabeth, King Charles the first, King Charles the second.
etc. (London, 1809).

—— Things necessary to be sett

ed in the province of Quebec, either
by the king’s order in council, or by act of Parliament [London,
1772 or 1773].

Mason, GEorRGE. Life, 1725-1792, including his speeches, public
papers, and correspondence ; with an introduction by General Fitz-
hugh Lee, by Kate M. Rowland (New York, 1892).

Massacuuserrs Historicar Sociery, Collections (Boston, 1704-
date).

Marugws, Lois K. Expansion of New England: the spread of
New England settlement and institutions to the Mississippi River,
1620-1865 (Boston, 1909).

MavEer, BRaNTZ. Tah-gah-jute; or, Logan and Captain Michael
Cresap (Baltimore, 1851).

MEMOIRE contenant le précis des faits, avec leurs piéces justificatives,
pour servir de réponse aux observations envoyées par les ministers
d'Angleterre, dans les cours de I'Europe (Paris, 17560).

Contains Washington’s journal, General Braddock's letters and in-
structions. This was translated into English several times and printed
as The Conduct of the late Ministry, The Mystery revealed, and 4 Me-
marial containing a summary View of Facfs. An American edition is
printed in Craig's Olden Times, vol. ii.

MiMoIrE historique sur la negociation de la France et de I"Angle-

e




e T

300 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [val.

terre, depuis le 26 mars 1761 jusqu'au 20 septembre de la méme
anncée, avec les pieces justificatives (Paris, 1761).

Reprinted same year in London, also in translation as Historical Me-
marial, ete.

M EMORIAL containing a summary view of facts, with their authorities,
in answer to the observations sent by the English ministry to the
courts of Europe, translated from the French (Philadelphia,
1757).

An American translation of Memoire conienant, ete., q.v.

MEemoriaL of the lllinois and Wabash Land Companies: in 4 meri-
can State Papers, class viii, public lands, vol. ii, p. 108 ff.

MEemorIAL of the Illinois and Wabash Land Company, 13th Janu-
ary, 1797, referred to Mr. Jeremiah Smith, Mr. Kittera, and Mz,
Baldwin, published by order of the House of Representatives
( Philadelphia [1797]).

MicHican Proneer anp HistoricaL Sociery. Collections and
researches (Lansing, 1877-date).

Mivrrs, Davip. Report on the boundaries of the province of On-
tario (Toronto, 1873).

This contains an excellent analysis of the British ministry’s western
policy and deserves to be better known.

MisceELLanEous Essay concerning the courses pursued |1].' Cor

Britain in the affairs of her colonies; with some observations on
the great importance of our settlements in America and the trade
thereof (London, 1755).

The author was probably Henry M’Culloh. From the advertisements
I ] A

in the wvarious ]'Iﬂl'l1|1]1|:'1!- it 1s prrIL't'1| that same author wrote Pra-

posals for Uniting, ete, and Wisdom and Policy, q.v.
Mississtpr1 VaLLey Historical Review (Cedar Rapids, 1914-date).
MircHrLL, Joun. Contest in America between Great Britain and

France, with its consequences and impaortance, giving an account of

the views and designs of the French, with the interests of Great
Britain, and the situation of the British and French colonies in al

parts of America (London, 1757).

—— Present state of Great Britain and North America, with
_‘.'_':ITn] Lo :i;:!'i(‘llfftir':'. ]\r;;‘:]]::?it”], trade, and r'ﬂ.".llllrlilfl'llii'.“. I:H'.'\'!";LT'
tially considered (London, 1767).

MoreLLET, L’ABRE ANDRE. Lettres, & Lord Shelburne, depuis mar-
quis de Lansdowne, 1772-1803, avec introduction et notes par

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Paris, 1898).
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MorGan, GEORGE. Letter book. Preserved in Carnegie Library,
Pittshurgh, Pennsylvania.

Morgan was the agent of Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan of Phila-
delphia at Kaskaskia, Illinois, during the period of that firm's operations
in that region. The Letter-book is very complete and will appear in the
British series of the 1llinois Historical Colleciions, now being published.
See Alvord and Carter. A copv of the Letter-book i1s preserved in the
I1linois State Historical Library.

Morris, Caprain THomas. Journal of, of his majesty’s seven-
teenth regiment of infantry; Detroit, September 25, 1764: in R.
G. Thwaites, Early Western Travels, vol. 1, 293-328.

Muprorp, WiLLiaM. Critical examination of the writings of Rich-
ard Cumberland Esquire, with an occasional inquiry into the age
in which he lived and the contemporaries with whom he flourished,
also memoirs of his life and an appendix (London, 1812), 2 vols.

Munro, WicLiam B. Documents relating to the seigniorial tenure
in Canada, 1508-1854. Edited with a historical intreduction and
explanatory notes (Toronto, 1908).

—— Seigniorial system of Canada: a study in French colonial pol-
icy [ Harvard Historical Studies], (New York, 1907).

MysTERY reveal’d; or, Truth brought to light: being a discovery of
some facts, in relation to the conduct of the late M—y, which
however extraordinary they may appear, are yet supported by such
testimonies of authentick papers and memoirs as neither confidence
can out brave: nor cunning invalidate, by a patriot, Monstrum
Horrendum (London, 1759).

Written by someone hostile to the Duke of Newcastlee. The second
part contains a translation of the French documents that are printed in
Memoire, etc., q.v. See also Memorial, and Conduet of the Ministry.

New axp Impartial CorLecTion of interesting letters from the pub-

lic papers ; many of them written by persons of eminence, on a great

variety of important subjects which have occasionally engaged the
1% . r . r - . 4 a
public attention, from the accession of his present majesty, in Sep-

5, to May 1767 (London, 1767), 2 vols.

tember 1765
Contains numerous articles on the American colonies.

NewcastLE, THomas PeLHAM HoLugs, first Duke of. Narrative
of the changes in the ministry, 1765-1767, told by the Duke of
Newcastle in a series of letters to John White, member of Par-
liament, edited by Mary Bateson [Camden Society, Publications,

s, vol. lix], (London; 1898).

A most important source of information on the Old Whigs.

NEw S¢I

-

-

—— e —
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NEeEwcastLE PapPERs, official correspondence, 1697-1768: in British
Museum, Additional manuscripts, 32686-33057, 307 vols.

“The correspondence is arranged chronologically in 307 volumes, To
the end of the year ry23 it is contained in one series; from 1724 to 1754
it is divided into two series: Home Correspondence and Diplomatic Cor-
respondence; from 1755 to 1768, it is again contained in one series, The
volumes are not listed in the Additional Manuscripts Catalogue, 1832-
1887, but are indexed very fully. Volumes 33028-33030 are a part of the
Newcastle Papers, and relate wholly to the affairs of the American and
West Indian colonies, 1701-1802." — Andrews and Davenport, Guide to the
manuscript Materials for the History of the United States to 17837, in the
British Museum, etc., 123,

NEw JErSEY ARCHIVES, first series, vol. xxiv. Extracts from Amer-
ican newspapers relating to New Jersey, vol. v, 1762-1765. (Pat-
erson, 190z2).

New Jersey Historicar Sociery. Collections (Newark, 1846-
date).

New York Historicar Sociery. Collections (New York, 1811-
date).

NicHorrs, JoHN. Recollections and reflections, personal and politi-
cal, as connected with public affairs during the reign of George the
third ( Philadelphia, 1822).

Some chapters relate to American affairs. See account of Chatham's
enthusiasm for war with Spain in 1771

NicHOLS, JoHN. Literary anecdotes of the eighteenth century ; com-
prizing biographical memoirs of William Bowyer and many of his
learned friends (London, 1812-1815), 9 vols.

NorTH, Lorp. The prime minister; a personal memoir: in North
American Review, vol. clxxvi, 278-791.

—— Second earl of Guilford, K.G., 1732-1792, by Reginald Lu-
cas (London, 1913), 2 vels,

Nortz AmEerican Review (New York. 1815-date).

NorTH CaroLiwa. Colonial Records — see Saunders. W. L.

Nucent, THomas, LL.D. History of Vandalia (London, 1766-

1773), 3 vols,

OsservaTions and reflections on an act passed in the year

774, for
the settlement of the province of Quebec, by a country gentleman
(London, 1782).

OBseErvaTioNs from the law of nature and nations, and the civil law:
shewing that the British nation have an undoubted right, during

the present war, to seize on all the French property in neutral
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bottoms, and particularly every thing brought from the French
settlements in America (London, 1759).

(BSERVATIONS In the papers — see Wilkes, John.

O'CarracHAN, EpMunp B.  Documentary history of the state of
New York (Albany, 1849-1851), 4 vols.

— Documents relative to the colonial history of the state of New
York; procured in Holland, England, and France, by John R.
Brodhead, Esquire, agent (Albany, 1856-1860), 11 vols.

Omnio archaeological and historical quarterly (Columbus, 1887-date).

On1o Company PAPERS — see Pennsylvania Historical Society.

OswaLp, James. Memorials of the public life and character of the
Right Honorable James Oswald of Dunnikier: contained in a
correspondence with some of the most distinguished men of the last
century (Edinburgh, 1825).

Oswald was one of the most important Scotch members of Parliament.
The above is a source of information on the court faction, and in par-
ticular on the opinions of the Earl of Bute.

Paing, THoMAs. Writings, collected and edited by M. D. Conway
(New York, 1894-1896), 4 vols.

Parers relative to the rupture with Spain laid before both houses of
Parliament, on Friday the twenty-ninth day of January, 1761, by
his majesty’s command (London, 1762).

PArkES, JoSEPH — see Francis, Sir Philip.

Parkman, Francis. Conspiracy of Pontiac and the Indian war
after the conquest of Canada (Boston, 1907), 2 vols.

—— Montcalm and Wolfe (Boston, 1g05), 2 vols.

ParLiaAMENTARY HisTory of Eneland from the Norman Conquest in
1066 to the year 1803 (London, 1806-1820), 36 vols.

Volumes i-xii have the title Cobbett's Parliamentary History. The later
volumes were published by T'. C. Hansard.

PENNSYLvaNIA ARrcCHIVES, fourth series, edited by George Edward
Reed, under the direction of [the] secretary of the commonwealth

(Harrisburg, 1900-1902), 12 vols, ; fifth series, edited by Thomas

Lynch Montgomery, under the direction of [the] secretary of the

commonwealth (Harrisburg, 1906), 8 vals.
PeNNSYLvANIA StaTeE HistoricaL Sociery. Gratz Papers.
Contains several important letters of William Murray, who was the
agent of Franks and {_'-'|11|]'|;;:1ll.' af |"||”;'|l!|_-];)]1i:| in all their financial opera=
tions in the Illinois country,
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PennsyLvania STate Historican Socrery. Ohio Company Pa-
pers, Philadelphia,

This collection is most important for an understanding of western his-
tory. It consists largely of letters which passed between the men most
interested in the proposed colony of Vandalia and of copies of the most
important documents bearing on the negotiations in London.

—— Wharton Correspondence.

This is the correspondence of Thomas and Samuel Wharton and is
most important for an understanding of the latter's activities. See Whar-
ton, Thomas.

Pennsyrvania Usiversity.  Publications, series in history (Phil-
adelphia, 1901-1905), nos. i, ii.

PaELPS, MATTHEW. Memoirs and adventures of Captain Matthew
Phelps formerly of Harwington in Connecticut, now resident in
Newhaven in Vermont, particularly in two voyages from Con-
necticut to the river Mississippi, from December 1773 to October
1780, compiled from the original journal and minutes kept by
Mr. Phelps, etc., by Anthony Haswell (Bennington, Vermont,
1802).

Phelps was a member of General Lyman's company.

PaitLies, PaurL C. The West in the diplomacy of the American
Revolution [University of Illinois Studies in the Social Sciences,
71,

vol. xi, no. (Urbana, 1913).

Pirr, Wirriam, Earl of Chatham, by Albert von Ruville, translated
by H. J. Chaytor, assisted by Mary Morison; with introduction
by Professor Hugh E. Edgerton (London, 1907), 3 vols.

e L‘Ll[‘["\”_‘:]“3”[][':1[":': l.'l!:lTl.'El ]):\ |—h" cxecutors f]f |||-‘- SO0, Jllhll, l';l]"!
of Chatham, and published from the original manuscripts in their
possession (London, 1838-1840), 4 vols.

Source for information on Pittites.

—— Life; by Basil Williams ( London, 1913), 2 vols.

—— Lord Chatham, his early life and connections, by Archibald
Philip Primrose, fifth Earl of Rosebery (New York, 1910).
—— und Graf Bute. Ein Beitrag zur inneren Geschichte Englands

unter Georg ITI, by Albert von Ruville (Berlin, 1895).

Prrrman, Caprain PHitie.  The present state of the European set-
tlements on the Mississippi, with a geographical description of that
river illustrated by plans and draughts, an exact reprint of the
original edition, London, 1770, edited by F. H. Hodder (Cleve-
land, 1g906).

PITTSEURGH IN 1761 — a return of the number of houses, of the names
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of the owners, and number of men, women, and children in each
house at Fort Pitt, April 14th, 1761: in the Pennsylvania Maga-
vine of History and Biography, vol. vi, 344 (Philadelphia, 1882).
PoriTicAL CONSIDERATIONS ! yeing a few thoughts of a candid man at
the present crisis: in a letter to a noble lord retired from power
(London, 1762).
Attributed to James Marriott.
PoLiTiCAL Essays concerning the present state of the British Em-
pire; particularly respecting 1. Natural advantages and disad-

vantages, 1I. Constitution, III. Agriculture, IV. Manufactures,

V. The colonies, VI. Commerce (London, 1772).

Attributed with great probability to John Campbell. The author, evi-

dently a member of the court faction, advocates the establishment of
colonies in the West.

PoLITICAL REGISTER, an impartial review of new books
1767-1772), 11 vols.

PoLiTicaL Science QUARTERLY (Boston, 1886-date).

PormiTr. Epwarp. The unreformed House of Commons; parlia-
mentary representation before 1832, by Edward Porritt assisted
by Annie G. Porritt (Cambridge, 1903 ), 2 vols.

Post. CHARLES F. Two journals of western tours; one, to the
neichborhood of Fort Duquesne, July—September, 1758 :

to the Ohio, October, 1758 — January 1759: in R. G. Thwaites,
Early Western Travels, vol. i, 175-291,

PownarL, Crarpes A, W. — see Pownall, Thomas.

PowNALL Tiomas. The administration of the British colonies
wherein their rights and constitution are discussed and stated (Lon-
don, 1774), 2 vols.

Governor of Massachusetts Bay, author of letters of Junius;
with supplement comparing the colonies of Kings George the third
and Edward the seventh, by Charles A. W. Pownall (London,
1908 ).

Many letters written by Pownall are printed.

— Topographical description of such parts of North America as
are contained in the (annexed) map of the middle British colonies,
etc., in North America (London, 1776).

This was written to accompany a new edition of Lewis Evans’s map.

Pratt, DfANIEL] J., editor. Report on the boundaries of the state
of New York (Albany, 1874-1884), 2 vols.

——— e ——— Do
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Prarz, LE Pace pu. The history of Louisiana, or of the western
parts of Virginia and Carolina; containing a description of the
countries that Iye on both sides of the river Mississippi: with an
account of the settlements, inhabitants, soil, climate, and prod-
ucts, translated from the French, with some notes and obserya-
tions relating to our colonies (London, 1763), 2 vols.

In his long preface the translator admits that he “has left out many
things that appeared to be trifling and abridged some parts of it.”

PRELIMINARY ARTICLES of peace, between his Britannick majesty, the
most Christian king, and the Catholic king, signed at Fontaine-
bleau, the third day of November, 1762, published by authority
(London, 1762).

PrEsENT STATE of North America — see Huske, John.

PRESENT STATE of the British empire in Europe, America, Africa
and Asia; containing a concise account of our possessions in every
part of the globe (London, 1767).

Prick, RicHarD. Observations on the nature of civil liberty, the
principles of government, and the justice and policy of the war with
America (London, 1776).

PriesTLEY, JosErH. Life and correspondence, edited by John Towell
Rutt (London, 1831), 2 vols.

—— Memoirs, to the year 1795, written by himself; with a con-
tinuation to the time of his decease, by his son Joseph Priestley;
and observations on his writings by Thomas Cooper and the
Reverend William Christie (London, 1806-1807), 2 vols.

ProposaLs for uniting the English colonies on the continent of
America so as to enable them to act with force and vigour against
their enemies (London, 1757).

The author was probably Henry M'Culloh. See note to Miscellaneous
Essay, etc.

Provisions made by the treaties of Utrecht, for separating Spain for
ever from France and for preventing France from enjoying any
separate exclusive commerce with the Spanish dominions in Amer-
ica; and the provisions made by several treaties between Great
Britain and Spain, for the British subjects enjoying a beneficial
trade with Spain, with certain rights, immunities, liberties, etc.,
collected and stated, together with the late treaty of union between
France and Spain (London, 1762).

RAE, JoHN — see Smith, Adam.

Ranck, Georce W. Booneshorough; its founding, pioneer strug-
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oles, Indian experiences, Transylvania days, and revolutionary an-
nals [Filson Club, Publications, no. 16], (Louisville, 1901).

RavnaL [GuiLLaume THomas], Apef.  Philosophical and po-
litical history of the settlements and trade of the Europeans in the
East and West Indies, translated from the French by Justamond
(London, 1776), 5 vols.

RemARKS on Doctor Price’s Observations on the nature of civil lib-
erty, etc., with a satirical address to the Right Honorable the Earl
of S=l-ne (London, 1776).

REMARKS on the papers relative to the rupture with Spain, occasioned
by the observations on the same (London, 1762).

ReMARKS on the principal acts of the thirteenth Parliament of Great
Britain, by the author of letters concerning the present state of
Poland, vol. i, containing remarks on the acts relating to the
colonies, with a plan of reconciliation (London, 1775).

Written by John Lind. Only one volume was published. Part iii,
section vii contains a friendly but real criticism of the Quebec Act

REMARKS on two popular pamphlets viz. the Consideration on the
present German war, and the full and candid answer to the con-
sideration (London, 1760).

RepLy to the Defence of the Earl of Shelburne — see Shelburne, Wil-
liam, Earl of.

Review of the government and grievances of the province of Que-
bec, since the conquest of it by the British arms; to which is added,
an appendix containing extracts from authentic papers (London,
1788).

RevUE des questions historiques (Paris, 1866-date).

REVUE HISTORIQUE ( Paris, 1876-date).

RicHTS of Great Britain asserted against the claims of America: be-
ing an answer to the declaration of the general Congress (Edin-
burgh, 1776).

Riker, THAD W. —see Fox, Henry.

Roserts, WiLLiaM. Account of the first discovery and natural his-
tory of Florida, with a particular detail of the several expeditions
and descents made on that coast, collected from the best authori-
ties; together with a geographical description of that country by
T, Jefferys, geographer to his majesty (London, 1763).

[Ropinson, MarrHeEw]. Considerations on the measures carrying
on with respect to the British colonies in North America, second

edition revised (London [1774]).




308 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.,

[ RorinNson, .‘-l,-\'l"l'llr-.'\'.']. Further examination of our present Amer-
ican measures and of the reasons and the principles on which they
are founded, by the author of Considerations on the measures car-
rying on with respect to the British colonies in North America
(Bath, 1776).

Rocers, RoserT. Concise account of North America; containing a
description of the several British colonies on that continent,

cluding the islands of Newfoundland, Cape Breton, etc., as to their
situation, extent, climate, soil, produce, rise, government, religion,
present boundaries, and the number of inhabitants supposed to he
in each; also of the interior, or, westerly parts of the country
upon the rivers Saint Laurence, the Mississippi, Christino, and the
Great Lakes; to which is subjoined, an account of the several
nations and tribes of Indians residing in those parts, as to their
customs, manners, government, numbers, etc., containing many use-

ful and entertaining facts never before treated of (London, 1763).

—— Ponteach; or, the savages of America, a tragedy, with an in-
troduction and a biography of the author, by Allan Nevins (Chi-
cago, Caxton Club, 1014).

—— Reminiscences of the French war; containing Roger's expedi-
tions with New England rangers under his command, as published
in London in 1765 to which is added an account of the life and
military services of Major-general John Stark (Concord, 1831).

Rosg, GeorcE. Diaries and correspondence ; containing original let-
ters of the most distinguished statesmen of his day, edited by the
Reverend Leveson V. Harcourt (London, 1860), 2 vols.

Rosg, J. Horranp., William Pitt and national revival (London,
1011),

RoseEBERY, ARCHIBALD PHiLip Primrosk, fifth Earl of —see Pitt,
William.

Rowranp, Kate M. —see Mason, George.

Rovar Historicar Socrery. Transactions (London, 1872-date).

Rovce, CHaArRLES C. Cherokee nation of Indians: in Fifth Annual
Report of the Bureau of Ethnology to the secretary of the Smith-
sonian Institution, 1883-1884 (Washington, 1887).

RusseLL, JoHN —see Fox, Charles James,

RurHERFURD, JOHN. Importance of the colonies to Great Britain,
with some hints towards making improvements to their mutual ad-
vantage; and upon trade in general (London, 1761).

RUVILLE, ALBERT VON — see Pitt, William.

— see Pitt, William und Graf Bute.
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gagpin, JosepH. Dictionary of books relating to America, from its
discovery to the present time (New York, 1868 [1867]-1892),
vol. i-xix, vol. xx, pt. 1-2.

Saint Cramr Paprers. Life and public services of Arthur Saint
Clair, soldier of the Revolutionary War, with his correspondence
and other papers, edited by William H. Smith (Cincinnati, 1882),
o S \"JES.

SanpwicH, JoHN MontacUEg, Earl. Life, adventures, intrigues
and amours of the celebrated Jemmy Twitcher; exhibiting many
striking proofs to what baseness the human heart is capable of
descending, the whole faithfully compiled from authentic materials
(London [1770]).

Jemmy Twitcher was the nickname of the Earl of Sandwich, a mem-
ber of the Bedfordites.

—— Voyage performed by the late Earl of Sandwich round the
Mediterranean in 1738 and 1739, written by himself, to which are
prefixed memoirs of the noble author’s life by J. Cooke (London,
1799).-

Saunpers, W. L., editor. Colonial records of North Carolina (Ral-
eich, 1886-1890), 10 vols.

ScHooLcrAFT, HENRY R. Information respecting the history, con-
dition and prospects of the Indian tribes of the United States, col-
lected and prepared under the direction of the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, per act of Congress of March 3d, 1847 ( Philadelphia,
1852-1857), 6 vols.

SCHUMACHER, LUDWIG — see Alexander, William, Earl of Stirling,

Scor’s MacaziNE (Edinburgh, 1739-1826), 97 vols.

SEASONABLE HINTS from an honest man on the present important
crisis of a new reign and a new Parliament (London, 1761).

Ascribed with great probability to the pen of John Douglas, Bishop of
Salisbury. Edmund Burke calls it the prospectus of the new system to be
followed under George LI, Waorks, vol. i, 453.

SECRETARY OF STATE's letter book, A, commencing the 4th April,
1770, ending the 25th September, 1774 (Florida).

This is a manuscript volume of the official correspondence from West
Florida. It was found by its present owner, Mr. H. §. Watson of Bloom-
ington, Illinois, in a pile of books which had been removed from an
empty house for the purpose of burning.

SeLwyN, GeorGE. George Selwyn and his contemporaries; with
memoirs and notes, by John H. Jesse (London, 1843), 4 vols.
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SeLwynN, GeorgeE.  His letters and his life, edited by E. S. Roscoe,
and Helen Clergue (London, 1899).

SeQUEL of the Abstract of those parts of the custom of the viscounty
and provostship of Paris, which were received and practised in the
province of Quebec, in the time of the French government; con-
taining the thirteen latter titles of the said abstract, drawn up by
a select committee of Canadian gentlemen by the desire of the Hon-
ourable Guy Carleton Esquire, captain-general, and governour-
in-chief of the said province (London, 1773).

See Abstract of, ete.

SHarrE, Horatio. Correspondence, 1750-1771, edited by W. H.
Browne [ Maryland Historical Society, Archives, vols. vi, ix, xiv],
{ Baltimore, 1888-1895), 3 vols,

[SHEBBEARE, JoHN]. Letter to the people of England, on the
present situation and conduct of national affairs, letter no. 1 (Lon-
don, 1755).

Second letter to the people of England, on foreign subsidies,

subsidiary armies and their consequences to this nation (London,
1755).

—— Third letter to the people of England, on liberty, taxes, and the
application of public money (London, 1756).

—— Fourth letter to the people of England, on the conduct of the
m—rs in alliances, fleets, and armies, since the first differences on
the Ohio, to the taking of Minorca by the French (London,
1756),

Fifth letter to the people of England, on the subversion of the

constitution and the necessity of its being restored (London,
1757)-

— Sixth letter to the people of England, on the progress of nation-
al ruin; in which it is shewn, that the present grandeur of France,
and calamities of this nation, are owing to the influence of Han-
over on the councils of England (London, 1757).

SueLpURNE, WiLLiaMm, Earl of. Defence from the reproaches of
his numerous enemies: in a letter to Sir George Saville Bart,, to
which is added a postscript addressed to the Right Honorable John,
Earl of Stair (London, 1783).

This is a bitter satire written probably by Dennis O'Bryen.

—— Examination into the principles, conduct, and des
Earl of Shelburne, taken from a late _-:]!L‘L‘L']t {[_unli::-n. IFH_I ‘J

—— Life, with extracts from his papers and correspondence, 1737-




he

he
on

in

]11!

i,

-

-

ol

11,

the

o
=T
f

o) IN BRITISH POLITICS 311

1805, by Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (London, 1912), 2 vols.
One of the chief sources for the policy of the Pittites.

SHELBURNE, WirLiaM, Earl of. Reply to the defence of the Earl of

Shelburne, in which the falsehood, calumny and malevolence of

that pamphlet are exposed and reputed (London, 1783).

SuepHERD, WiLLiam R. The cession of Louisiana to Spain: in
Political Science Quarterly, vol. xix, 439-458.

SHorT ViEw of the political life and transactions of a late Right
Honourable Commoner ; to which is added, a full refutation of an
invidious pamphlet supposed to be published under the sanction of
a very popular nobleman, entitled, “An enquiry into the conduct
of a late Right Honourable Commoner” (London, 1%766).

The “Commoner” is William Pitt.

SHORTT, ADAM, AND ARTHUR 5. DoucHTYy. Deocuments relating
to the constitutional history of Canada, 1759-1791, selected and
edited with notes [Canadian Archives, Sessional paper, no. 18,
A. 1907], (Ottawa, 1907).

Undoubtedly one of the most important publications for an under-
standing of British colonial poliey.

SMITH, ApaM. Inquiry into the nature and causes of the wealth of
nations (Basil, 1791), 4 vols.

—— Life, by John Rae (London, 1895).

SmitH, J. F. D. Tour in the United States of America containing
an account of the present situation of that country; the popula-
tion, agriculture, commerce, customs, and manners of the inhabit-
ants, etc. (London, 1784), 2 vols.

[_531['1'“. \‘»'FIT.E,E,-‘\.\IL Brief state of the pr‘r:\-‘{nct'. of Pq*r'urh-'y]i.'r'.n[a,
in which the conduct of their assemblies for several years past is
impartially examined, and the true cause of the continual encroach-
ments of the French displayed (London, 1755).

An attack on the Quakers for opposing measures against the French
on the Ohio.

—— Brief view of the conduct of Pennsylvania, for the year 1755;
so far as it affected the general service of the British colonies, par-
ticularly the expedition under the late General Braddock . . .
interspers’d with several interesting anecdotes and original papers
relating to the politics and principles of the people called Quakers:
being a sequel to a late well known pamphlet, intitled, “A brief
state of Pennsylvania” (London, 1756).
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[SmrrH, Wittiam]. Historical account of Bouquet’s expedition
against the Ohio Indians in 1764, with preface by Francis Park-
man, and a translation of Dumas’ biographical sketch of General
Bougquet (Cincinnati, 1907 ).

— Historical account of the expedition against the Ohio Indians,
in the year 1764, under the command of Henry Bouquet includ-
ing his transactions with the Indians, relative to the delivery of
their prisoners, and the preliminaries of peace, with an account of
the preceding campaign, and the battle of Bushy-Run; to which
are annexed military papers, containing reflections on the war with
the savages (Philadelphia, 1766).

SmitH, WiLLiam H., editor —see St. Clair Papers.

SouTHEY, ROBERT — see Cowper, William.

SraTEk of the British and French colonies in North America, with re-
spect to number of people, forces, forts, Indians, trade and other
advantages (London, 1755).

STaTE of the present form of government of the province of Quebec,
with a large appendix; containing extracts from the minutes of an
investization into the past administration of justice in that prov-
ince, instituted by order of Lord Dorchester, in 1787, and from
other original papers (London, 1789).

Ascribed to James Monk, attorney-general of province of Quebec.

StepHEN, LESLIE and Sidney Lee. Dictionary of National Biogra-
phy (London, 1908-1909), 22 vols.

Strevens, Henry N. —see Evans, Lewis.

SrTokEs, ANTHONY. View of the constitution of the British colonies
in North America and the West Indies, at the time the civil war
broke out on the continent of America (London, 1783).

StonE, WiLLiam L. — see Johnson, Sir William.

[Stork, WiLLiam]. Account of East Florida with a journal kept
by John Bartram upon a journey from Saint Augustine up the
river Saint John's (London [1769]).

TarrinG, CHARLES J. Chapters on the law relating to the colonies
to which are appended topical indexes of cases decided in the Privy
Council “on appeal from the colonies, Channel Islands, and the
Isle of Man: and of cases relating to the colonies decided in the
English courts otherwise than on appeal from the colonies (Lon-
don, 1906).

TemperLEY, H[arorp] W. V. Pitt’s retirement from office, 5
October, 1761 in English Historical Review, vol. xxi, 327-330.
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[TeMPLE, RICHARD GRENVILLE, first Earl]. Principles of the late
changes impartially examined: in a letter from a son of candor to

d the Public Advertiser (London, 1704).

[ THOMSON, CHARLES]. Enquiry into the causes of the alienation

W

of the Delaware and Shawanese Indians from the British interest

I- and into the measures taken for recovering their friendship (Phila-
f delphia, 1867 ).
f TroucHTS on the act for making more effectual provision for the
h government of the province of Quebec (London, 1774). y
h TrouGHTS on the Canada Bill, now depending in Parliament (Lon- |
don, I}'GI). |
THoucHTS on the present state of affairs with America, and the
means of conciliation (London, 1778). .
£~ Attributed to William Pulteney, earl of Bath, ‘
er THOUGHTS on a question of importance proposed to the public,
whether it is probable that the immense extent of territory ac-
e quired by this nation at the late peace, will operate towards the .
n prosperity, or the ruin of the island of Great Britain (London, '
V- 1:;|"1_:.},
m I have heard of only one copy, which was sold a few years ago by
Stevens, Son and Stiles of London. The quotation which I have used was
quoted in their catalog,
= Tuwarres, REUBEN G., editor. Early western travels: a series of
annotated reprints of some of the best and rarest contemporary
volumes of travel, descriptive of the aborigines and social and
s economic conditions in the middle and far West during the period
it of early American settlement (Cleveland, 1904-1907), 32 vols.
and Louise Phelps Kellogg. Documentary history of Dun- i
more's war, 1774, compiled from the Draper manuscripts in the
ot library of the Wisconsin Historical Society (Madison, 1905 ).
he TorrENS, WiLLiam M. History of cabinets, from the union with '
Scotland to the acquisition of Canada and Bengel (London, 1894),
= 2 vols. 1-
i TownsHEND, CHARLES. Wit and statesmen, by Percy H. Fitz-
I'=n-r gerald (London, 1866). 1
e Treat, Pavson J. The national land system, 1785-1820 (New
oy 1'l_fll'!.;_. 1010). 4
: TrevELYAN, GEORGE O. Early history of Charles James Fox (New !
& York, 1880). |

I'rRuMmeULL, BExJaMIN. A plea in vindication of the Connecticut Vi
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title to the contested lands, lying west of the province of New
York, addressed to the public by Benjamin Trumbull (New
Haven, 1774).

Turner, Freperrck J. The old West: in Wisconsin State His-

I torical Society, Proceedings, 1908, pp. 184-233.

—— Western state-making in the revolutionary era: in American
Historical Review, vol. i, 70-87.

Two SpeecHES of an honourable gentleman on the late negotiation
and convention with Spain (London, 1771).

Uwnitep States Bureau or AMEeERICAN ETHnovocy. Bulletin, no.
30: Handbook of American Indians, edited by Frederick Webb
Hodge (Washington, 1912), 2 vols.

—— Journals of Congress, September 5, 1774 — October 21, 1788
( Philadelphia, 1800-1801), 13 vols. in 11.

—— Library of Congress manuscripts. Washington, D.C.

(1 I have used in particular the transeripts of the Dunmore manuscripts

| and a few volumes of the manuscripts from the Public Record Office.

Vicrorra University oF MancHESTER, ExGLAND. Publications,
historical series (Manchester, 1905).

View of the history of Great Britain during the administration of
Lord North, to the second session of the fifteenth Parliament, with
statements of the public expenditure of that period (London,
1782).

The first part was published in 1781 with the title: The Histary of
Lord Nortl's Administration, to the Dissolution of the thirteenth Parlia-
ment,

Vinpication of the conduct of the present war in a letter to ———
([London], 1760).

VirGiNIA and the Cherokees, etc.: treaties of 1768 and 1770, from
documents in the British Public Record Office: in the Firgin
Magazine of History and Biography, vol. xiii, 20,

VIRGINIA. Annual reports of officers, boards and institutions, of the
commonwealth of Virginia, for the year ending September 30,
1905, part ii (Richmond, 1905).

Contains valuable lists of manuseripts in the state library.

—— House of Burgesses. Journals, edited by J. P. Kennedy and
H. R. Mecllwaine (Richmond, 1905-1913), 12 vols.

Vircinta Macazing of History and Biography (Richmond, 1893-
date).

Vircinia StaTe Lisrary. ‘Trial bibliography of colonial Virginia:
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special report of the department of bibliography, William Clayton-
Torrence, bibliographer (Richmond, 1908).

WADDINGTON, RicHARD. La guerre de sept ans; histoire diplomatic
et militaire (Paris, 1899-1907), 4 vols.

. Le renversement des alliances en 1756: in Revue historigue,
vol. lviii, 1-43, 241-275.

WALDEGRAVE, JAMES WALDEGRAVE, second Earl. Memoirs from
1754-1758 (London, 1821).

Excellent account of the youth of George III. and the men who were
associated with him during that time.

WALKER, THomas. Journal of an exploration in the spring of the

year 1750, with a preface by W. C. Rives (Boston, 1888).

WarLpoLE, Horack, fourth Earl of Orford. Last journals during
the reigcn of George the third from 1771-1783, with notes by
Doctor Doran, edited with an introduction by A. F. Steuart
(London, 1910), 2 vols.

When these were written Walpole had retired from active politics and
had begun to change his allegiance, concerning which see his Lefters.

—— Letters, edited by Peter Cunningham (Edinburgh, 1906), 9
vols.

The Letters should be studied first in order to understand Walpole's
politics, before an attempt is made to interpret his Memoirs, which under-
went several revisions. Walpole up to 1768 was an active supporter of
the court faction, His friendship for General Conway was another mo-
tive affecting his prejudices. After the outbreak of the American Revolu-
tion he sympathised somewhat with the views of the Rockingham Whigs.

— Letters to Sir Horace Mann, British envoy at the court of
Tuscany, now first published from the originals in the possession
of the Earl of Waldegrave, edited by Lord Dover ( London,
1833), 3 vols.

—— Memoirs of the reign of George the third, by Carl Becker: in
the American Historical Review, vol. xvi, 255, 4960.

This analysis of Walpole's Mempirs establishes the date of the various
revisions and should therefore be carefully studied before any use of that
important source 1s made,

— Memoirs of the reign of King George the third, first published
by Sir Denis le Marchant, baronet, and now reédited by G. F. R.
Barker (London, 1894), 4 vols.

These memoirs should only be used after reading the careful study of

them made by Carl Becker, q.v. Walpole's successive revisions altered

the character of his earlier interpretation of facts very materially.

—— ——
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Warron, JosepH S. Conrad Weiser and the Indian policy of colo-
nial Pennsylvania (Philadelphia [1900]).

WareurtoN, WiLriaM, bishop of Gloucester. Works, edited by
Bishop Hurd (London, 1788-1794), 7 vols.

WasHiNgTON, GrEorRGE. Letter to his brother Charles: in Missis-
sippi Valley Historical Review, vol. i, p. 98 (Cedar Rapids, 1913).

—— Writings, collected and edited by Worthington Chauncey Ford.
(New York and London, 1889}, 14 vols.

WasHINGTON-CRAWFORD LETTERS: being correspondence between
George Washington and William Crawford, from 1767 to 1781,
concerning western lands, arranged by C. W. Butterfield ( Cincin-
nati, 1877).

WErsEr, ConraD. Journal of a tour to the Ohio, August 11—October
2, 1748: in R. G. Thwaites, Early Western Travels, vol. i, 15-44,

[WHarTtoN, SAMUEL]. Considerations on the agreement of the
Lords Commissioners of his majesty's treasury, with the Honorable
Thomas Walpoele and his associates, for lands upon the river Ohio,
in North America: in a letter to a member of Parliament (Lon-
don, 1774).

All the Vandalia pamphlets were probably written by Samuel Wharton
and are here so ascribed. In the case of the Observations and Facls and
Observations there is no doubt. For an account of them consult the “In-
dex.”” See also Young, Observations.

—— Facts and observations, respecting the country granted to his
majesty by the Six United Nations of Indians, on the south east
side of the river Ohio, in North America; the establishment of a
new colony there, and the causes of the Indian war, which, last
year, desolated the frontier settlements of the provinces of Penn-
sylvania, Maryland and Virginia (London, 1775).

The authorship of this pamphlet is not in doubt. Edward Bancroft in
a letter to B. Franklin, August 7, 1775, names Wharton as the author.
See Franklin Papers, vol. iv, no, 6o. In a note at the end of the only
copy known, which is in John Carter Brown Library, Providence, Rhode
Island, Henry N. Stevens, the well known authority on Americana, writes:
“This is the only copy . . . I have ever seen or heard of.” Itisin
many ways the most illuminating of these very interesting pamphlets.

— Plain facts: being an examination into the rights of the [ndian
nations of America to their respective countries; and a vindication
of the grant from the six united nations of Indians to the propri-
etors of Indiana against the decision of the legislature of Virginia;

together with authentic documents proving that the territory west-
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ward of the Allegany mountain never belonged to Virginia, etc,
(Philadelphia, 1781).

[WHARTON, SAMUEL]. Report of the Lords Commissioners for
trade and plantations on the petition of the Honorable Thomas
Walpole, Benjamin Franklin, John Sargent, and Samuel Wharton
Esquires, and their associates for a grant of lands on the river Ohio
[15 April, 1772] with observations and remarks (London, 1772).

The “Observations and Remarks” were by Wharton; not by B. Frank-
lin as has generally been asserted. See the full account of this pamphlet
in the text. Consult the “Index.” ‘The text may be found in any of the
editions of the Franklin's Writings. :

___ Statement for the petitioners in the case of the Walpole Com-
pany grant [no title-page, 1771].

Two copies of this are known to exist, one in the John Carter Brown
Library, Providence, Rhode Island, the other in the library of the Uni-
versity of Illinois, In neither case has the title page been preserved.
The title best expresses what it is.

____ To the king’s most excellent majesty in council; the memorial
of the Honorable Thomas Walpole, in behalf of himself and the
Earl of Hertford, Earl Temple, and the Right Honorable Charles,
Lord Camden, the Honorable Richard Walpole, the Honorable
Robert Walpole, Sir Henry Featherstonhaugh, baronet, Sir George
Colebrooke, baronet, Thomas Pitt, Esquire, Richard Jackson, Es-
quire, John Sargent, Esquire, and Samuel Wharton, Esquire, and
their associates (London, 1774).

The only copy I know of has been attached to the only known copy of
Facts and observations to supply the place of appendix ii, which had been
lost.

and Edward Banecroft]. View of the title to Indiana, a tract

of country on the river Ohio; containing Indian conferences at

Johnson-Hall, in May, 1765, deed of Six Nations to proprietors

of Indiana, minutes of congress at Fort Stanwix, in October and

November 1768, deed of Indians, settling the boundary line be-

tween English and Indian lands and ten opinions of counsel on

title of the proprietors of Indiana ( Philadelphia, 1776).

Bancroft writes that he and

[

In a letter to B. Franklin, August 7, 17

75
Wharton wrote this pamphlet.

WaarTon, THoMAS. Selections from the letter-books of Thomas
Wharton, of Philadelphia, 1773-1783: in Pennsylvania Magazine

of History and Biography, vol. Xxxiii, 319, 432.

Important for following Samuel Wharton's progress in London.

—_ WA e
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Wharton, THomas. Wharton Correspondence — see Pennsylvanip
State Historical Society.

[WaaTELy, THoMas]. Remarks on the budget; or, a candid ex-
amination of the facts and arguments offered to the public in that
pamphlet (London, 1765).

Also in 4 Collection of scarce and interesting Tracts, vol. i, 319-343, 9.

WirreN, JErREMIAH H. Historical memoirs of the house of Russell
from the time of the Norman Conquest ( London, 1833), 2 vols,

WiLoman, WitLiaMm, Viscount Barrington. Political life, compiled
from original papers, by his brother, Shute, Bishop of Durham
(London, 1814).

Source for information about court faction.

[WiLkEs, Jorn]. Observations on the papers relative to the rup-
ture with Spain, laid before both houses of Parliament, on Friday
the twenty-ninth of January, 1762, by his majesty’s command: in
a letter from a member of Parliament, to a friend in the country
(London, 1762).

WiLriams, Basin. Chatham and the representation of the colonies
in the imperial Parliament: in English Historical Review, vol.
xxii, 756-758.

— The eclipse of the Yorkes: in Royal Historical Society, Trans-
actions, third series, vol. 1i, 129-15T,

—— see Pitt, William.

WiLLson, Beckres. The great company (1667-1871) : being a his-
tory of the honourable company of merchants-adventurers trading
into Hudson’s Bay, compiled from the company’s archives; from
diplomatic documents and state papers of France and England;
from the narrative of factors and traders; and from many accounts
and memoirs with an introduction by Lord Strathcona and Mount
Royal (London, 1900), 2 vols.

WiLmor, Joun E. Memoirs of the life of, with some original let-
ters, second edition with additions (London, 1811).

Winsor, Justin. Narrative and critical history of America (Bos-
ton, 1889), 8 vols.

— Westward movement. The colonies and the republic west of
the Alleghanies, 1763-1708 (Boston, 1897).

WinsTaNLEY, D[ENYS] A. George the third and his first cabinet:
in English Histortcal Review, vol. xvii, 678-691,

— Lord Chatham and the whig opposition (Cambridge, 1912).
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WinsTANLEY, D[ENYs] A. Personal and party government; a chap-
ter in the political history of the early years of the reign of George
the third, 1760-1766 (Cambridge, 1910).

These works by Mr. Winstanley give a most scholarly interpretation
of British politics during this era.

Wisconsin STATE HistoricaL Sociery. Descriptive list of manu-
script collections of the State Historical Society of Wisconsin, to-
gether with reports on other collections of manuscript material for
American history in adjacent states, edited by Reuben Gold
Thwaites, LL.D. (Madison, 1906).

See Draper manuscripts.

Preston and Virginia papers of the Draper collection of manu-

scripts, calendar series, vol. i (Madison, 1915).

— Proceedings (Madison, 1875-date).

WisconsiN University. Bulletin: economics, political science and
history series (Madison, 1897-date).

Wisposm and policy of the French in the construction of their great

offices, so as best to answer the purposes of extending their trade

and commerce and enlarging their foreign settlements; with some
observations in relation to the disputes now subsisting between the
English and French colonies in America (London, 1755).

The author was probably Henry M’Culloh. See note to Miscellaneous
Essays, efc.

WiTHERS, ALEXANDER S, Chronicles of border warfare or a his-
tory of the settlement by the whites, of north-western Virginia,
and of the Indian wars and massacres in that section of the state
with reflections, anecdotes, etc. A new edition edited and an-
notated by Reuben G. Thwaites, With the addition of a memoir
of the author, and several illustrative notes by the late Lyman C.
Draper (Cincinnati, 1903 ).

Wraxarr, Sik Naruaniern W. Historical and the posthumous
memoirs, 1772-1784, edited with notes and additional chapters
from the author’s unpublished manuscripts by H. B. Wheatly
(London, 1884), 5 vols.

These must be used with caution: but Wraxall has given some excel-
lent portraits of his contemporaries. He belonged to the court faction.
WricaT, THoMas. England under the house of Hanover; its his-

tory and condition during the reigns of the three Georges, second

edition (London, 1848), 2 vols.

- - - ——
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WynnE [Jouw H.]. General history of the British empire in
America; containing an historical, political, and commercial view
of the English settlements; including all the countries in North
America, and the West Indies, ceded by the peace of Paris (Lon-
don, 1770), 2 vols.

YorkEg, Pairip C. Life and correspondence (Cambridge, 1913), 3
vols,

Contains many letters from Newcastle, Hardwicke, and other members
of the Old Whig faction.

[Young, ArraHUR]. Observations on the present state of waste
lands of Great Britain, published on the occasion of establishment

of a new colony on the Ohio (London, 1773).
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Acapia: value of, I, 62

Adair, James: mentions colony of
Georgiana, 11, foolnote 314

Adams, Thomas: estimated number
of settlers on Ohio, 11, footnote 196

African coast: I, footnate 3006

Albany: merchants’ methods of trad-
ing, I, 296

Albany Congress: Franklin's ideas on
colonization at, I, go, 91; meeting
of, I, 116; plan of, reported, I, 118;
Sh

urne's interest in, I, 1635

Alleghany Mountains: I, 179, II, 119,

151, foatnote 168 ; sale of land, west

-

of, 11, 113; transportation from be-

yond, I, 166; Vandalia west of, II,

123. Boundary—for grant of Mis-

sissippi Company, 1I, 93; for Ly-

man’s proposed colony, II, 92;
French wish to make, British bound-
ary, I, 46

Alleg

line, II, 71

River: part of boundary

Allen, George: member of Grand
Ohio Company, 11, footnofe 151
America: I, 164, 171, 242, 319, 324,

$44. 247, LI, ~23, 6%, 68, 121,

182, 201, 243, foofnote x48,

inmote 266; advantages to Euro-

peans, in, II, 179; Board of Trade

consider inland colonies in, I1, 28;

British ignorant of, II, footnote |

139; Charles Smith made trips to,
I, faotnote g4z ; colonial secretary-
important to, 11, 16, 42: col-
I

Dunmore desired to settle

onies i, I,

357, II, 243 custom in,

mily in, IT 194;

expense for,

I, 237, 323, 328, 333, 346; expan-
I e

sion in, I, 269, 348 ; extent of trade,

II, 194-195; factions affected by is-
sue of, II, 16, 19, footnote 10; firms
engaged in fur trade in West, II,
24; Gascoyne minister for, II, 147;
Grafton’s opinion of reparation, LI,
36; Hertford desired tract of land,
II, 12
information from, I, 333; internal

; Indian reservation, I, 336;

welfare, T, 169; Jackson's close re-
lation with, I, 312; Jefferson's opin-
ion of ownership of land, II, 216;
new colonies, I, feafnote 548 ; North
desired reconciliation, 11, 211; offi-
cers in, propose plan, I, 3s51; offi-
cials, I, 353; plan of ministry for,
II, 123; power of superintendents,
Pownall friend of, II, 211;

proprietaries in, 1, g21; resources,
importance, I, 237; territories with-
out government, II, 242; troops, I,
2¢1, 328, 334; western, 1, 308,7330,
34z; Wharton spokesman for west-
tern expansion, II, 148, Great
Britain—relation to, in 1774, II,
164-165; result of clash with, II,
aro-2r1: sovereignty, I, 340, II,

footnote 20. Hillshorough—advis-
ers, 1I, 122; attitude of, 11, 20; at-
titude toward, II, 125; causes over-
throw, 11, 139; complained of trou-
bles, II, 130; Dunmore promoted
ideas, II, 58. Land- attitude to-
ward new method of granting, II,
2r5-216; methods of granting, II,
213; people demand, I, 337. Policy
toaward -1, q23, II, 75; after Shel-
burne’s removal in 1763, II, 209-
210; Bedfordites', 11, 20, 35, 2363
defeat of Chatham ministry's, II,

36 effect of growth of independent
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departments on, 11, 42 ; Grenvillites',
II, 41, 236. Shelburne—affairs con-
ducted by, 11, 15; policy, I, 343, 11,
14, 19, 22; power over colonies, I,
353. Taxation—means of raising
fund, 11, r52, z12; question, I, 329
result of furor caused by, I, 24r1;
Townshend’s attitude toward, I,
329, 331-332; see Taxation

American Gazeteer: by Jefferys, I, 8o

American Revolution: I, 326, footnote
433, 11, 92, 101, 217, 246, footnate
grr; cause, II, z50-z51; closed en-
terprise of land company of Vir-
ginia, I, 207; empire governed by
departments during, II, 41; issue,
I1, 42; powers of colonial secretary
increase after, 11, 43; North's min-
]ntr_\' at close :‘.lf, II, '33

Americans: Amherst advises on af-

fairs of, I, 315; attitude toward im-

perialism, II, 128-129; attitude to-
ward tax on tea, 11, 164-165; clash
with Indians, 1I, 190, 193; criticize
repeal of Stamp Act, I, 236; Dart-
mouth’s friendliness toward, 11, 150,
a1r; degree of speculation among,
II, 165, 172 desire to push west, II,
141, =247; Dunmore’s opinion of
western settlements of, 11, zo4; In-
dians refuse admittance to villages,
II, 563 in Grand QOhio Company, 11,
1o1; Jackson's close relations with,

I, 312; not restrained by boundary

line, II, 194; opposition's opinion

nfr I, foetnote 425; revolted after

passage of Quebec Bill, 11, 34 re- |

gard for Dartmouth, 1, 235, 11, 140;

Shelburne’s sympathy for, 1, 152;

Wharton good representative, II,
| . " 5
Atlantic Ocean: II, ror, 246

96, 139; Wharton's knowledge of,
II; g5, 142
Ambherst, Sir Jeffery: advised Board

of Trade, I, foofnate 4

Shelburne, I, 315; di eeMments
I

with Johnson, 21 economy in

|

| Augusta, county of: protests

+1; advised |

matter of gif:sr I, 185: in com-
mand of West, I, footnote 328; land
speculator, I, fooinote 381: loss of
prestige, I, 219; mnegotiates with
company of Baynton, Wharton, and
Morgan, 1, 322; one of Pitt's pen-
erals, 1, footnote 392; received
news of Indian uprising, I, 187:
received surrender of Canada, I,
64; relation to decision to keep
troops in America, I, 128 requested

to have military governors report,

I, 128; wunderestimates Indians'
strength, I, 186; unprepared for In-
dian attack, I, 187. Policy toward
West=1, 122, 123, 358; attitude to-
ward Barrington’s plan, I, 277, 310,
footnote 543 Detroit for future col-
ony, I, 244; distribution of troops,
I, 133, 162, 305; military settle-
ments, 1, 100, 304

Amiens: I, 257

Anglo-Irish: influence on Shelburne,

I, 142
Annual Register: quoted, I, 183
Appalachian Divide: 1II, footn
233, 234

Appalachian Mountains: Indian Iz

east of, I, 172; relation to Ir
boundary, I, 162, 172, 202, II, 77;
retarded settlement lJI.'_'\"fJill.l. I, 251,
settlement east of, I, 331

Apsley, Lord: influence, 11, 230; mem-
ber of court faction in North min-
istry, 11, footnote 42

slement

Army: see Military estal

Articles of Agreement: of traders in
Indiana Company, II, 94

Atkins, Edmund: appointed superin-

tendent of Indians, I, 119

Augusta: congress and treaty, II, 6z

annexation to Vandalia, II, 182
Avers, Captain: not allowed to land

tea in America, 11, 163
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Baret, CoL. ISRAEL: attitude toward

colonies in 1774, 11, 236; member
of Pittites, I, 34; opinion of author-
ship of proclamation, I, feetnate
360; opinion of British politics, 1I,
210

Barrington, Lord: associate of Hills-
borough, I, 197; Board of Trade
employed same arguments as, II,
I31; Board of Trade's report holds
middle position between Shelburne
and, 11, 29; characterization, I, 246-
248; Gage’s approval of sugges-
tion to concentrate troops in east,
II, 196; Gage's opinion of Missis-
sippi trade compared with that of,
I, sto, II, footnote 54; interpreta-
tion of proclamation of 1763, I, 249;
member of court faction in North
ministry, 11, footmofe g42; secretary
at war in North ministry, LI, go0.

6, 282

dispute over, I, 329-330; for West,

Plan of — consideration, I, 24

I, 249-251, 252, 278, 310, 323, 335,

F,

1, 358, foofnofe 424 ; Frank-

ks Hillsborough favors, II,
26 influence, I, 351, I, 250; Jack-
son criticizes, I, 311-312; reception,
I, 310, footnete 543; Shelburne con-

siders, I, Shelburne sends out,

I, s08. Policy of —colonial, adopt-

ed, I1, so; toward army, I, 249-251;
toward colonies, 1, z50-251;

Indian reservation, I, zsr; toward |

Indians, I, 249-251; toward frontier,
I, 250-251; toward milira:'_r estab-
lishment, I, 250-251; toward trade,
I, 249-251; toward West, I, 249-
251; toward western colonization, I,
49-251; Townshend adopted, I,
331

Ba

er, I, fl.'lr)_’;,'.'_rn' 169

gton, Capt. Samuel: land own-

Bath, Earl of: Douglas follower, I,

57

Baynton, John: probable association
with Franklin in Coxe scheme, I,

|
toward
|
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96; signed Articles of Agreement,
I1, footnote 142

Baynton, Wharton and Morgan:
Franks and Company, rivals, 1I,
zor-zo2; influence in west, II, 197;
needed money in 1767, II, 67;
scheme laid before Shelburne, I,
322; sent hunters into Kentucky, 11,
r72; western trading enterprises, I,
300-303, 320; see W harton, Samuel

Beavers: empire encourages trade in,
I e

Beckford, Alderman: charge of East
India measure, I, 328; influence on
Pitt's opinion, I, faotnote 67

Bedford, Duke of: II, 21; brought
new members to Whig party, I, 36;
disliked by George IIL, 1, 273: fol-

ill health

affected policy, II, 12; member of

lowers of, I, foofnote 26;

3

Cumberland faction, I, 192: sketch
of, I, 192. Ministry —enters, I, 192,
194.: favorite in, I, footnote 278
possible minister, I, 189: refuses to
join, I, 137, 158. Policy toward
France—-1, 6g9: Bute writes ideas
on peace, I, 7o; favors peace, I, 48;

, 71. Rela-
fions avitfr—Bute, 1, 33, 192; Con-

negotiator of peace, I

way, 11, x7: Fox, I, 33, 102; Pitt,
I, 191; Shelburne, II, 17. Western

expansion—favored, I, 21z; favors

old Ohio Company, I, 115
Bedford, Duchess of: influence on
Ht‘l.”ll-]'[], |1 102

Bedfordites: I, g37, I1, 163. Attt

de
fowvard — America 11, 125-126; court
faction in North ministry, II, 40;
Grafton, II, 18: Hillsborough, II,

16, footnote 11; North, II, 144; re-

peal of Stamp Aet, 1, 238, footnote
425; Shelburne, II, 14-16, f

tions described, I, 32-33.
of — American issue in negotiations
between Old Whigs, Grenvillites
and, II, footnote 10; attempted co-
alition with Grenvillites and Old
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Whigs, I, 339-340, 11, 11; bring in
Halifax, I, 114; causes for being
brought into Grafton ministry, 11,
19-20: coalition with Grenvillites
and Rockingham faction, I, 338;
desired to fill vacancies left by Pitt
and Shelburne, 1I, 36; Dunning a
counterbalance to, 1I, footnote 11;

efforts to divide office of secretary-
ship of the Southern Department,
IT, 14-16; enmity to Old Whigs, I,
z: enter Grafton ministry, II, 12-
14, 16-17; favor peace, I, 48; favor
report of Board of Trade, II, 30;
hope for overthrow of North and

Hillsborough, II, 128, r37; influence
of, II, 19-20, 32, 35, 126, 230, 236-
237; in North ministry, IT, 13
footnote 42; in power, I, 358; in
triumvirate ministry, I, 163; inter-
ested in Wharton's scheme, 1T, 127;
known as the “Bloomsbury Gang,”

1, 33, 192; negotiate with OIld

Whigs, I, 340-341; not eligible for
colonial secretaryship, II, 16; off-
shoot of Whig party, I, 31; oppose
Chatham ministry, I, 273; oppose
retention of Canada, I, 535; pre-
ferred by Pitt, I, 337; propose
Grenville as leader of House of

Commons, I, 340; refuse coalition |

with Pitt, I, 338; refuse office of
colonial secretary, 11, 138; sought
by Ha
strength of, II, 21, 41; support

and Grenville, I, 158;

']‘n\-,-m;'luunl's colonial '|'1cn!i|“_\" '[__ 3393
talk of their adherents, I, 34; tea
shipped to appease demands of, II,
arr; Thurlow independent of, II,

161: union of, with other factions,
voted against repeal of

I, '327;
|

Townshend Act, II, 37; +wanted

Weymouth in cabinet, 11, footnote

ites,
1, 15. Members of=1, footnote

26: Gower, 11, 126-127; Hillsbor-

219: withdrew from Grenvil

ough not, I, 198; Rigby, II, 136;

Rochford, 11, 127; Suffolk, II, 161:
Weymouth, II, 137, 158; Wood, 11,
ror. Opinion of—Bute’s, 1, fg:
court’s, II, 127; George III's, I,
229, II, 13, 18, 137; Grenvillites
IT, 17, 19; Temple's, II, footno
20, Principles of —chance to en-

force coloni

al Eﬂi[-lt"_k'l 11, 165 ; colo-

nial policy of, I, 225, 240-241, 1

) 21,
32, 165, 236; expansion feared, I,
5

'
63 policy toward France, I, 69;

politi
39
Bengal: revenues, I, 271

philosophy, I, 164, 340, II,

Bentham, Jeremy: friend of Shelburne,
I, 143-144, footuole 247

Beresford, Earl of: land owner, I,
lI'rJr}frm!:' 169

Besborough, Earl of: given office by
Pitt, 1, foofnote a82: land owner,
I, footnate 169

Big Sandy River: II, footmote 135;
Louisa branch of West Fork, II, &5

Bisset, Capt. Robert: land owner, I,
footnote 169

Black Watch: takes possession of Fort

de Chartres, I, 299

Blackburn, John: corresponded
Johnson, 1L, feofnate 259
Blackstone, Sir William: atti

de fo-

ward repeal of Stamp Act, I, 238,
footnote 425; Shelburne hears lec-
tures, I, 143

Blair, John: clerk of eouncil of Vir-
ginia, II, 114, footmote 186; peti-
tioner for land in West, II, foot-
note 186

rkname for

“Bloomsbury Gang”: ni

~diter

Bedfordites, I, 33; see Bedfo

iiin, Daniel: representative of

French to Gage, II, 198

Board of Trade: I, 165, 179, 180, 183,
194, 205, 211, 261, 288, 313, 357, 11,
23, 140, 220, 230; advice given to,
I, 165-166, 167; answers to queries
of, I, 171; change plan of announce-
ment, I, 188; confronted by French
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settlements, I, 243; Croghan pro-
poses [llinois colony, I, 214; Clare
president, I, 352, II, 22; consid-
ered problem of land grants, II,
a12-214; Dartmouth president, 1,
difficulties of presidency, I,
1¢2: Egremont opens American
question, I, t6o; friction with
Southern Department, I, 152, 276;
Gage approves plan for Indian
management, I, 308; independence,
I, 226: Lyman's scheme considered,
11, 92-93; names posts in West, I,
2qo0; not informed by ministry, I,
169; party in, I, 171; plan, 1, 309,
323, foofmate 543 proposed change
in, I, 252; recommendations to, I,
a62: remained unchanged, when
personnel of ministry changed, II,
22+ summarizes past British policy
for colonizing America, II, 28;
summoned London merchants, I,
352; Townshend president, I, 154
line — attitude toward, I,

223; favors, I, 223; John-

ommendation unheeded, 1,

124; sets Appalachian divide as, I, |

203, Canada— attitude toward, I,
258; considered as place for settle-
ment, I, 174; made reports on, I,

257-259; petition of merchants, 1I, |

ollects information about, I, 167;
instructed governor of West Flor-
ida to make no more land grants,
II, r71; recommended erection of
colonies in, I, 175. Grand Okio
Company—adjoined without taking
action on petition, Il, 107-108; con-
sider petition, II, 129; report at-
tacked, I, r33-r36; delay in pass-
ing grant, II, 118, 124, 143-147;
instructed concerning mnew colony,

I1, 136 peti

W

ion, I, 95: recommen-
dations E'ur‘ I1, 147, I_-.fn—l’;f‘:;: Ie-

port on petition, IT, 130-133; receive

petition, 11, footmete 164; work on

plan for, I, 256. Florida— |

details for establishing colony, II,
142. Halifax— Board of Trade ex-
tend powers of, I, 153; policy un-
der, I, 124; resigned, 1, 154. Fills-
borough—considered Indian plan
of, I, 278; Gascoyne worked for
policies of, TI, 146; president, I,
276, 322, II, 21, 74, 121, 168, 2253
takes seat, I, 198. Indians— atti-
tude towards outbreak, T, 188 ; pass-
es plan for, I, 221; proposes new
plan for, I, 181 receives news of
outbreak, I, 187. Jackson —advised,
II, 99; criticized plan, I, z11-312.
Jofinson - delayed in reading letter
of, I, 220: scheme considered, =
319. Ohio Company— Mercer’s in-
terest considered, [, footnete s49;
merged with Grand Ohio Company,
I1, 106; petition of, I, 87-88. Poae-
ers of —1, 139, 154, 277, 11, 14; plan
to subordinate, I, 139; reduced to
insignificance, [, 154; powers de-

creased, I, 277; power given to sec-
retary of Southern Department and
taken from, II, 14. Proclamation
of I703—committed blunders in, I,
204-210; corrected, I, 203; ordered
to prepare, I, 199. Report—con-
cerning Johnson's acceptance of
land, II, 74-75; considered by Graf-
ton ministry, 1I, 3o-31; imperial
plan, 1, 117; nature of, II, 131; on
Grand Ohio Company, 11, 156; on
military settlement, I, 306; on pe-
tition of Brown's land company, II,
170-171; on settlements, I, 122; on
West, I, 178, II, 26-10, 77; on col-
onization, I, 212-213. Shelburne-
adopt policy of, 1I, 27; attitude to-
ward plan, I, 350-352, II, 22, 93}
examines archives of, I, 308; in-
structed to carry out plan, I, 180;
keeps affairs secret, I, 160; person-
nel under, I, 155; president of, I,
140, 356. Trade—establishes posts
for, 1

296 investigates, I, 216;

— ———
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knew western expansion would in-
jure, II, 29; opinion of manage-
ment of, II, 27. Firginia—favors
demand of, II, 8o; petitioned by
soldiers, I, g5; protected claims of,
I, 172, 11, 133. W est—atitude to-
ward civil governments in, I, foor-
note 306; begins to formulate pol-
icy, I, 168; collecting material, I,
165; considers, I, 243, 356; face
settlement, I, 242; not grant lands
in Detroit, I, =z45; policy, I, 125,
170, 11, 28-30, 75, 93, 131-133; pro-
posed suppression of western emi-
gration, I, 243; recommendations
concerning military establishments,
11, 29-28

Board of Trade Archives: contain re-
ports of colonial officials, I, 165;
Shelburne examined, I, 308

Bolingbroke, Lord: denounces factions,
I, =26. Philosophy-1, 22, 339;
found unworkable, I, 27, 28;
George 111, adapts, I, 41; Grenvil-
lites adhere to, I, 42: Idea of a
Patriat J".'.l-?.';'f set forth im, I, 233
North ministry composed according
to, II, 39; Pitt favors, I, 34, 263;
Pittites adhere to, I, 42; “Young
Patriots” accept, I, 24

Bonderin, —: reports Pitt’s speeches,
I, footnote 478

Boone, Daniel: agent for Henderson

in Kentucky, II, 206 type of pion- |

eer, I, 86
Boston: news of tea party, II, 235;

reception of tea, 11, 164; result of |

refusal of tea, II, 237, foolnote 436
Botetourt, Norborne Berkeley: II, 84;
enforces Stuart's authority to make
treaties, 1I, 81; governor of Vir-
ginia, II, 78; instructs Walker and
Lewis, I, 80: Lewis complains, con=
cerning Stuart's treaties, II, 82; re-
ceives letter from Hillshborough, 1I,
82; sends Walker and Lewis to
Stuart, 11, 78; soldiers removal, II,

fo; succeeded by Nelson, II, 115;
Washington urges, to protect against
sale of Virginia lands, II, 114
Botetourt, County of: protests against
annexation to Vandalia, 11, 182
Boundary line: I, 354-356, I, 51, 64,
68 ; benefits in gradual expansion,
II, 29 ; colonies to protect, II, 51-52-
Dartmouth possessed land west of,
in E

ast Florida, 11, 149; gave im-
petus to western expansion, II, 111;
Indians demand concessions at
southern end, II, 69; influence of
North Carolina speculators, II, 8%;
interference of speculations with,
IT, 83; in West, I, 358; Johnson
summons delegates to consider, I,
64-65; location of, I, 172-173, 202,
IT, -I'ﬂ}, ﬁﬁ_. 89, ISI, Ifuuf.":u.':‘ I

maintained by empire, LI, 72; of
up new territory for settlement
61; Pennsylvania appropr
money for, II, 66; petitions for
land west nf‘ I1, 110, 131, 166, |;|:I!|
to announce, I, 188: problems of,
11, kT ]\|'|1\-‘]5E|,|1; of Quebec Bill
for, 11, 247; purpose of, II, 23
contral sale u'r Indian 111|1L[5. |. L7073

land beyond to be a reservation, II,

34 question of, I, 162; slowly abol
ished, I, 172; Stuart’s mistake, con-
cerning Louisa River, 1I, ;

summary of conditions of west
running of, II, 6x; survey of, [,

211, 356, II, 31-32, 62; Walker anc
Lewis confer with Stuart on, II,
78-79; Washington's surveys east
of, II, 187; West Florida attempt-
ed to protect, II, 78. Affected by
cession of ]'|'H[;l|¢'li.‘:. | i B - Indians’
outhreak, I, zo0z. Attitude tow
Board of Trade's, II, 26-27,

Grenville-Bedfordites’, I, 223]
Hillsborough’s, 11, 121, 123; Shel-
burne's, I, 345-346, 356; Johnson's,
11, 64, 76; ministry's, 11, 75; Penn’s,
II, 65-66; Townshend’s, I, 331

P i T
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Washington's, 1I, 186. Established
—at Fort Stanwix, II, G8-72; back
of southern colonies, II, 62-63; back
of Virginia, II, 63, 79, 82, 87; by
Grafton ministry, II, s1; by proc-
lamation of 1763, I, 163-165, I70-
176 by Stuart accepted in London,
II, 89; by treaty of Augusta, II,
G2: by treaty of Hard Labour, IT,
78; by treaty of Lochaber, II, 83-
84; complete in America, 11, 71-72.
Fatlure of —disregard for, 11, 78§,
113, 194, 239 ; no restraint to settlers,
I, 194; no restraint to speculation,
11, 172 ; policy, II, 207. Grand Okio
(lom pany — make use of extention of,
I1, 88; relation of Vandalia to, II,
143; tract from Iroquois to lay
within, IT, 94. Firginia—1I, 122,
active interest of, II, 78-87, 104;
Dartmouth approved, II, 8g; Hills-
borough authurized, IT, 124; min-
istry accepted, II, 89; wproposed
western extension of, I, 105-106;

sent delegates to discuss, 11, 63

Bouquet, Col. Henry: commander of

Fort Pitt, I, 121; favors military

settlements, I, 99, 305; plans col- |

ony, I, 1oo; prohibits settlement

west of mountains, I, 122; ready to |
join Ohio Company, I, 121; super- I

vises paper on Indian warfare, I,

99

Boyl, Philip: named in Indian deed

of cession, II, footnote 132

Braddock, Gen. Edward: appointed

Indian superintendents, I, 219; sent
to America, I, 119

Bradshaw, Thomas: follower of Graf-

ton, II, 98 ; importance, 1I, 1o0; in-
fluence, II, 98-99; land owner, I,
footnete 169; member of Grand
Ohio Company, II, footmote 151;
Walpole's opinion, II, 98-99

Bradstreet, Col., Dudley: I, 245; crit-

icizes plan of Board of Trade, I,

leofnole 543

Bret, Richard: land owner, I, foofnote
169
Briand, Bishop —: I, 259: made
bishop of Quebec, 1, 257
Bristol, Lord: appointed to privy seal,
II, 37; opinion of Halifax and
Shelburne, I, foatnote 280; Pittite,
I1, 37
British: army list, I, footnote 442;
attempts to solve problem of west,
IT, 249: attitude toward colonial
development, II, 100: civilization
hoped for in Canada, I, 260; com-
plaints of Governor Murray, I,
258 ; cost of goods in Illinois, dear-
er than French, II, 45; displace
French in western trade, II, 195:
dominion after revolt of colonies,
IT, 249; attitude toward colonial
tories, I, 48; expansion of west-
ward, II, 241:; feeling toward
Franklin, II, 128-129; garrison at
Detroit, I, 244; Hillsborough made
earl, II, 138; hostility of Indians
toward, 1, 170, 322, II, s56; ideas
of Wharton, II, r42; ignorance of
American geography, II, foofnofe
r39; influence of Mississippi Valley
on politics, 11, 126; in Kentucky, I,
172; interest in trade, I, zs0, II,
52, 242-243; in Wilkins’ court of
justice, 1I, 197-198; king's right
of sovereignty over, II, 200; Ma-
seres’ sympathy with, 11, 227, foof-
note 420; merchants’' interests in
West Florida, II, 46; of Virginia
emigrate west, II, 113; othcers pro-
pose colony, I, 244; opinion of
frontier, 1I, 237-239; permitted to
work copper mines, II, s1; plan of
Board of Trade to preserve, I, 117;
posts controlled Canadian trade, 1I,
ag; precedents, I, 253; proposed
sale of Virginia land by, II, 114;
settlers in Canada, I, 174, 253; un-
prepared for Indian attack, I, 187;
Wharton faction in politics, II, 66

P ———
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British Empire: I, 235, IT, 148; dis-
appointed in West Florida, II,
166; forts abandoned by, I, 3513
Great Britain's empire in America,
11, 16; government by departments
during American Revolution, 1I,
41; Johnson’s interest in, II, 73,
76; maintains boundary line, II,
72; policy toward army, I, 249;
purchased land at Fort Stanwix,
II, 64, 72, 1o04i-105; question of
organization, I, 1fo; received great-
est vision during Chatham ministry,
11, zo9: relation to French settle-
ments, I, 244; relation to specula-
tion, I, 349; Shelburne’s concep-
tion of, I, 279; theory of, I, so;
turns over power to colonies to
protect boundary line and regu-
late trade, II, s1-52; value of Ohio
Valley to, II, so. Colames—con-
flict of colonial offices, I, 153; cost

of, T, 226, 328 ; effect of Stamp Act

upon relations between, I, 241, 1I,

L

[

lure of Albany congress, I,
r16; imperial interference of, re-
sented EJ_\, II, 128-129; need of |'1|:I]‘
icy for, I, 265; proposed changes
in charters, I, 225; plan of 1754
not adopted, I, 118; question of
policy, I, relations with, in
R i

5 H
union of, I,

threatened by dis-

to establish a col-

ony, I, 320; value of northern col-
onies to, II, 249; Wharton discuss-

es pol toward, II, 145-146; see

Colonial Policy. Indians— expense

of trade to, 1I, z7; Hillsborough's

pinion of relation of, 11, 43-34;

management of affairs by, I, 294,
£

347; protects rights, I, 126, 17
218: Shelburne's attitude toward
trade laws, I, 346; turns over reg-
ulation of trade to colonies; II, s1-
2. WWest—claimed as domain of,
I, 314, 1I, 92; effect of change of

marl

rement of, to colonies from,

II, 61; garrisoned, I, 329-330; re-
lation of, to, II, 47; to control up-
der proclamation of 1763, 1I, 72,
Western  expansion — effect on;, I,
242; one way to control, II, 64 to
control movement according (g
Board of Trade's policy, II, z0o:

|  Wharton discusses attitude toward,

{ 11, ],qs—i_‘ﬁ

British Museum: Shelburne’s library
in, I, 145

Brown, Montfort: activities of land
company formed by, II, 170-172:
lieutenant-governor of West Flor-
ida, II, 170

Bullet, Capt. —: surveving lands
west of boundary, 11, 185

Burke, Edmund: attitude toward
French Revolution, I, 1513 attitude
toward religious toleration, II, 245;
characterizes Chatham ministry, I,

| 325-326; compared to Shelburne, I,
146: influence on Rockingham, I,

|  30:; member of the Old Wh
‘ 2g9-30; pleads for Canadians, I, 257
Burke, William: I, 265; i

against retention of Canada, I, 58;
|  member of Old Whigs, I,

§; opin-

543
ion of western colonization, I

undervalues Canada, I, 78. W rites-

Examination of the
| Principles of the Late Nego

‘ I, footnote 76; Remarks om the Lel-
|

fer addressed lo fwo great Men,
I, 58
| Bute, Lord: T, 142, 238, foofnofe 425;
|  character, I, 68; choice of ministry,
| I, 136, 137; expelled from court, I,
| 193, 229, II, 13; followers of, I,

4o; Franklin favored, I, 57, [t

note 3oz hostility toward, I, 33

g; influence and powers

231, 239-240, foatmote 45, fool-

note 278, footnofe 429; M'(

submits memoria I, 62; nege

| v Ay
i tions in August, 1763, I, 190; polit-

ical practice, I, 136; prime min-
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ister, I, 67; retires from ministry,
I, 135, I56; support to king un-
stable, I, 40; Temple opposed, I,
232} Wedderburn, follower of, 11,

158; vielded to Grenville's opposi-

Shelburne, I, 144, 335; repeal of
Quebec Bill, 11, z43-244

Cameron, Alexander: commissary for
the Cherokee, I, footnote s08;
Stuart’s deputy, member of sur-

1: tion to Shelburne, I, r4o0. Atfitude veying party, II, 187

toaward — Florida, I, : Egremont | Camp Charlotte: peace made at, clos-
l‘. I, 138; French fishing rights, I, ing Dunmore’s War, 1I, 19z

63; Halifax, I, 138; negotiations Campbell, Dr. John: discussed west-
e of August, 1763, I, 190; peace, I, ern colonial pelicy, 11, 174
; 48, 70 retention of Canada, I, 55; | Canada: 1, #s, 166, 210, 212, 242,
d Shelburne’s liberalism, I, 178; 256, 257, 288, footnote 272, 11, 194,

Shelburne's report, I, 178; trium- 195, 220; alleviation of wrongs in,
e virate ministry, I, 18¢9. Relations I1, 237; Carleton and Maseres typ-
- to — Bedford, I, 33:; Bedfordites, I, ified two parties in, 1I, 228; Carle-
Is o+ Fox and Oswald, I, 137; Gren- ton governor of, II, 58; Carleton

ville and Egremont, I, 69; Shel-
i burne, I, 39, 195; Pitt, I, 68, 195,
269, If.:.u#,r.‘r;h' 10T, II'-HHI:.'UH‘ 230,

Townshend, I, 138

I Byrd, Col. William: made out claim
L for soldiers under proclamation of
I, 1763, II, x12; member of a Vir-
I ginia land company, 1I, 207

CALLENDER, RoBERT: signed Articles
of Agreement, II, foofnote 142

Calvinists: tolerated in Vandalia, 11,

3 55

Cambridge: university unprogressive,

al I, 37; Dunmore realized value of
. ||i1i||i||.’: r]!-‘ H, 2033 Henderson did
s 4 not know opinion, 11, footnote 385;
= in Chatham ministry, T 269; in

Grafton ministry, 11, footnote 12;
member of Grand Ohio Company,

II, g9, footnote x51; political con-

-'-.\l

A nections, 1, footnote 479; Wharton
T obtains legal opinion of, on Indian
I land titles, 11, footnote 147. Ad-

herent —of court faction, 11, fooi-

note 12 of Pittites, [, 33. Attitude

toward — Board of Trade's report,
ol II, 30, foofmote 3r; Canada, II,

footnote 414 ; Indian cession, 11, 75;

lieutenant-governor of, I, 259;
characterization of officers of, 1I,
z27; conditions in, I, 253-264; con-
quest of, I, 47, II, 195; English
settlers in, 1. 174, 253; French in,
I, 160, 174, 253-254, 260; Hey chief
justice of, I, 259; Hillsborough’s
opinion of execution of proclama-
tion, II, 225; Hillsborough wished
French to move to, II, rg6; Illinois
included in, 11, 235, 239-243 ; Mans-
field’s influence on affairs of, II,
231-232, footnote 426; Maseres at-
torney-general, I, 259; policies of
Old Whigs, I, 257-265; measures
proposed, II, 217; Privy Council
considered, II, zz1-222; privileges

of Protestants in, 11, footnofe 413;

Quebec Bill provisions, 11, 234-251;
Scotch in, I, 39, II, 243, footwmote
Attitude of — Chatham minis-
try's, II, 22

ministry’s, I, 255-256; Hillsbor-
ough's, II, 225; Maseres’, II, foot-

224 Grenville-Bedford

note 420; Morgann’s, II, 220]
Northington’s, I, 263-265; Shel-
burne's, II, 218-221; triumvirate
ministry's, I, 165. Boundaries =1,

59; disputed, I, 643 Mississippi

Indian ownership of land, II, zo00-

in- 207; stamp tax, I, foofnole 422;

River, II, z49; proposed province,
I, 175; opposition to extension of,

-

e



-

II, =243-244; watershed between
Great Lakes and Mississippi, I, 64
Colomization—consideration as place
for, I, 174, footnote 311; no induce-
ments for, I, 213. [Indians — Claus

deputy Indian agent for, I, footnote
s10; at Fort Stanwix, II, 68; not
joined with reservation of, I, 199;
plan for management fails, I, 295-
2g7; reservation to be governed by,
I, 180. [nvestigation and reports—
Board of Trade, I, 257-259; British
reports on, I, 160; collection of in-
formation, II, =222, 234; Knox's
opinion concerning, 11, 230; Mor-
=2

gann investigated, 11, 222 226~

23, 22
229 ; numbers of papers written, II,
229; recommendations, I, 167;
Richmond’s resolutions, 1I, 218-
219: Thurlow reparted, 11, footnote

424. Law and government in-—

bill of Maseres’ for establishing,
I, 260-261; Board of Trade ob-

jects to increasing power, I, 181;

Carleton’s opinion on English law,
I, footnote 372 ; commission and in-
structions to governor, I, 208; Eng-
lish law proclaimed, I, zoy-208,
253-254, 263, II, 227; French law,
I, 263; government and religion to

be brought before Parliament, I,

z61; government of Floridas sim-
ilar to, I, 176:

76; government pro-
posed, T, 175; laws changed by
proclamation of 1763, I, 264;
Mansfield’s opinion on introduction
of English law, I, 208, II, 233;
plan to preserve privileges, I, 207

question of government, I, 163,

Military establishment — army main-

tained for, I, r27; four regiments
in, II, foetnote 32; military dis-
trict, I, 132; not affected by in-
structions concerning granting of

land, II, feetnote 395: Old Whigs

sent bishop to, 11, 217; ordered to

control Michillimackinae, II, s5;
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proposed concentration of troops
in, I, 251, II, 44; ministries regy-
late western expansion, II, 24; pe-
tition from merchants of, II, 224:

' H
North's interest in, II, footnote 426,
Roman Catholicism—not to he
feared, I, 167; status, I, 253-264;
toleration under Quebec j}iﬂ_ II,
245. Trade—Carleton and John-
son favor T

:nch methods, I, 298:

expansion, I, goo; diverted to

Louisiana, 1, 297-299: in, I, 21

[

f
II, 243; Scotch interest, I, 24, 243:
Shelburne removes restrictions on,
I, 298; provisions for, in Quebec
Bill, II, 243; traders opposed to
imperialization of West, 1, 218,

Undervalued by—1, 206, 259
Burke, I, 78; in Letter address’d to
fave great Men; 1, 78; in Rearsons

l.l'ur {'r','_ 5'?:.4: {;:u.‘.fd."a.‘)ju‘, I, ';S: |L-

ferys, I, 79; Johnson, I,
122; M’Culleh, I, 78: Wynn
General History of the Britivh
pire, I, fooinote 122. See English

law and French law

Canada-Guadaloupe dilemma: I, 1o,

166, 242; as interpretation of po-
litical philosophy of Quebec Bill,
IT, 248%: decided by ministers, I,
63; France desires Guadaloupe, I,
i3.  Opinion of — anonymous author
favors Guadaloupe, I, 6o0; author

of Reasons for keeping Guac

foupe undervalues Canada, I, 78;
Bedfordites oppose retention of
Canada, I, 55; court faction favors
Canada, I, s5, s%; Cumberland
faction doubtful, I, g6; Grenvillites
favor Canada, I, 55; Grenvillites
prefer Louisiana to Guadaloupe, I,
=0 M'Culloh takes middle ground,
I, 62: Old Whigs doubtful, 1, s6

i

fooinote 84; Pittites’, I, 547 pul
divided, I, s4; DBurke argues
against retention of Canada, I, 58,

59; pamphlet warfare over, I, 56
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3. Pitt—announces, I, 19, 2zo0;
purpose in declaring, 1, 52; plat-
forms of factions on, I, 63; pre-
gented to ministry, 1, 49
French-Canadians

Canadians:
Canterbury, Archbishop of: II, foot-
nofe 282: considered memorial of
Grand Ohio Company, 11, fostnoite
463

Carleton, Sir Guy: I, 263, feotnote
469 attitude toward Maseres, II,
227 characterization, II, z27; con-
sulted on Canada, IT, 234; discus-
sion of fur trade in instructions, 11,

243; governor of Canada, 1, 298,

"
I1, 58; Grenville-Bedford plan sent
to, 11, 243 ; Hillsborough commun-
icates with, on trade, 11, 53 ; Hills-
borough's opinion of men executing
proclamation of 1763 in Canada, II,
225; influences policy of Old Whigs,

instructions to, I, =26o0-261,
II, 240; lieutenant-governor of
Canada, I, z59; objects to Indian
regulations for Canada, 1, 298;

opinion on English law in Canada,

I, featnote 372: ordered codifica-

tion of French law, 11, 228 revised

Morgann’s and Hey's report, II,

229; urged some reformatory meas-

ures for Canada, II, z25; went to

England, II, 229

Carolinas: see North Carolina and

South Carolina

Cassilis, Earl of: land owner, I,

footnote 169

Catawba River: see Kenfucky, 1I,

footnote 135

Catholicism: see Roman Catholicisin

Cavendish family: members of Old
Whigs, I, 30

Charlemont, Lord: opinion on fac-
tions, I, faotnote 267

Charlevoix, Pierre F. X. de: Journal
translated, I, 80 no longer author-
ity on west, II, 169: writings on

the west, I, 77, 82

| Charlotina: name suggested for col-

ony in Ohio valley, I, 100

3

Charlotta: proposed name of colony

of Grand Ohio Company, II, 119,

footnate 207

Charton, Sir Francis: member of

Grand Ohio Company, 11, foatnote
151

Chatham, Earl of: see Pitt, William
Chatham, Lady: I, 274, I, 15
| Chatham Ministry: I, 267-287, 306,

3r1; attitude toward, I
net divided, I, 3
tion, I

, 337; cabi-
characteriza-

27
, 325-326, II, 209; colonial
va 1

plans thwarted, I, 328: colonial
policy, I, 276-283, 328, 1I, z217-
224, 230; composition, I, 26g; con-
ditions in, I, 323, 326-327; consid-
ered problem of Canada, 1I, 217-
224; defeat in land tax, I, 327; ef-
fect of Townshend, I, 328; failure
of administration, I, 275; failure of
East India policy, I, 276, 328; fav-
ored roval governments, I, 321;
hostile to Virginia, I, 314; initiat-
ed policy resulting in Quebec Bill,
II, 217; North chancellor of ex-
chequer, II, 28; Old Whigs refuse
to unite with, I, 341; Old Whigs
resign from, I, 273; opponents, I,
273 perplexities, I, 331; platform,
I, 270, 336; policies defeated, II,
36; policy toward India, I, 271-
273; power in Parliament, I, 327;
reorganization, I, 337-342; to con-
tinue in power, I, 342; weakness,
I, 334. Western palicy=1, 270,
322, 230, 337, 335, 336, 1L, 77, o1;

- a b
also  Grafton minisiry and

Cherokee: 11, 80, 82 affected by ces-

sion of Iroquois, 1I, 74; commissary
for, I, feotnote so%; company of
Virginia wishes to purchase land,
IT, 207: House of Burgesses peti-
8

tion for land, II, 8x: informed of

authorization of Vandalia, 1I, 143;

T e———
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Louisiana merchants among, I, 2993
negotiate with speculators, II, 82;
protection of lands, I, 223; Tre-
strained from “cobperating with
Shawnee, 11, 18g-190; satisfied with
survey, II, 85; towns included in
soldiers’ petition, 1I, 81; Wharton
claimed land west of Virginia not
owned by, II, 135. Boundary-
connection with mistake of, II,
faoinete 135; complain of encroach-
ments of 1763, II, foofnote B88;
Dartmouth approved of, 1I, 8g; de-
sire natural, 11, 84; Dunmore up-
held, II, 183; established at con-
gress of Hard Labour, II, 63}
Hillsborough authorized, II, 124;
Stuart’s mistake affects, II, 85-80.
Cede land — at Lochaber, 11, 83-85;
to traders, II, 205; to Transylvania
Company, II, zo6; willing, II, 79.
Claims— affect western expansiomn,
I, 78; Iroquois’ claims coincide
with, II, 65, 7r; Johnson declares
not valid, 1I, 77; to territory left
by Shawnee, 11, foofnote 95; west
to Tennessee, 11, faotnofe g95. Re-
lations awvith Firginia—no treaties
with, IT, 187; purchased land from,
IT, 116, 117, 1832; ready to grant
land to, II, 83; Virginia begins
negotiations, 1I, 79; Virginia de-
ﬁirl_'s l:md. ]I. 104
Chester, Gov. —: forbidc

en to make
land grants, 1I, 168-169, 176 FOV-
ernor of West Florida, 11, 166, foof-
note 121; interested in proposed
settlement at MNatchez, 11, 167-169

Chesterfield, Earl of: advocated full
powers for colonial secretary, II,
43; opinion on treaty of peace, I,
.|r'.rf.-|'a'|'l’a’|'r' 114

Chickasaw: commissary for, I, foot-
note so08: traders among, I, 293;
see [ndians

Chiswell's mine: II, 63, foofrote 95

Choctaw : commissary for, I, faotnote

s08; Louisiana traders among, I,
299; trade disordered in, 1, 293;
see Indians

Choiseul, Duc de: commits error, I,
48; conceals peace negotiations
from Spain, I, 72; decides to sac-
rifice Canada, I, 63; demands New
Orleans for France, I, 7r; ready
to make peace, I, 47; reliance on
Spain, I, 67; suspected of insincer-
ity, I, 66

Christ Church: Shelburne student, at
I, 143

Christian, William: member of a
Virginia land company, II, zo7

Church of England: establishment of,
in Vandalia, 11, 155

Clare, Lord: I, 353; opinion of Shel-
burne’s plan, I, 351; policies and
influence, II, 22; president of Board
of Trade, 11, 22; removed from of-
fice, 11, footnate 24

Clinch River: II, 206

Clive, Lord:
Company, I, 271; sent to India, I,

describes East India

Cobham, Lord: leader of “Young Pa-
triots,” I, 24

Cockpit: 11, 134, 135, 148

Colden, Cadwallader: criticises plan

of Board of Trade, I, fooinote 543;
opens land for settlement, I, 123
Cole, Edward: incurs expenses in Il-
linois, I, 2g2: Indian commissary
at Fort de Chartres, I, footnofe 51t
Cole River: 11, footnote 135
Colebrooke, Sir George: member of
Grand Ohio Company, II, 101,
footnote 151; wversed on easternh
matters, 11, rorx
Colling, Michael: member of Grand
Ohio Company, 11, foeinofe 151
Collinson, Peter: seeks information on

colonial project, I, .ﬂ."?‘J.f.l'.".l.’l" 162

| Colonial policy: affected by colonies’

refusal to receive tea, II, 211, 230"

affected by politics, I, 189; at
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time of treaty of peace of 1763,
II, 248-249; attempt to stay west-
ern movements, II, 23, 24; atti-
tude of factions, I, 45, 240; Bar-
rington's, I, 248-251, 310, fooinote
543, 11, so; Bedfordites’, see Hed-
fordites; Bedfordites and Grafton
united on, I1, 19; Board of Trades’,
I, 245, 309, footnote 543, II, 75,
131-133; see Board of Trade; cen-
tralization of colonial administra-
tion, I, 164; Chatham ministry’s, I,
270, 271, 276-283, 321-328, II, 217-
224, 250; commented on, I, 238, f—:m!v
wole 425; complications, I, 329;
compromise policy of 1768, II, 31-
32, 61, 194, 239; concerning consti-
tutions of colonies, 1I, 153; court

faction’s, I, 237-238; Dartmouth’s,
I, 252; 1II, 141; development

140-
before 1763, I, 127; development of
partisanship, I, 45; effect of deci-
sion to keep troops in, I, 127-133;

Egremont’s, I, 125; erection of new

colo I, 170; Gage's, II, 48-49,
sa: Galloway's, I1, 54; general dis-
cussions, I, 238, I1I, 33-37, 72-73;

Grafton ministry’s, I, 354, 356-357,

I1, 31-32; Grafton’s opinion, I, 342;
Grenville-Bedford ministry’s, 1,
211, 224, 239, 357, 1I, 249; Gren-
villites’, II, 236; Hillsborough's,
see Hillshorough: importance, I,
156; importance of West, II, 2s51;
influence of Indians, I, 287; influ-
ence of Johnson, I, 321; influenced
by factions, II, 126; in proclama-

tion of

1763, I, 188, z00-210; in
Quebec Bill, II, 191, 237, 239-243,
247, 249 interpretation, I, footnote
408; Jackson’s, I, 311 Johnson's,
I, g1, 10wyl kingtal vl sasers
North's, II, 138; influence slight,
11, fostnote ao; of leaders in Par-
liament, I, 330; of taxation, I, 328;
of west to be shaped by colonial

secretary, 1I, 2zz; Old Whig min-
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istry's, I, 236-237, 242, 248-249, 253,
258-260, 265, 1I, 249; philosophy,
I, so; Pittites’ I, 238, II, 153; pre-
vailing opinion concerning western,
I, 309; progressive western, I, 314
Shelburne’s, see Shelburne; toward
Mississippi trade, II, 43; toward
West, I, 168, 1I, 31-32, 209-210;
Townshend’s, I, 328, 329, 1131, 332,

336, 339; LI, s0; triumvirate min-

istry's, I, 138; Wharton's opinion
on, II, 55, 145-146. North minis-
iry’s — failure toward west, II, 207-
208; affected by growth of inde-
pendent departments, II, 42

Colonial Secretary: Chesterfield ad-

vocated full powers for, II, 43;
Dart-

creation of office, II, =22;

mouth, II, c9, 86, r38, 178; rela-
tion to other departinents of state,
II, 42; Weymouth’s attitude toward
ofhce of, II, 137-138. Hillshor-
ough—11, 16, 20, 21, footnofe 42;
influence as, II, 42 ; resigns in 1772,
II, 42: opposition to office of, 1I,
146-147; powers, II, 43; question
of successor to, I, 137-138
Colonies: adjustment to new policy,
I, 358 affected by extended bound-
aries of Canada, II, 244; altera-
tion to be made in, IT, r23; author-
ized to protect boundary, II, s1-52;
condition in subsequent to 1768, II,
53-54; causes of revolt, II, =250-
s1: differing opinions of value, I,
52 discontent in, I, 229; discourag-
ing aspects, I, 285; discussion con-
cerning constitutions of, I, 225, II,
153: do not favor imperialization
of, IT, 128-129; effects of Quebec
Bill on, II, footnote a36; empire

paid for land ceded, at congress of

rration to,
I1, 164, _fr.u.'_','.'n'ffa' 289: favors from
empire, I, sr; Franklin's report
concerning feeling toward, II, 211;

Gage to advise ministry on, II,

e
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161; Grenville ignorant of condi-
tions in, I, 179; Grenville's belief
in encouraging industries, I, s1;
Hillsborough's unfamiliarity with,
I, 198; imperial policy toward, I,
237; in America, I, 357;

rate compromise policy, II, s4-60;
independence, I, =24z; land en-
grossed, I, r73; local autonomy lim-
ited, I, 164: manufactures discour-
aged in, T, s1; men of, interested
in eastern lands, II, 25; method of
requisitions, I, 118; more advan-
tageous than western, II, 49; new
method of establishing, II, 163-164;
opposed to religious toleration, II,
245 ; permit settlement in Ohio Val-
ley, 11, 78; possibility of represen-
tative assemblies, I, 202; proposed
act of supremacy of Parliament
over, I, 237; reasons for confining
to seacoast, 1I, 28; refusal of tea
delayed activities of Grand Ohio
Company, II, 248 ; relation to Great
Britain, I, se, II, 32, 164-165; re-
sult of revolt, 11, 210-211; rivalry,
I, 116, 1I, 213; security motive in
peace negotiations, I, 7o0; send dele-
gates at Johnson’s summons, 1T, 64-
65; southern, preferred, I, 53, 166;
supposed to share expense of treaty
of Fort Stanwix, II, r22; Whar-
ton's influence in, II, 66, Atfitude
tonward =1, footnote a425; Barring-
ton’s, I, 2s0-251; Bedfordites’, II,
11, 19, 125-126; Bedford-Grenyil-
lites', 11, 41

236; Chatham ministry's, I, 328%;

British in 1774, 11,

Dartmouth's, I, 252z, 11, 150; fac-

tions’, II, 42; general, in 1774, 11,

z1r; Grafton’s, 1, 342; Hillsbor-
ough's, II, 43-44, 59, 125; North
Ministry's, 11, 42, 235; Old Whigs',

I, 248, 258-260, 265; Townshend's,

I, 329, 331-332. Defense—1, 161;
army to be retained in, 127-13%;

concentration of army, I, 331; fail-

inaugu- |

ure, [, 116; expected to pay for
troops, I, 130. Expense—cost to
empire, I, 226, 284; need of con-
tributions from, I, 226, 23%; prob-
lem of expenses, I, 278, 328; rela-
tion to military department, I, 328,
Granting land = chaotic system, I,
283 ; collection of quitrents, I, 283;
governors prohibited, 11, 212; meas-
ure passed for, II, 212-216; west of

mountaing, prohibited, T, rzé. In-

dians—barrier to, I, 171-172:
boundary between, I, 355; control
of affairs of, I, 347, 1L, 43-34; ex-
pense, I, 292; failure to control, I,
116; governors forbidden to ne-
gotiate with, I, 222; issue of con-
trol of affair

5,1, 113; not protec
Indian hunting-grounds, TI, 78;
plan of 1754 re Indians, I, 117;
relation of departm

to,SLnaly,
221, 294; wide intercourse with, II,
s7. Regard for— Dartmouth, I, 235-
236; Hillsborough, 1I, 129, Shel-
burne— analysis of issues in, I, 277;
attitude toward, I, 279, 334, 355;
discussed taxation in, I, 334; favors
liberal governments for, I, 177;
influence, I, 353, 1I, 250; investi-
gates cost of maintenance, I, 281;

plan accepted, 1, proposed

regulation of trade,

tion — agents accept St

227 attitude toward Stamp Act, I,
236, 241, 11, 33; of Grenville-Bed-
ford ministry, II, z49; question, I,
160, 164, 328; reception of Town-
results
Trf.'l:lﬂ-_

attempts to force passage
tions, 11, 55, 58; attitude of Board
of Trade toward control of, I,
353; authorized to regulate, II, 31-
32, 51-54; complain of raising
money for management, II, 57; con-
trol of fur, I, 216; empire does not

desire general meeting to draw up
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regulations for, II, s58; failed to
manage, II, 27, 53-544 57, 359-60,
72-73, 210, 241; Hillshorough de-
clared colonies wanted to manage,
11, footnote 66; Jackson’s attitude
to regulations for, I, 311; Johnson's
opinion of trade control by, 11, 59;
results of management by, II, s6-
573 unable to control traders, I,
185; walue to, II, 244; wvarious
opinions concerning control of, 1I,
54, West—claim land in, II, 24;
control of, 1, 105; effect of western
colonization on, I, 242; extent of
settlements  in, I, 202; France
barred, from settlement in, II, g1;
prohibited from granting land in,
I, 126; result of change of man-
agement from empire to, 11, 615 to
furnish government in, I, 313; to
support forts in, II, 55-56; traders
opposed to imperialization of, I,
218. See Colonial Policy; Hills-
borough; Ministries; Shelburne
Commander-in-chief: friction with
Johnstone of West Florida, I, 285;
Indian Department to be independ-
ent, I, 22r; Indian superintendents
opposed to, I, 218-219; supervises
Indian Department, I, 219; to be
consulted, I, 170
Compromise of 1768: see Grafton
Ministry
Connecticut: ‘I, 172, 173: claims in
west, I, 109, IT, 24; emigration to
West Florida, II, 176; French de-
sires constitution similar to that of,
II, 198; Hazard obtained land
from, I, 92; Lyman from, I, 315,
IT, 185; Shelburne desires similar
government for Florida, I, 177
Connecticut River: Pownall recom-
mends barrier colony on, I, g1
Connolly, Dr. John: agent for Dun-
more, II, 187; attempted explana-
tions of acts of, 1I, 193-194; iIn-

formed Dunmore of f[=rli]il}' of

Ohio lands, II, 1p4; issues orders
to repel Indian attack, II, 1g0;
laid out Louisville, I, 187; seized
Fort Pitt, I1, 188-189

Conspiracy of Pontiac: see Pantiac’s

Co r:,ff‘.-frur_}'

Continental Congress: Grand Ohio

Company petitioned, II, 248

Conway, Gen. —: 1, 242, 274, 325, 1],

22 characterization of, I, 234; East
India policy of, I, 272; Franklin
influenced, I, 323; Hertford, broth-
er of, II, ro00; inactivity, I, 252;
informs Walpole of humiliation of
Bedfordites, II, 17; opposition of,
I, 328, 336. Attitude toward-—
Board of Trade's reports, II, 30,
foatnote 31; colonies in 1774, II,
236; Canadian measures, 11, foot-
note 414; tepeal of Stamp Act, I

7: west, I, 330, fooinate 43s.
Political connections and offices—
action in Chatham ministry, 1, 327;
adherent of court faction, II, foot-
note 12: allegiance to Old Whigs,
I, 275; in Chatham ministry, I,
269 in Grafton ministry, II, foot-
note 12; member of Old Whigs, I,
30; political connections, I, foofnote
479; proposed leader of House of
Commons, I, 340; secretary of
Northern Department, I, 251, II,

13, 17

| Cooper, Grey: land owner, I, foot-

note 169: member of Grand Ohio
Company, 1I, 1o1, fooinete 15I;
seryices acceptable to all minis-
ters, 11, 1or

Copper mines: permitted to be work-
ed by British in 1768, 11, 51

Corbin, Richard: member of council
of Virginia, 11, foeinote 186; peti-
tioner for land in West, II, foof-
nofe 136

Cornwall, John: member of the
Grand Ohio Company, II, foefnote

I5I

——
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Court faction: I, feotnote 429; foot-

note 456, II, 140; described, I, 3s.
Activities of — attitude toward col-
onies after repeal of Stamp Act, I,
210-241; attitude toward Shel-
burne's liberalism, I, 178; becom-
ing more coherent, II, 18; Cam-
den’s relations with, I, footnote
479, 11, footnofe 12; Conway's re-
lations with, I, footnete a79; II,
fooinote 12; divided, I, 239-240,
footnote sgo; favors retention of
Canada, 1,

ton's scheme, II, 127; Grafton's re-
lations with, I, footnote 479; 11,
faotnote 123 independence of Bute's
group, I, footnote 45; in Grafton
ministry, II, 17; in Grand Obhio
Company, II, roo-ror; in North
ministry, IT, 38, footnole 42; in tri-
umvirate ministry, I, 163; jealous
of Bedfordites, II, 4o0; "“King's
Friends"” in, 1, 34, 35, 239; Lefler
address’d to two great Men pub-
lished by member of, I, 57; mem-
ber chosen colonial secretary, II,
16 Old Whigs refuse to unite with,
I, 34; oppose repeal of Stamp Act,
I, 237-23%; opposition toward, I,
139 power in Parliament, I, 43,
194, II, 41; represented by Shel-
burne, I, r39; supported Chatham

ministry, I, 270; unstable composi-
tion of, I, 40; voted against re-
peal of Townshend Act, II, 37;
Wharton in touch with, II, 97.
Members =1, 363 I

248 ; Eglington, 1I, r7o; Ha

Jarrington, i

ifax,
I, 114; Hillsborough, II, 121; Jen-
kinson, 11, 161; Mansfie

d; IT; 2513
Northington, I, feetnete 479; per-
sonal fr>|'|rnw]|lj_: of '_\-:n]'lh, |. 413
Rice, I, 155; Thurlow, II, 158;
Tory group in, I, 39; Wedderburn,
II, 158. Opinion of —Franklin, I,

s7: Jackson, I, 58, 310; see Tories.

Principles of — attitude toward west-

55, 58: favors Whar- |
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ern expansion, I, 45, 75, 237, 269,
314, II, 97, 127; economic philoso-
phy, 1, 58; politica
164

Court of Justice: established in Illi-

philosophy, 1

nois, II, 197; influence in Illinois,
II, 197-198

Cowper, William: opinion of Dart-
mouth, I, 235

Coxe, Daniel: acquires grant of
Heath, I, o6; plans colony on the
Mississippi, I, 96; publishes Caro-
lana, I, g6

Crawford, —: information concern-
ing Dunmore’s western speculation,
11, footnote 326

Creeks: commissary for upper, I, foot-
note s508; trade disorered, I, 293;
see Indians

Croghan, George: accompanies Mor-
gan on western trip, I, jor; com-
ments on rapid western expansion,
IT, r13; complains of ministry, I,
2z20; consulted by Baynton, Whar-
ton, and Morgan, I, 320; def

n LT_\'

Indian agent, I, footnote 310 ex-
pected great profits from grant, II,
152; gave Indians presents, II, 66;
included in reorganization of
Grand Ohio Company, 11, 103; in
England as agent of Johnson, I,
220, 316; information of Indian
war from, I, 354; in west, I, 319;
land ceded to, not approved of by
ministry, II, 77; proposal to form
company, I, 320; purpose in going
to England, I, feotnote 383; re-

ceived tract of land from Indians,

II, 6g: sipned Articles of Agree-
ment, I, footnote t4z; trader of
Lancaster county, II, zoz; Vir-

ginia's attitude toward land grant-

ed to, II, 69; western represent:
tive of Grand Ohio Company, 1,
113; writes of proposed colony in
Illinois, 1, 214

Crohon, Dennis: named in Indian
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deed of cession, II, footnote 142

Crool, William: land owner, I, foot-
note 169

Crawn Point: Amherst recommends
separate government for, I, 100;
maintain fort at Ticonderoga or,
11, 31: proposed interior fort, I,
foolnole 593

Cugnet, Francois-Joseph: codified
French law, II, 228

Cumberland, Duke of: I, 236; ef-
fect of death, 1, 236; nepgotiates
ministry of 1765, I, 230; Pownall
recommends policy of barrier col-
onies to, I, g1

Cumberland faction: Activities of —
Bute opposed to, I, 136; described,
I, 32; disintegration of, I, 236,
footnote 420; failure of, in Seven
Years’ War, I, 25; friendly to Old
Whigs, 1, offshoot of the
Whigs, I, 31; opinion of, doubtful
on Canada-Guadaloupe dilemma, I,

s6; feared expansion, I, 268, Mem-
bers of=1, 32; Bedford, I, 192;
Devonshire, I, 32; Fox, I, 192;
Hillsborough, I, 197

Cumberland River: II, 206; bound-

v of Transylvania Company’s

grant, II, zos; Shawnee formerly
inhabited wvalley of, II, 189
Cummings, Thomas: I, 169; agent
of Mississippi Company, I, g6

Dacee, Hexny: agreed to reorganiza-
tion of company, 11, foofnofe 167;
member of Grand Ohio Company,
I, footnote 151 opinion on own-
ership of Indian lands, 11, foofnote
3163

Dagge, John: agreed to reorganiza-
tion of company, II, footnote 167;
member of Grand Ohio Company,
1T, foomote 151

Dartmouth, Lord: T, 264, 287, 1I,
159, footnote 427, action on grant

of Cherokee to traders, II, 2o05:

appointed president of Board of
Trade, I, 234; approved Chero-
kee boundary line, II, 8g; attempt-
ed to be made third secretary, II,
14 characterization of, I, 234-236,
II, 150; colonial secretary, II, 26,
59, 138, 173, 230; defended Quebec
Bill, IT, 241; desires reconciliation,
11, 2r1; Dunmore explains mistake
in boundary to, II, footnote 1353
Dunmore indorses Illinois Land
Company to, II, 204; efforts to has-
ten action in behalf of Vandalia,
II, 163; granted extra powers, I,
:  Hillsborough succeeded, I,
276; insisted on Virginia's claims
in Vandalia, II, 184; instructions
from, 1, foetnote s47; interested in
Indians, II, 140-141; Johnson wrote,
II, 185; Lyman wrote, II, 173;
made Board of Trade report on
petition of Grand Ohio Company,
IT, 150; member of committee to
consider Board of Trade recom-
mendations, II, 156; North wrote,
II, 37; notified Johnson of estab-
lishment of Vandalia, II, 142-143;
notified Stuart of establishment of
Vandalia, II, 142-143; opposition
toward, II, 146-147; patron of
Grand Ohio Company, II, 8g;
plans thwarted by Gascoyne, II,
147 political philosophy, I, 234-

: protested to Dunmore con-

ning western grants, IT, 188 ; re-
ceived papers relative to Canada,
II, 234; sent Hay to report on Il-
linois, II, 1gg: Stuart made map
for, 11, 86-87, footnote 257; to re-
form Canadian conditions, II, 230.
Attitude toward — America, 11, 150;
control of trade, II, 59, 24x; Illi-
nois, II, 199; regulation of trade,
II, =241: speculation, II, 14x;
Stamp Act, II, 140. Colonial ac-

tivities — joined forces with Whar-
ton, II, 141-142; land owner, I,
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footnote 169; land speculator, I,
fooinste 381. f},"{llrffln.f af — Amer-

icans’, II, 140; Franklin’s, 1I, 140;
Grand Ohio Company’s, 1I, 140-
141; Huntingdon’s, I, 235; min-

istry's, I, 237; Walpole's, 11, x61.
Political affiliations — cooperates
with Bedford-Grenvillites, 11, 236;
deserts Old Whigs, I, foofnofe 46;
member of Old Whigs, I, 30, 236,
11, 135%; member of court faction,
1, 36, Western expansion—fav-
ored, I, 252, footnote 433, IT, 89,
140-141, 149, 173; held Shelburne’s
views on, II, 141

Declaration of Independence: one rea-

son for, II, 216
Delawares: responsible for trader's

losses, 11, 69

Delaware River: boundary line cross-
ed, II, 71; Rochford petitions for
islands in, II, 127

Denbigle, Lord: follower of Bute, I,
footnote 44

Department of Indian Affairs: abol-
ished by Privy Council, I, 350; com-

289-292, 301;

missaries, I, 117, 222,
deputies, I, 222, footnate sro; prob-
lems before ministry, I, 357-358. A¢-

titude teaward - Board of Trade’s, I,

353, Ll 26-275 Grenville-Bedford
ministry’s, I, =218; roprietary
- ¥ 1 -
Shelburne's, I, 334,

barty's, II, 663

346-347. Compromise of 1768 —af-
fected by, 11, 44; appropriation for,
curtailed by, II, sz-53; pelicy of,
e-Bed-

ford plan -1, 206, 221-226, 354, 350,

toward, II, 26-27. Gre

II, 32, 64-65; expense of, I, 262
policy toward, I, 2513 supposed to
supervise French, II, 195. Palicies
towvard — Barrington’s, I, 2z49-251;
Hillsborough's, I, 221; see Gren-
wille-Bedford plan; Shelburne's, I,
g46-147. Prior to 1763-1, 42, 223;
described, I, 222-226; result of
I, 219; superintendents

economy in, I, 2

report on, I, 1rg; supervised by
commander-in-chief, I, 219
Detrait: I, 2435, 298 ; activity of trad-
ers at, I, goo; advantageous situz-
tion, I, 244; Amherst recommends
separate government for, I, {03
attacked by Indians, I, 186; Board
of Trade recommended fort at, II,
28: British trading center, 11, 195;
Clare disapproved of colony, II, 2
Gage's opinion of, II, 48; Hay com-
ry at, I, footuote 511; in west-

miss
ern district of Indian department,
I, footnate s10; invites settlement,
I, §1: maintain fort, IT, 31, 44; mil-
itary distriet, I, 132; New York or-
dered to control, II, 55-56; pro-
47, 345,

orce, I

posed colony, I, 244-245, 3

35r; proposed military f ;
250; provisions under Quebec Bill,
11, z40; repulsed attack of Indians,
I, 187

Devonshire, Duke of: member of

Cumberland faction, I,

Whigs, 1, 3o0; suspects French
trickery, I, 65

Dinwiddie, Gov. Robert: II, 184;
grants land to encourage enlistment,

1. 8g5: soldiers claim land under

promise of, II, 8o; Vandalia to
make grants in accordance with
promise of, 1T, 153; Washington
had land claim under proclamation
of, II, 111
Disraeli, Ber
netian party, 1, 26; estimate of

win: calls Whigs Ve-

Shelburne, I, 135, 141, 343

Dodington, Bubb: associate of Hills-
borough, I, 197; influences Halifax
to join court faction, I, T14

Donegal: I, foatnote 306

Donelson, Col. William: [II, 8¢;
calls Kentucky River Louisa, II,
footnote 137; leader of party sur-
veying line after treaty of Locha-
ber, 1I, footnote 135; runs bound-

ary, I1, faotnote 137
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Douglas, John: answered by Burke,
I, s8; patronized by Oswald, I,
footnote 37; writes Letter address'd
to two great Men, 1, 57

Dowdeswell, William: member of Old
Whigs, I, 30

Dublin: birthplace of Shelburne, I,
142

Duncan, Sir William: land owner, I,
ll:n.lu’r!rf.’:‘ 169

Dundas, James: named in Indian
deed of cession, L1, foofnote 142

Dundas, Sir Lawrence: influential
with Scotch, 11, feotnate 27

Dundas, Thomas: named in Indian
deed of cession, 11, footnote 142

Dunmore, Lord: II, 70; approved
Johnson's purchase of tract of land,
II, zo4; attempt to =account for
motives for war of, II, 192-194;
attempt to promote Hillsborough’s
ideas in America, II, 58 attitude
toward scheme of Grand Ohio
Company, II, 181-182; denied
granting authority to survey lands
on Ohio, I1, 185-186; desired land

wrth of Ohio, 11, 193, 205, footnate

imed Fort Pitt within lim-

its of Virginia, IT, 188: Connolly
agent for, I, 187 ; corresponds with
relative to Indian trade,

; Fort Dunmore, name given
to Fort Pitt by Connolly, II, 189;
governor of New York, II, 58, 181,

204; governor of Virginia, 11, 84,

granted p » to Indians, II,

192; Henry’s opinion of aspira-
tions, II, footnote 319: interest in
speculation, II, 181; member of
Wabash Land Company, 1I, zoj3-
204; ministry approve letter from,
II, 89; Murray's negotiations with,
I1, 20

pansion, II, 204; ordered militia

3-204 ; opinion on western ex-

mustered, II, 191; permission to

soldiers to locate land west of Van-

dalia, II, x86:; petition for land,

11, featnote 321; realizes value of
opinion of Camden and Yorke, 11,
203; relations with Illinois Land
Company, 11, 203-204, footnate 379 ;
reply to Dartmouth’s protests, 11,
188; reported change in boundary
line, II, 84, footnote 135; Whar-
ton’s opinion of, II, 193-194; up-
held Cherokee boundary line, 1I,

183; urged rights of Virginia, 11,
182; wisited Forct Pitt, II, 185;

Walker and Lewis, advisers of,
II, 182; well known speculator,
Il, 203, War of-beginnings, 1I,
188-18¢; declaration, II, 1g90; ef-
fect on western settlements, II, 1g91;
Henry gives cause for, II, 203;

motives for, 11, 192-194

Dunmore’s War: see Dunmore

Dunning, John: made solicitor-gen-

eral under Grafton ministry, II,
footnote 11; member of Pittites, I,
34

Du Pratz, Le Page: fﬁ,r.'nr’_r of Louis-

tana, 1, 8o: influence of history, I,
101; no longer authority on West,
[I, 160

Dyson, Jeremiah: 1, foofnate 456;

E

member of court faction, I, 353

AsT: concentration of troops in, I,

331, II, 32; fear of depopulation,
[I. 181: interests of factions, re-
tards action on petition of Grand
Ohio Company, II, 144; see Bar-

ringlon

tast Florida: I, 310; attractions, I,

189, 207, 213; easily accessible for
trade, I, 168; empire maintained
expense of, II, 145 erection of col-
ony recommended, I, 175; govern-
ment proposed, I, 176. Land-
Dartmouth held in, II, 149, footnote
266: Gordon owned, 1I, footnote
396; grants in, I, 283; method of
granting, II, 213; speculation in, 1,

213, 285, footnote 169; Shelburne
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desires liberal government for, I,
177; Shelburne encourages settle-
ment of, I, 173. Troops mn—-11, 31,

14: proposed concentration of, I,

r

51; two regiments in Georg
South Carolina, and, II, feotnote
32; see Florida

East India: I, 330, 336, II, 210; bill,

Colebrooke well versed in

II, ror; importance of
measure, I,

728: policy of Chat-
ham ministry, I, z7r-273, 276;
question of expansion, I, 269, 272;
reorganization defeated, II, 36
East India Company: I, 339; attack
broke up factions, I, r1x; attack
causes resignation of Old Whigs,
I, footnote 486; Co

of, II, ror; interest in charter

ebrooke director

right, 1I, =24; factions’ policy to-
ward, II, 42; Clive's description,
I, 271; North interested in control,
IT, 144; policy of Chatham minis-
try, I, 270; protegé of Old Whigs,
II, 4z; Sandwich’'s influence, II,
g1; secures favorable compromise
over Chatham ministry, I, 328; tea
not allowed to be landed, II, 163

lington, Lord: I, foofnete 456;

land speculator, I, [oofnofe 381
member of Brown's land company,
II, 170; member of court faction,
II, 170

Egmont, Lord: I, 237, footnote 423;
follower of Bute, I, footnofe a4;
land speculator, I, foofnofe 381

Egremont, Lord: I, 170, 199; asks
military governors to report, I, 128;

becomes secretary of state, I, 124

control of sale of land, T, 1703

I, 191; desired some juris-

in Indian reservation, I,
205 ; influence on Bute, I, 6g9; letter
considered, I, 169; member of tri-

umvirate ministry, I, 137; on tr

ers’ trickery, I, 185; prefers Louis-

iana to Guadaloupe, I, 70; receives

Ambherst's recommendations  for
military colonies, I, 100; receives
news of Indian outbreak, T, 187
sketch, 1

y, 125 suggested inclusion

of Illinois in Canada, II, 239: uni-
fies colonial administration, I, 154,

America—cons

s Board of Trade
on, I, 160; familiarity with, I, 153;
relation to decision to kt’.r.]! troops
in, I, 128ff. Opinion of - Bute's, T,
138; Fox's, I, 138; Knos

s, I, 1350,
Poficy — announcement, I, 164; fa-
vors expansion, I, x79: toward In-

dians, I, réx. Shelburne—criticizes

plan, I, 180; dispute with, I, 159;

proposed 2s succ

ysar, I, 139! or-
ders Board of Trade to execute

plan, I, 180

Elliot, Sir Gilbert: follower of But

I, footuate a3; member of Scotch

faction, I, 38

E

lis, Gov. —: influence over Ej

mont, I, 150

Ellis, Welbore: member of Cumber-

land faction, I, 32; policy toward

West, I, 358; relation to deci

to keep troops in America, I, 1
sketch, I, 129

Ellison, Henry: agreed to reorgani-

zation of company, 11, foofnote 167;

member of Grand Ohio Company,
IT, .."fmf
boro
246

note 1513 opinion of Hills-

rh's resignaiton, II, footnote

Richard: agreed to reorg
of Grand Ohio Cc

II, footnote 167

Ellison, Robert: member of Grand
Ohio t‘.::npﬂ;;.:\,'_ 11, faafrote 151
wd: see Great Britain

English: see Brifish

English law: 1, 2 authorization by
Q
of, II, 224: demand for, II, 227;
I,

e

shec Bill, 11, 240; consider

introduced, 11, 225; question

163, 207, 208 =254, 200,

0Old Whig's attitude tow
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Canada, II, 217; powers according
to Quebec Bill, 1L, footnote 436
Shelburne's  attitude toward, II,
220

Fnos, Capt. —: examined land for
“Military Adventurers,” II, foof-
note 31§

Essex, Lord: quotation about Gren-

ville, T, footnore 405

Europeans: America offered advan-

tages to, II, 179; defense of col-

onies against, I, 161; effect of con-
tact with Indians, I, 312 ; method of
warfare, I, 250
Evans, Lewis: colenial map-maker, 1,
go, footnote 126 ; interested in west-

ern colonization, I, g9o; urges erec-

tion of colonies in Analysis, 1, 91

Feos
LxXpal

ision: in India, I, 272 see West-

frn expansion

1

Facrions: affected by American is-
sues, 1I, 16, 139-141, 176-177; clash
over, 1I, 72; crisis caused by, II,
126; repeal of Stamp Act, I, 240-
241; attitude toward America, I, |

Bute, I, footnote 429; descrip-

n, I, 19-43, 11, 97: discussion, I,

6; effect, I, 326 ; effect on colonial

3

28 : interested in far |

icies, I, |

East in 1772-1773, 1I, 144; negotia-

tions, I, 1

138-341, 344; opposition to
Quebec Bill, 11, 245-247; platforms
on Canada-Gaudaloupe dilemma, I,

63 represented in North’s minis-

try, 11, 39-40; review of policies,
I

quent to 1768, II, 34-37. Opinion

8: significance, 1, 20; subse-

of = Bolingbroke's, I, 26: Bute's, I,
133: Franklin’s, 11, 139; George
I11’s.~1

452. See Bedfordites, Court fac-

; 41: Grafton's, I, foeotnote

tion; Cumberland faction; Gren-
villites; Hardaicke faction; Lei-
cester House faction; Old Whigs: |

Pittites » Scoteh f'r:-"{."r) n: Tories: |

Whig party

Fairfax, Lord: II, footnofe 163: line
part of Vandalia’s boundary, II,
151

Falkland Tslands: di

Spain and' Great Britain over, II,
156

Falmouth, Lord Viscount: consi
memorial of Grand Ohioc Company,

I1, feotnote 363

Family compact: Franco-Span I,
270

Farmer, Maj. Robert: reaches Fort de
Chartres, I, 299

Fauguier, Lieut-Gov. —: evasive

answer on Indian regulation, T,

204; opinion of Vandalia, TI, rog
Fawcett, Col. William: land own-
er, I, footnote 169
Featherstonhaugh, Sir Matthew: in-
troduces Wharton to Dartmouth,
II, 141; member of Grand Ohio
Company, II, 141, foatnote 151
Fincastle County: protests acainst an-
nexation to Vandalia, II, 182
Fisheries: Egremont brings up ques-

tion of, 1, 161; France promised

rights for, I, 63-61; need of reg-
ulations for, II, 243; value of Ca-
y 78

Fitsherbert, William: land owner, I,

nadian, I

footnote 169

Fitzhugh familv: members of Missis-
sippi Company, I, 95

Fitzmaurice, Lord: opinion of Shel-
burne, I, 150

Five Nations: Pownall suggests bar-
rier colony against, I, o1

Flax: raised in Mississippt Valley,
IT, 174

Fleming, Capt. William: Henry's in-
structions to, II, 111

Florida: army maintained for, I, 127;
British ignorance of, I, 84; Egre-
mont desires information, I, 161;

ast

in peace negotiations, I,

known of acquisitions, I, 167; set-

tlement considered, I, 175; Spanish

- —
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expected to emigrate from, I, 175;
trade with Spanish possessions, I,
176: see East Florida and West
Flarida

Fort Bute: established by Governor

Johnstone, I, 285; need of troops,
k

I1, z67; reéstablishment of, TI, 171

Fort de Chartres: abandoned, 11, foot-
nofe Go; accounts affect Gage's
opinion, II, 45; British possession,
I, 287, 299; Cole commissary at, I,
foofrnote s11; Gage ordered to de-
stroy, II, so; maintained in 1768,
II, 44; omitted from Amherst's
plan, I, feetnote 217; proposed mil-
itary force at, I, 250; supplied from
Kentucky, II, 172; traders to, I,
3033 see Illinois

Fort Dunmore: name given to Fort
Pitt 'h [‘III'II'IU”:.', II, 18qg

Fart Duquesne: captured by British,
I, 93

Fort Pitt: 11, 167; Bouquet stationed
at, I, gg: claimed within limits of
Virginia, II, 188; commander or-
dered to watch traders, 1, 303;

Dunmore visited, 1I, 133 Gage

l_

ern district of Indian Department,

ordered to destroy, II, so; in we

I, footnote sro; maintain fort, I,
31, 44; military colony proposed
near, I, j05; Morgan en route for,

I, 320; one regiment in Illinois and

at, Il, footnote 32; peace after
Dunmore's War, 1I,

ordered to control, II, s55;

192; Pennsyl-

osed  int

dor fort, I, foatnate

598 ; rechristened Fort Dunmore, II,
189 ; repulsed attack of Indians, I,
187

Fort Stanwix: I, foatnete 612; 11, 69,
25, 76, 77, 79, 95, 113; actions of
Virginia commissioners at congress,
11, 7o-71; boundary line settled at
congress, 1I, 68-7z; colonies sup-
posed to share expense, II, 122;
discussion of terms of treaty, II,

73-75; empire paid for most of
land ceded, II, 72; empire pur-
chased territory, Il, 104-105; In-
dians realized importance of treaty,
11, 68; lroquois cede land at con-
gress, 11, 71; number of Indians at
congress, I, 68; Shawnee dissat-
isfied since treaty, LI, 189; treaty
outgrowth of colonial policy of
compromise of 1768, II, 72: Vir-

ginia secured larger territory by
treaty, II, 8o0; Walker and Lewis
return from, I1, 78; Wharton's ne-
gotiations, II, o4

Fortrey, James: land owner, I, foot-
ntole 169

Forts: see Military establishments

Fox, Charles: I, 326, II, footnote 44;
characterizes Thurlow, II, 157

Fox, Henry: advises Bute on choice
of ministry, I, 137; association with
Bedford, I, 33, 192; associate of
Hillsborough, I, 197; deceived by
Shelburne, I, rso; driven from
court, I, 193; joins Bute, I, 192;

and speculator, 1, feofuofe

member of Cumberland factio

32, 192; political detachment,

es Shelburne to succ

propo

Lrremont, I, 139; secures majority
for treaty of peace, I, 74; Sl

burne advised by, I, 148;
burne’s influence over, I, foofnofe

u,"’--- “_ ban, |,

: Egremont, 1, 138; Halifax, I,

7
138: Shelburne, I, 144, 147; T
wend, I, 133

Foxcroft, John: agreed to reorganiz:

tion of company, II, feofnelr 1
member of Grand Ohio Company,

11, footnate 151
Foy, Edward: 11, footnate 266
France: I, 257, 27r; alliance with
Spain, I, 48, 67, 270; appoints com-

missioners to discuss West, I, 46;

Bedford’'s policy toward, I, £9;

cedes Louisiana to Spain, I, 72; ¢
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sion of land around Mobile, I,
175; loses control of West Indies,
I, 67; Martinique captured by, I,
67; Pitt desires to weaken, I, 69;
receives promise of fishing rights,
I, 64; retains New Orleans, I, 71
suggests Ohio as British boundary,

I, 46; treaty of Paris, I, 63-67

Francis, Philip: interested in western

land, II, footnote 380; letter from
Mackraby, 1, 77

Franklin, Benjamin: I, 166, 169, 109,

323, II, 75, footnote 207, footnote
236, footnote 268; admired by Le
Despencor, II, r29; British idea of
empire, I, so; efforts to make, un-
der-secretary, II, 1g9; feeling of
British toward, II, 128-12¢9: Gal-
loway corresponds with, II, s4; in-
fluence in England, I, 110; Jackson
friend of, I, 3rr; news from, I
334. Activities of — advised Board
of Trade on land grants, II, 212:

]

answered Remarks on the Letter
address’d to tawo great Men, 1, 58;
attacked Old Whigs, I, s7; criti-
cized plan of Board of Trade, I,
foatnote 543; favored Dartmouth
for colonial secretary, II, 139-140;
planned colonies in West, I, g1
plans, I, 165; promoted interests
of anti-proprietary party, I, 321;
reported on attitude toward Amer-
ica, II, 211; represented Illinois
Company, I, 321, 348; represented
Indiana Company, I, footnote 614:

|
supported Bute, I, 57; took up co-

lonial project of Coxe, I, 96; to per-
suade Clare, I, 352; wrote pam-
phlet to divert Connecticut emi-
erants from Pennsylvania, I, g2,
Grand Olhio Campany— agreed to
reorganization of, II, footnote 167;
attitude to conclusion of schemes, 11,
156-157; member, I, 1349, II, ror,
feefnofe 151; representation before
privy council, II, 134, Opinion of -

Canada, 1, +78: conclusion of
scheme of Grand Ohio Company,
I, 117, 140-141; Dartmouth, II,
140; dismissal of Grenville-Bed-
ford ministry, 1, 229: factions, IT,
footnote 1o; Grenville, I, 328 ; Haz-
ard, T, 92; Hillsborough, I, 20, 26,
29, 125, r28-ra29, 139, foolnofe 28,
footnote 246; plan of Board of
Trade, I, 309; Shelburne, I, 149 ;
treaty of peace, I, 73; Wharton, IT,
97, 117, 139, footnote 146. Shel-
burme - consulted by, I, 355: dis-
cusses Indian management with, I,
footnote 520; friendship with, T, 57,
152, 279, 1L, 129; influenced, I, 323,
344, 347, footnote 597; sympathizes
with court faction, I, s7. Western
palicy — favors Illinois

project, I,
322; interested in expansion, I, go,
101; optimistic view of West, I, 83

Franklin, Sir William: I, fosirote 613,

I1, 96 ; consulted by Baynton, Whar-
ton, and Morgan, I, 320: governor of
New Jersey, II, 67; influence of, on
Illinois Company, I, 320; interested
in Indiana Company, IT, 67: mem-
ber of Grand Ohio company, 1I,
footmete 151; opinion of Hillshor-
ough, II, 124-125; footnote 215,
footmote 248; signed Articles of
Agreement, I1, footnote 142; Whar-

ton intimate with, 11, 66

Franks, John: member of Grand Ohio

Company, 11, 101, footnote 151

| Franks, Moses: member of Grand

Ohio Company, LI, 1o1, feotnote

151

Franks, Naphtali: agreed to reorzan-

ization of company, II, feotnote
167; member of Grand Ohio Com-

pany, II, ror, foofnote 151

Franks and Company: names of mem-

bers of firm, I1, feotnate 370 found-
ers of Illincis Land Company, II,
201; relations with traders of Lan-

caster County, II, 202: rivals of
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Fraser, Lieut —: estimate of trans-

Frederick, Prince of Wales: ¢

French: II,

Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan,
II, zor-202: use opinion of Cam-
den and Yorke, II, z02; see Mur-

ray, William

portation costs, I, fosfnofe

Leicester IHouse faction,

death, 1,33

IT, =223; attitude toward Gage's

proposals, IT, 198 ; bar British from
West, II, g1; British take over
American
claims to West, I, 46, 181, II, 29;
cost of goods in Illinois, II, 45;
ger from, in Old Southwest, I,

possessions, I, 2993

da
65; dominion in West, I, 82, 312,
319-320; driven across the Missis-
sippi, I, 250; encroach on British,

I, joz; expected to emigrate, I,

. familiar with Kentu
leaves soldiers to

an for,

protect, II, 1 Gage's

I, 45, 196-197; Hillsborough's

ls, - II; -1:

354; influence of plans of Gren-

opinion on, II, 196; ignorance of

British ofh , footnate

e-Bedford ministry, 1I, 1955 op-
poses Great Britain on the Ohio,
i

46; plan of Board of Trade

r17; population at De-

443 possibility of settle-
ment in West Florida, 1I, 167;
problems, 11, 196, 198; Rogers fears

depopulation of Illinois by, I, 128;

sending troops to West, I, 137

settlements suffer from blunder in
proclamation, I, 180, 205, 210
Canada —civilization in, I, 26o0;

conditi

1 of French in, I, 253-254;
rnment, I, 16o; law suits, I,

25%; method of granting land fol-

gov

1
iCEES,

lowed, ”, footnote 3953

I, 160, 175; population, I, 174; see |

h lasw, Civil  government— |

Fremn:

none provided, I, 243, II, 195, 198, |

provision in Quebec Bill, 1L, 239-
241 ; Wilkins' court of justice, II,
197-19%.  Indians—arouse fears

186 frirl:lc”_\', I, 244.; French settle-

ments did not disturb, I, 174; In-

I, go: no encroachment on
quois country, 1I, 27; posts to pre-
vent intercourse with, 11, 27; pro-

ction to, I, 186: purchased land

directly from, II, zos5. Trade-1,

2c0: coureurs de bois, 1, 296: dis

placed by British, II,

croachment on British, I, 29¢

favored system, I, 308; in Canada,

I, 295-298; monopolize, 1, 290, 1I,
so: rival British, II, 49; system

best adapted for Canadian, I, 298

French and Indian War: cause, I,
:IS: lfllt‘i_'l-;ﬁ' western L'(llllrli'/.:!'lillnl !I
93

French-Canadians: I, 257, 258 abi

by English, I, 254; competitors of

543
New York znd Pennsylvania m

chants, I, 295; consideration of re-

ligion, 1I, 223-224; control
11, 244 ; disregard Indian regula-

tions, I, zg7; interest in, II, 2

ministerial attempts to  correct
blunder of 1763 concerning, II,
217-230, 234-235; 237, 240-241, 245;
oppose western t'n]n!ﬁ}til1'.lf.'l1. ]. 107,
plan of toleration for, I, 256-257;

proposed measures for, I, 206-207,

nassed

L

1, 219~ Quebec Bill

benefit of, I, 2x6-217, 2

religious toleration by Quebec 1
II, 245: service to British traders,

I, 300; suffer from blunder

lamation, I, 210

posts, IL. 49. O iton of -

Trade's, I, 258; Carleton’s, 11,

Chatham  ministry’s, II, 2
Mansfield's,
IT,” 2q2; Morgann's, 1I, 2zo-221;

I1, 218: Shelburne’s,

George 1I's, II,

a

I: see Can
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French law: I, 26x; abolished in
Canada, II, 225; attitude of Old
Whigs, II, 217; authorization, 11,
footnote 436; codification, II, 22%;
consideration for Canada, II, 2z24;
effect of extension, I1, 241: Mans-
ficld's opinion of abolition in Can-
ada, II, z33; Maseres’ attitude to-

ward, [, 260; problem in Quebec

Bill, II, 2535: published in London,

I, 228; question of, in Canada, I,

Shelburne’s attitude

163, 167, 2

toward, II, 219
French literature: on the West, I, 80
Burke’s attitude

French Revolution:

toward, I, rs1; influence on party
I, 2zr; Shelburne's attitude
I, 151

proposed interior fort, I,
508

politics,
toward,
Frontenac:
footnofe
Frontier: disorders on, II,

133, 190;

Dunmore urges legislature to secure

11, 58 : influence on Euro-
peans, I, 179-180; pressure of pop-
ulation, I1, 76; Smith’s opinion of,
11, footnote 442 ; troops withdrawn
in 1768, II, feofnote 2z10: unfavor-

able reports on, II,

Frontiersmen: attitude toward Dun-

more's War, II, 191; boundary line
protected from, II, 73; disregard
II,

croached on Indians' lands, I, 186;

for poliey of 1768, 250 en-

inducements to withdraw from bor-

der, I, 173, 188: not checked by

ministry from westward settling, 11,
180; murder Indians at command
from Connolly, 11, 190; protection
of Indians from, I,

113, 164, 222

Fur trade: see Indian trade

GacE, GEN. THoMAS: I, 311, [ool-
ofe 435, foolnole 598, II, 641 ad-
vises ”E||:~1'-|II'I!'.!::'E: orn 1!t'tle‘ﬁl‘.~ de-
rived from sale of land, II, 122:

attempts to force colonies to pass

trade regulations, 11,

55 consulted

concerning Canada, II, 234; con-
sulted on copper mines, IT, 51; dis-
position of troops according to re-
port of, 11, 31, footnote 32; fails to
open route to Mobile, I, 306; favors
Johnson's scheme, I, 319; French
cause represented to, by Bloiiin, II,
193; governor of Montreal, 1, 128:
ignorance of condition of French,
I1, footnote 354; inaugurates policy
of compromise of 1768, II, 43-46,
56; influence in New York, II. 563
Johnson writes to, 11, z3; left New
York to advise ministry, II, 161:
ordered to suppress western emigra-
tion, I, 243; plan for French vil-
lages, 1I, 196; possible connection
with Vandaha, II,

to decide concerning

opposition  to
162; power
abandoning forts, II, 3r: quoted in
reports of Board of Trade, II, 131;

read opinion of Camden and Yorke

in 1773, II, 201; Shelburne asks
advice from, 1, 281; Stuart claims
to have orders from, 1, 289. A4#4i-
fude toward —Barrington, I, 277,

310, foofnote 543, I, 196: Iberville
canal, II, 49-so: Indians, II, 49,
162; military establishments, 11, 48 ;
trade, IL, 45, 48-50, 54, 193, foalnofe
54; West, I, 304-308, 319, I, 48-49,
162; concurs in Johnson's appoint-
ment of commissaries, I, footnote
511. Jf est— agreement in colonial
control of forts in, IT, 55;

in Canada, 1I,

approved
inclusion of Illinois
239; attempted to establish civil
government in Illinois, II, 198 ; esti-
J. .r-”'-'.ra'.'.').l'f‘

: Hillsborough writes to, on, 11,

mates cost of trade in,

8; ordered to destroy Fort de
rtres and Fort Pitt, I1, s0; pol-
icy adopted, II, so; proposal of
French guarding Fort de Chartres,
IHE 45; proposed to remove troops
from Kaskaskia, II,

198, 199; re-

ports on, I, 128, 206, 303, II, 44-45,
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so; sends Fraser to Illinois, I, foot-
note 533; sends Gordon on trip to,
I, 301; sends more troops to West
Florida, II, 46; to remove all troops
from Illinois, II, 197

Galloway, Joseph: attitude toward co-
lonial control of Indians and trade,
I1, 54 ; consulted by Baynton, Whar-
ton, and Morgan, I, 320; informa-
tion of Indian war from, I, 354;
member of Grand Ohio Company,
I1, 101, fooinete 151; probable as-
sociation with Franklin in Coxe
scheme, I, 96

Gascoyne, Bamber: friend of Hills-
borough, II, 129, 146; member of
Board of Trade, I, 155; Pownall's
opinion, 11, 16o; thwarts plans of
Grand Ohio Company, 11, 147

Gaspée: provisions for, under Quebec
Bill, II, 240

Gazette: advertisement of Florida

ands in, 1, 213

Gentleman's Magazine: material in,
on Louisiana, I, $o; omits YWabash
from map of West, I, 82

George I: 1, 339

George 11: I, 197, 339; adherents be-
come Cumberland faction, I, 32;
esncouraged western settlements, 11

70, footnoie 119

-

George IIL: I, 197, 5

;287 I gx,
121; accepted Bedfordites in minis-

try, 1I, 14; adopts Bolingbroke's

philosophy, I, 27, 41; agreement

with Grenvillites, I, 42; agreement
with Pittites, I,
Whigs, 1, 3ax; approves of Shel-

angered at Ol

burne's report, I, 178; becomes
leader, IT, 18-19; Bedfordites gain
influence with, II, 32, 35; breaks
from Whigs and enters politics, I,
35; character of, II, 38; chooses
Whigs for cabinet, [, 43 ; dates proc-
lamation, I, 203; destroys Whig

|||i|,'_,']|'l']'.‘\" I 437 dismisses Old

Whigs, I, 2 drew payment from

(3

French, I, zq4; Bute’s loyalty to, I,
68; favors peace, I, 48; favors
scheme of Grand Ohio Company,
II, 29, 137; gives directions to
Shelburne, 1, 344: Hertford’s influ-
ence over, [[, 100, 128: 'l[1r_'l'l::l~r,':'§
power, LI, 41; instructs Virginia
government to grant lands, I, 8g;
interpretation of attitude, I, 18g;
Mansfield advises to favor Shel-
burne, I, 159; ministries of, I, 326;
new method of :__J;ri'llﬂi]!:u land in-
augurated under, II, 216; North's
attitude [rlw:!rd, U, '_:IL\'; not sutheient
power to legalize radical changes,
I, 261; proposes to bring Pitt into

ministry, I, foatnote 230; Old Whig,
I, 21; purposes to destroy factions,

1, a1: reasons for dismissal of Gren-

with Bedfordites, 11, 137;

needed by ministry, I, 23¢

T Sup-

)
ports Chatham ministry, I, 2z70;
support sought by Tories, I, 19;
willing to remove Shelburne, II
35. Attitude toward — Bedford, 1

3; Bedfordites, I, foofnote 585,

, 13, 18, 20; Chatham ministry,

2 ¥
270, 337 ; Grenvillites, II, 41; Gren-
ville-Bedford ministry, I, 193-194;
Halifax, II, 14; Hillsborough, I,
196, 11, 129: North, II, 4r; Old
Whigs, I, 338; Pitt, I, 34, 136, 185;

I, II, 246-247; repeal of

Quebec Bi
stamp tax, I, 239-240; Shelburne, 1,

178, 275, 335; Townshend, I, 3315

vote of court faction, I, z40; west-

ern expansion, I, 214, 314, foofnofe

17, II, 127, 128

27,

: additions to, I, 199 attitude

coOr

rJil 1-||[‘ [|','1'.1[_‘I':- '||I'.\':'_|'l|l_‘\ E"'I]Ul'liz'"

I, ro7; boundary between Indians
and, II, 62; Cherokee make grant
ims in

to traders in, II, 20s5;

e
1gsed,

West, I, 109 constitution ¢

of settling, I, 284;
1

empire maintained expense of, II,
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1457 governors and traders object
to system of licenses, 1, 293; gov-
ernor attended congress of Augusta,
IT, 62; land grants in, I, 284; land
speculation in, I, footnote 169; two
regiments in, 11, footnoete 32 ; Wright
governor of, Il, 131; writers famil-
iar with, I, 167

Georgiana: name of proposed colony
west of Vandalia, II, 175

Germans: immigration of, I, 8s, II,
66, 113

Germany: Shelburne’s military ser-
vice in, I, 143; source for western
colonists, I, g9

Gibson, John: named in Indian deed
of cession, I, footnote 142

Gist, Christopher: surveys for the
Ohio Company, I, 838

Glasgow : fur trade to, I, 300

Glyn, Serg. —: prepares papers for
Shelburne, 1, feotnote 250

Goldsmith, Oliver: friend of Shel-
burne, T, 144

Gooch, Sir William: lieutenant-gov-
ernor of Virginia, I, 87; ordered to
make grant to Ohio Company, I, 87

Gordon, Capt. —: report on West, I,
301, 302, 307, footnote 539

Gordon, Lord Adam: land owner, I,
footnote 169; land speculator, I,
footnete 381

Gordon, John: bought Spanish title to

land in East Florida, II, footmofe

396

O

Gordon riots: 11, 232

Gorham, Joseph: deputy Indian agent
for Nova Scotia, I, footnote 510

Gower, Lord: I, 338, 1I, 134, 147,
footnote 391; desired to be chief
minister, 11, 41; favored new col-
ony, II, 136; favorite in ministry,
I, footnote 278 ; in Grafton ministry,

II, footnote 123 in North ministry,

II, feotnote 4z; influence, II, 18;

member of committee to consider

Board of Trade recommendations,

;(;

I1, 156; member of Grand Ohio
Company, II, 127, feotnote 151 op-
posed North, II, 41, 126-127. Polit-
ical affiliations~Tory by descent
with Whig afhliations, I1, footnate
2; member of Bedfordites, I, foot-
mote 26, 11, 126, 127, footmofe 42;
political policy of, 1I, 12; proposed
as president of council, II, 14:
ready for evidence against report
of Board of Trade, II, 133; Rigby's
attitude toward, 11, 136-137

rafton, Duke of: I, 344, footnote
432, footnote 452, 11, 24, 99; ad-
herent of Pittites, 1, 34, II, g7: at-
tempted to persuade Hillsborough
to appoint Franklin, 11, 19; attempts
to see Pitt, I, 274; Bedfordites more

i

influence than, II, 35; Bradshaw
follower of, II, 98; brings Town-
shend into ministry, I, foafnofe 491
concedes right to create third secre-
taryship, Il, 14; considered memo-
rial of Grand Ohio Company, TII,
104, faotnete 463 ; continued leader-
ship of administration, II, 11; de-
manded dismissal of Shelburne, II,
35; failure to gain assistance of
Old Whigs, I, 341; given leader-
ship in absence of Pitt, I,
Chatham mimstry, I, 269,

Grafton ministry, II, feafn
interpretation of entrance of Bed-
fordites into Grafton ministry, II,
19 interviews Chatham, I, 337; ir-
regular habits, I, 18 leader of ad-
ministration Pittites, I, 97; need of
keeping cabinet united, II, 21 ; offers
Shelburne new colonial office, I,
15, 19; omits Hillshorough's name,
1T, footmote 12; political connec-
tions, I, footnote 479; proposed

to admit Bedfordites, II, 13: re-

ports influence of, 1I, [foofnofe

127 representative of Pitt, I, 328;

i

resignation, I, zs51-252, II, 37; suc-

ceeds Pitt as head of ministry, I,
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275; to interview Bedfordites, I,
338, Aftitude  towward — attempted
o 3

I

alliance between Old VWhigs, Bed-

fordites,

id Grenvillites, 11, 11;
Bedfordites, II, 20; Board of
Trade's report, II, 30, fostnofe 31;
Canadian measure, II, footnote
414; Chatham ministry, 11, 36; co-
lonial policy, I, 342; Hillsborough,
IT, 20; repeal of Stamp Act, I, 237;

af—

Shelburne, I, 335. Opi
Bedfordites’, II, 18: Grenvillites',
II, 19; Junius’, 1I, 21; Temple’s,

II, footnofe zo
G

afton ministry: advent, I, g345;
Bedfordites’ policy of more influ-
ence, II, 32: causes for bringing
Bedfordites into, 11, 19-20; changes

in- x768, II, 37; Chatham re ed

from, II, 35-36; composition of cab-

, 17; considered Shelburne's

inet,
plan, I, 350, II, 26; created office of

colonial secretary, 11, 16; dissension

e, 11, 18; general attitude
: Graf-
ton resigns, 1, 37; North chancel-

and colonial policy, 11, 33-37
lor of exchequer, II, 38, footnote
z; policy, I, 357; policy toward
Catholicism, ; prepare to in-

American paoli

II, 1x; Shelburne resigned from, II,
35-36; strength in Parliament, II,
1-2 of 1768 he-

tween the Grafton ministry and
Board of Trade, II, 31-32; discus-

sions of policies, 1T, 31-32; effect on

trade, II, 73; e upon Indians,
IT, 63; failure, II, 6o, 194, 239,
250; iii]l:&‘lll'll'fl!l:"“.h.‘- opinion, 11, 43-
v 11, 44-46, s0-Go;
ministry pleased with, II, gr; re-

44; inaugurater

sumé of results, II, 61, 72-73. Wesi-
=11

borough's, II, so; consider, I, 354~

erin pal sty accept Hills-

subsequent to 1768, 11, 34
i

anby, Lord: in Chatham

I, 269; in Grafton ministry, II

srand Ohio Compa

fooinete 12: Pittite member in
North ministry, 11, foofnote 42

rand Board of Trade: Hillsborough
tried to assemble, II, roy-108, 130

'+ Croghan rep-

resentative of, I1, 113 Dartmouth’s
relation to, II, r4o-141; enterprise
typical, 1I, 165; formed by Samuel
Wharton, II, =zoe; Hutchinson's
upirliun of final check of :~q:||g:[:|:|:-, I1
r6r; influence, 11, 139; John

opinions concerning, II, T43-142:

4

king favors scheme, 11, 129: officia
name of Walpole Company, II, gg,
I04 II9-1I20; IIJJ‘IIli.[JlIF of outcome

of enterprise, II, 117, 118, 140-141,

156, [ootnoter 204, 206; Thurlow,

I

=16g.. Ac-

ude to-

ward Virginia's se )
Cherokee, 11, 117; attitude toward
Walker and Ley

passage of

1L xag ;o durd
Bill, ‘11, - 247-
ition, II, 1or-rez; in

248; first pet
Chio Valley
west, II, 166; Lords of Treasury

vd other petitioners

offer to sell lands to, 11, 102: made

concessions to Virginia, II, 116-117,

184; offered to buy land and estab-

lish government, II, 102-104, 145:

Oulce

etition, 1I, r50; peti-

g

tioned contine congress, 11 3
plans, I, 349-350; plans to overcome

Wed-
printed Nelsor

opposition of Thurlow anc

derburn, II, 163;

letter, 11, foofnote 100 Propose

new colony, 11, 88 ; protested against
efforts of Virginians in west, I,

7-188 ; received word of Vir-

ginia's claims, LI, ro6; replied to
Nelson's letter, 11, 117 second peti-

tion, I, ro3-104. Board of Trade -

adjourn before taking action on pe-

tition, II, ro7-108; d malk

Vel

report on petition, II, r43-147; ret

ommendations, 11, r47; reported on

|J(‘|i|i1\-r|1 1T, 120-133, work on con-
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stitution for Vandalia, 11, 142. De-
,",”-_r ;'n ‘:{r'gmh—;:_r; _,f'.-'!e-.rfﬁ;:--i;;:us(:_\;
for, II, 144-147; colonial troubles
occasion, II, 165-248: Gascoyne's
opposition, 1I, 147; intent of fac-
Haills-
borough — advice, 11, 1o0z; informed
Virginia of petition, II, 108; op-
position, II, 123-125, foofwate 230;

tions in far east, 1, 144.

promised charter, II, roz; reasons
for suggesting new colony, 1I, 123.
Members u,f'--lf, flUfJf.’.'f:fr' I5I; Am-
ericans, II, roxr; Croghan, I, 103;
court faction, II, 1co-101; Feather-
stonhaugh, 11, 141 ; financial circles,
I1, II,
Gower, II, 127; Ohio Company, II,

1or; Grenvillites, 9G-100;
106, r16-117; Pittites, I, 9g9; Roch-
;= x28%

Prizy Council -

ford, II, 127; Strahan,

traders, II, 1o3.
acknowledged claim, II, 136; Board
of Trade's report refuted before,
11, 134-136: considered recommen-
dations of Board of Trade, 11, 136.

Van

ilia — discussed by Henry and

Wharton, II, 193-194; location of

colony, II, 88, 89, 104, foot
Firginia-
11,

attitude toward Vandalia, 1I,

naming of, 1I, r19-120,

attitude toward land grants,

2155

180-181, 183, 206; claims of com-

pany affected by, II, 114; claims

upheld, TII, 11s5-116; Dunmore's
opinion of Vandalia, II, 181, 182;
received news of claims of com-

pany, 1I, 115; speculated in lands
west of Vandalia, I, 180-194; Van-
I ed-
derburn — opposed petition, IT, 157-
165. See Board of Trade; Hills-

boraugh; Thurleav; Firginta; IV ed-

dalia hemmed 1in, 1I,

I93.

derburn

rant, Gov. —: I, 310; opinion of
plan of Board of Trade, 1, 310,
footnote s43

Alexander: land owner, I,

joofnole |r'|r_;|

| Grant,

Archibald: land owner, 1,

foatnote 169

Grant, Duncan: land owner, I, foot-

note 169

| Granville, Earl: II, 150

Gratz,

Great Britain: I, 2z4,

Franks
and Company, 11, festnete 370

Bernard: member of

Gratz, Michael: Member of Franks

and Company, 11, foofnete 370
304,
If'rruf.i.”r.fr' 5_}3. ll‘ 4H‘ ]_1}(‘
239; attempt to make French-Cana-
dians

-~ -
258, 307,
[JI!

156,
loyal to, II, 227; captures
Havana, I, 67; conquest
to, !,

clares war on Spain, I, 67

of, 11, g95;

danger of French 115; de-
; dispute
with Spain over Falkland Islands,
IT, 50; division of opinion on Can-

ada, 1I, 228;

excitement over over-
throw of Hillsborough on Ameri-

can issue, I, 139; fear of depopu-

lation, 1I, 133, 164, 173, footnote
289; Franklin representative of

Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan, I,
321; future of empire in America,
dependent on colonial secretary, 11,
16; hears of Indian discontent, I,
influence of frontier on men
II,
proclamation of 1763, II, 112; men

I,

easiern

170

from, 179; interpretation of

supported

l.
o1,

in, Lyman's plan,

interested in

7

i

lands, II, 2

;omen
merchants connected
1
170; opinions concern-

opposed

L
with America, I, 107; ministerial

situation, I,

ing Indian cession, II, 75;

'
to religious toleration, 11, 215; pa-

trons of Virginia’s and Grand Ohio
Company’s schemes, II, 105; peti-

tion sent protesting against annexa-

tion to Vandalia, I1, 182; position
in empire, 1, so; Protestantism in,
11, z46; t

I, 340, II, footnote 20;

v over America,
takes Mar-

ordinances

sovereig

tinique, I, 67; to pass
relating to Canada, 11, 2zz2; Wash-

ington sent agent for settlers, II,




350 THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY [vol.
| | 187; western colonization advan- ginia’s claims of land on, IT, 72, 77,
18 | tageous to, I, 310; Wharton's influ- 81} Washington’s claims to land on,
Ll | ence in, 1I, 66, 96; Wharton's pur- IT, rx2, 187; Washington made trip
| pose in geing to, II, 200. Calo- to, I1, 114
] ’ ries — advantage of eastern, II, 49; | Great Lakes: I, 298, 351, II, 25, fool-
i ik 4 colonial enterprises discouraging, I, ' note 380; detivity of traders on, I,
'. | :. 285; communications with, II, 29; | 300; attractions of, I, 8o: boundary
:' | cost of maintaining, [, 284; danger Il line extended from, II, 71; Detroit
\ ) of too many, 1, s5; duty towards, I, commands, I, 244; forts on, II, 2§,
1 i 51; excitement over refusal of tea, s0; French scattered among, II,
\ , 235-236; expenses of new, II, t95; fur trade in region of, I, 215;
145; failure of poliey, I, ro3: new H ax favors settlement on, T
method of granting land, 11, feor- 123; included in proposed western
! I nole 396; relations, II, 11, 32, 164~ province of Canada, I, 167;: one
\ 165: result of clash with, II, 210- regiment on, II, footnote 32; Shel-
i 211; sends troops to, I, 118. fn— burne proposes colonies on, I, 921
Carleton, II, z29; Croghan, I, 316; southern boundary of Canada, I,
| | | Frapkhn, 1I, 19; Lyman; I, 315; | Green Bay: activity of traders on, I,
I Morgann, Il, 229; Roman Catho- 300; British trading center, 11, 195
lics, I, 255; Trent, II, 94; Whar- | Green Brier River: II, footnote 168;
| ton, II, 94, 96. Trade -r_'r-n:rnl.-t,l part of Vandalia's boundary, II,
| best fur, I, 215; encroachment of | 151; Virginia land grants on, I, 83
French, I, 299; expansion of, I, | Greghurst, John: land owner, I, fool-
joo; firms engaged in, II, 24; note 16y
Gage's opinion of advantage, 1I, | Grenada: in peace negotiations, I, 71
43; loses Illinois, II, 47; of Missis- | Grenville, George: I, 238, II, 33: am-
sippi, II, foafnote s4; wvalue, II, bition, I, 194: attacked Old Whigs
243. I est— appoints commissioners I, 330; colonial policy, I, 330; de-
to discuss, I, 46; claims, I, 46; im- feats Shelburne's proposal for lib-
perial domain in, I, 110; impor- eral colonial governments, I, 1
tance of navigation in, I, 306; oc- 177; economy, I, 215, 330; effect of
cupation of Illinois country, I, 299; death on faction, II, 39; ignorant
opinion of factions toward, II, 34- of America, I, 138, 227; Jackson
37; opposes France, I, 46: owner- secretary to, I, 310; land speculator,
ship, II, 135; settlement on Missis- | I, foofmefe 381: Mansfield wrote,
sippi of advantage, II, 170; sug- | II, 233; member of triumvirate
gests Wabash as western bou | ministry, I, 137, footnefe 278 ; mem-
I, 46 ber of Grand Ohio Company, I,
Gr Kanawha River: I, foofnole footnote 320, 11, gg9: Pownall ad-
308 ; II, 63, 75, 81, 121, 208, foor- mirer of, I, g9, footnote 158; p
rotes 135, 168; government of land ferred Louisi: to Guadaloupe, I,
east of, II, 77: no settlements west 70; proposed cession of Florida and
of, II, 76; one boundary of Ly- Louisiana, I, 72; proposed leader
man’s proposed colony, I, 92; part of House of Commons, 1, 340; pro-
of Vand 's boundary, II, 150; visional support, I, 340; violence of,
question of colonization west of, 11, I1, z0; “Young Patriot,” I, 24.
72; settlement along, II, 113; Vir- titude toward — Bolingbroke's |
1
!
1
‘ |
|
&
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osophy, I, 24; colonial industries,
I, s1; compromise of 1768, 11, 32;
Halifax, I, 158; support of army,
I, 328; western expansion, I, 179,
212, foatnote 424, 11, 9. Relations
fo — Bedfordites, I, 158; Bute, I, 69;
>
197, 198, 11, 20; Old Whigs, II, 41-

gremont, I, 125; Hillsborough, I,

42 Pitt; I, 32, 232, I1, 97; Pittites,
I1, 41-32; Shelburne, I, 140, 158;
Stamp Act, I, 227
srenville-Bedford ministry: I, 248;
232

~

Canadian policy, 223, 224, 226,

characterization, Il, zo9; colonial
policy, 1, 239, 357, I, 249; consider
colony in [llinois, 1, 214 ; drive Bute
and Fox from court, I, 192; favored
expansion in India, I, 272; Hills-
borough member, 11, 121; king's at-
lack of

power, I, 193; political philesophy

titude toward, I, 1094, 2

of, 1, 340; reversion to plan of, for
policy toward Indian trade, I, 6o,
242; shrinks from issue of western
Attitude tozward —
Canada, I, 255-256; French-Cana-
dians, II, =zr7; Roman Catholic

E""li‘_.\'- 1, 21T,

Church in Canada, 11, 223, 224, 232.
Plan for West of —attempted

perialization in, II, 32, 72; decided

1m-

to follow Shelburne’s advice re
proclamation, I, 199; development
favored, I, zx2; discarded, [, za1,
II, 72; expensive but consistent, 1I,
73; favored western colonization, I,
212, 314, 3538 : Hillsborough helped
draw up, 11, 121; Hillsborough in-
structs superintendents to put, in op-
eration, 1, foatnote so7; influence
on French, 11, 195 sent to Carleton,
II, 243; southern boundary due to
instructions to carry out, I, 6z}
superintendents’ power under, II,
52; terms of, I, 211-228, 246, 251
Grenvillites: names of members in
North ministry, II, foofnote 42;

not eligible for colonial secretary-

ship, I1, 16; offshoot of Whig party,
I, 31; Old Whigs refuse to unite
with, I, 34; Old Whigs seek union
with, I, 219; political policy under
Suffolk’s leadership, 11, 39: Suffolk
leader of, II, 161; Wedderburn
member of, II, 158; Wharton in
touch with, I, g7. Aetivities of -
adhere to Bolingbroke’s philosophy,
I, 42, 339; affected by Grenville's
death, 11, 39; affected colonial pol-
icy in 1774, II, 236, 237; agreement
with George I11, I, 42 ; Bedfordites
withdraw from, TI, 13: defection
from William Pitt, I, 33; desert
Old Whigs and Pittites, II, q1-42:
described, I, 33; feud with Pittites,
I, 42; influence, II, 230; in Grand
Ohio Company, II, g9-100; in min-
istry, 1I, 126; in triumvirate min-
istry, I, 163; join North’s ministry,
IT, 28; union with other factions, I,
327, 336, 338-340, I, 11, 41-23, 97
urge exchange of Guadaloupe for
Louisiana, I, 70. Attitude tozward -
Bedfordites, 11, 17, 19; Canada, I,
55; Chatham ministry, I, 273; col-
onies, I, 250-241; Grafton’s policy,
IT, 19: North, II, 144; repeal of
Stamp Aect, I, 238, footnote 42s.
Principles —colonial, I, 176; hostile
to colonies, 11, 13; political philoso-
phy, I, 164, 11, 42; support Town-
shend’s colonial policy, I, 339
Greyv, —: solicitor-general, 1, 261
Guadaloupe: in peace negotiations, I,
70, 72 see Canada-Guadaloupe di-
lemma
Gulf of Mexico: 1
sell lands on, II, 168; in peace ne-

288 ; attempt to

AIERS g ;
gotiations, I, 7z: Shelburne pro-

poses line of colonies from Great

I, 321; value of trade, I,

163

HALDIMAND, GEN. FREDERICK: investi-
gates trade at New Orleans, 1, foot-
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note 534 letter to Gage, II, 162; | Hanna, William: account of Wi
|

ordered to prevent speculation, II,

239 proposes military colonization
of lower Mississippi, I, 306; re-

ports French purchasing land from
Indians, I1, 2035

Halifax, Lord: 1, 276, 287, j05: esti-
mate of his accomplishment, I, 124;
associate of Hillsborough, I, 197;
authority in Board of Trade, I,
159; hecomes secretary for Southern
Department, I, 168; biographical
sketch, I, 114; brings Hillsborough

into ministry, I, 198; Croghan re-

ceives letter to, I, 220 demanded to
be made third secretary in 1751

and 17¢6, 11, 14; desired new tri-

nvi

ate, I, r94; familiarity -

American conditions, I, 138, 323;
favored independent Indian De-
partment, I, 221; indecisive action,
I, 1252 influence on Pownall, I,
156; learns of Indian hostility, I,

116; member of court faction, I, 36;

member of tr irate ministry, I,

I37; not eligible for office of eolo-

secretagy, II, 16; powers of, |

]
252; puts clause in Mutiny Act for

West, 1, 206 rec s full informa-

tion, I, 119; receives Pownall’s pro-

posal for barrier colonies, 1, g1;

190, 201; resigns, I, 124, 154 Se-

cures extension of powers of

of Trade, 1, 153; seeks support of

Bedfordites, I, 138.
Bristol's, 1, footnote 280; 1

le's. 1,

158; Jackson's, I, 199; Knox's, I,

138 Fox's, I, 138: Grenvi

150; Shelburne’s, I, 1s8. FFestern

— approved of expansion, I,

212 considers colonv 1n
Illinois, T, 214; favored old Ohio
Company, I, 115

Hammond, Capt. Andrew: expla

tion of mistakes in boundary li

ne,

11, feotnate 1335

ton’s influence, II, 135-136, footnate

of effect of

IIII'."E'II 1[. 139

Hanoverian dynasty: I, 271; influence
on Whig tradition, I, 20

Hard Labour: 11, 65, footnofe 139

aty of, 1I,

63; Virginia settlements west of

Cherckee fix line at t

line established at, II, 78
I[:!l'LF\'\'I-I‘I-i,L‘I Earl of: Lord ('|1T|[]E'{‘|TI-|,

attitude toward repeal of Stamp

Act, I, 238, footnate 424 attitude

toward West, 1, 238, foatnote 424:

eader of

Old Whigs, I, 30;

of Trade, I, 155; op

Ml oOono au-

thorship of proclamation, I, foot-

note 360; view of triumvirate m

1 , I, foatnote 258

Hardwicke faction: Jenyns associated
with, T, 155

Harrodsburg: abandoned during D

War, II, 191; founded

tary Adventy

Brit
than Florida, I,
t Britain, I,

Havana: I, footnote ish con-

% ==
i
b

sider more valuabl
by «

67 ; importance of capture, I, 72

Ba: capturec a

ir Edward: absent wil

Hawke,

vote

en on repeal of Townsh

Act, II, 37; member of cabh

Grafton ministry, II, feainote 12

Indian commis-

ut.  Je

sary at Det:

. I footnote sgir;
receives complaints of Indian reg-

ulations, I, 298: sent by Dartmouth

to report on Illinois, 11, 199

ard, Sar

e 11|
uel: color

| project, I,
oz ; company, I, 315; scheme adopt-
ed by “Military

032

Adventurers;,” 11,

Heath, Sir Robert: receives land
grant from Charles I, I, 96

Hemp: empire encourages cultivati
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[, s1; raised in Mississippi valley,
II; 174
Henderson, Richard: Boone, agent of,
in speculation in West, 11, 206 de-
sired territory west of Kentucky
River, 1T, 88: member of Transyl-
vania Company, II, 206 no knowl-
edge of opinion of Camden and
York, 1I, 385; of
western speculator, I, 86

foatnote tvpe

Hennepin, Father: no longer authority
on West, II, 169; writings on West,
I, 77, 82

Henry IV: 11, 232

Henry, Patrick: gives cause for Dun-
more's War, 11, 193, 203; impor-
tant member of land company, II,
111; interested in western land, IT,
footnote 314; land speculator, II,
110; member of Virginia company,
[1, 2z07; opinion of aspirations of
Dunmore, 11, faotnote 319; opinion
of ownership of land, II, zor: Vir-
ginia delegate to congress at Phila-
delphia, II, 193

Hertford, Lord: brother of Conway,

[I, 100; influence over king, 1I,

100, 128: interest in Wharton’s

scheme, II, 128: member of Grand
Ohio. Company, II, 1co, feotnote
151

Hey, William: I, footnote 469; chief
justice of Canada, I, 259, II, 227;
consulted on Canada, II, 234: dis-
cussed law in Quebec Bill, I1, fooi-
note 436; revised Morgann's re-
port, II, 229

Hillsborough, Lord: I, 287, II, 86, 89,

35, 140, 148, 149, 162, fooinote 420;

appointed of

Virginia, IT, 181: brought into min-

Dunmore governor
istry by Halifax, I, 198 considered
by Weymouth not a secretary of
state, I, foofmote 48; difficulty of

discovering opinion, I, 212 favors

report of Board of Trade, II, 30;

feared depopulation of Great Britain

and Ireland, 11, 121, 187: Frank-
lin’s opinion on reactionary policy

of, 11, footnate 28 :

200y

Gage and John-
son advice on sale of land, II, 122:
Grafton attempted to persuad
Franklin under-secretary,
[1, x9; helped draw up plan of
Grenville-Bedford ministry, 1T, 121

acde, to

appoint

in Grafion ministry, II, footnote
12; in North ministry, II, foetnote
42; influence on colonial affairs, L
42 ; instructs Johnson on grant from
Iroquois, II, 74-75; made an Eng-
lish earl, II, 138; nonconfidence of
Pitt, I, 197; not favor general meet-
ing of colonies to regulate trade,
IT, 58; overthrow caused on Amer-
ican issue, II, r39: postmaster, II,
footnote 11; Pownall and Knox ad-
here to policies, TI, 146 realized
commercial and military value of
Mississippi land, II, 46: received
reports on Canada, II, 229: sketch
I, 196; succeeds Shelburne, I, 358;
to help shape policies of ministry,
I oy
fairs, T,

unfamiliar with celonial af-

198 : for
Dartmouth, I, footnote 455: writes
IT, 2a2.
suith — Barrington, 1, 197; Doding-

Urges poswers

to Botetourt, Associated

ton, I, 197; Fox, [, 197; Grenville,
f .r.’.".".'f..’:‘

toward — America, II, 20; boundary

I, 197; Halifax, T, 197,

line, IT, 121, 183; Canada, TI, 225;
Grenville, I, 198; Johnson's accept-
ance of I 743
North, II, 128; Stamp Aect, II, 20.
Board of Trade

meetings, II, footnote 24; succeeded

Iroquois’ grant,
ordered to attend

by Clare, I, 352; succeeds Dart-

mouth, I, 196, 27 i Il by 21y

198. (ol

121} es seat on, I,

H

secretary =11, 21, footnote 12 1 chosen
to fill office, II,

office, 11, zx1o0; effect of overthrow,

driven from

163

[T, 139; replaced by Dartmouth, IT,

230: resignation, IT, a2,

I37-1I39,
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161, footnetes 199, 246. French-—
attitude toward villages, II, 196;
cause of blunder in proclamation
affecting, I, 206-210; ignorance of
conditions, II, footnofe 3s54; no
plans for government inaugurated
-_mdcr, LI 198, Grand Olito Com-
pany —advice to, 1I, 1oz2; attitude
toward, 11, roy-108, 136-138, 200;
Dunmore gave advice on attitude
toward, 1I, 18x; his own explana-
tion of attitude toward, II, 123-
124; influence of Wharton in over-
throwing, 1I, 127-129, 141, 148; in-
forms, of receipt of Virginia’s me-
morial, II, ro6; not able to force
meeting of Grand Board of Trade,
11, 130; opposition of speculators to,
IT, r2%: uppn:-ilinn to, 11, rz23-12s,
160, frm!mrf‘* 230, '|‘|rmui¢.q_=|| p;ru'ul
charter, II, 102; reasons for sug-
est
petition to Treasury, II, 102, foot-

1z new colony, II, 123; refers

role 166; to investigate quitrents
for, II, 104. [Indians— attitude to-
ward affairs, II, 121; effect of re-
peal of Stamp Act on plan, I, 241;
favors independent department, I,
221; fears war with, if colonies
made in West, II, 23; gathers crit-
icism on organization of affairs, I,
308 ; instructs superintendents, I,

footnote so7; opinion on empire's

relation to, II, 43-44; opinion on
expense of land bought from, II,
122; opinion on maintenance of
peace with, II, 43-44; plan for
management, I, 248 : Shelburne con-
siders plan for, I, 278; Shelburne's
objections to plan for, I, 334, 345.
Opinion of — America’s, 11, 125, 129;
_’.t'i|fr.-:'||i[('.\-'l ]], 16, .rl-fJ'J:'?.'r-I'g' 11,
Franklin’s, II, =29, x25;
William Franl

footnotes 215, 248; Gascoyne’s,

lin's, II

I
129, 1a6; George III's, I, 196, 1
125 ; Grafton’s, 11, 202 Grenville's,

Lee's, II, rz3: ministry's
s 3 1
North's; I, 137-138; other

11, 124, footnote 213.  Political af-
filiations — member of court faction,
I, 36, 197, 11, 121, footnate 42
member of Cumberland faction, I,
197; member of Leicester House
faction, I, 197; not member of Bed-

s, I, 198. Proclamation of

fordit
r77 - finds Shelburne’s draft, I,
200; ignorant of, I, 203-204; opin-

ion of proclamation, I, zo9-2 re-

sponsible for blunder affecting
French, I, zof-zro. Trade- com-
municates with Carleton on, II, 58;
favored parliamentary act to regu-
late, II, 59; Gage's opinion of col-
onies' control, II, s4; opinion of
control by colonies, 1I, 58-59, fool-
nofe 66; opinion of guarding, 1I,
43-44; opinion of, on regulation of,
II, 24%, = FPirginia — affirms new
boundary back of, II, 8z; attitude
toward boundary, II, 122; letter on
p|;[;|;|:; of Grand Ohio l'c‘.-lhp:lh_‘.'_ re-

ceived, II, 1rs5; not indorse com-

mission, II, s59; orders, to run
boundary, II, 63; permits new
grant, I, 80; reasons for commun-
ications on proposed colony, I, 10§8;

el B =L

lains of

Stuart comj to
W est — advise

102; advocates defense by colonies,

s new colony inm, 1I,

I1, 43-44; attitude toward expansion

in, I, 212, 11, 43-48, 51, 82, 93, 120-

AS,

« colonial
: colonia

I27, 130-133, 136-13

cy toward, II, 46-48; communicates
with Gage on policy of compromise
of 1768, II, 43-44, 47; Franpklin
thinks Barrington’s plan favored,
I1, 26; instructs Gage to report on,
|| - I ministers ;1c1t1|_|l his plan for
i
discover, II, 25; opinion fixed by

basis, II, z co; opinion hard to
¥ ¥ 2 1

Shel-

Gage's letter, 11, s0; opposec
burne's plan, 11, 22, 25. W est Flor-
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ida— attitude toward emigration to, | Hudson's Bay Company: method of

II, 168; attitude toward system of
granting land in, II, 169 ; informed
of settlers, 11, 167

Historical Aeccount of Bouquet's Expe-
dition: contains paper on Indian
warfare, I, footnote 164

History of First Ten Years of Ret
af Gearge HI: quoted, I, 157, 287

History of Louisiana: by Du Pratz, 1,
(o]

Holland, Lady Elizabeth: opinion of
Shelburne, 1, footnote 261

Holston River: 11, 81

nofe 135; boundary, II, 84, 122, 150

88, 206, foo!-

included in Lochaber treaty, 11, 83
included in new purchase from
Cherokee, 11, 79 settlers desert dis-
trict during Dunmore's War, 11,
191; speculation west of, 11, 78, 8o
House of Burgesses: Indians cede
land desired by, II, 83; object of
soldiers’ petition to West, II, 81:
petition for Cherokee land, II, 81-
82; propose to include cession of
Iroquois within Virginia's territory,
II, ro6; soldiers petition for land,
I1, 80; speculation among members
of, II, 100
House of Commons: I, 1331 ; Bedford-
ites -controlled many votes in, II,
21; Conway and Grenville proposed
leaders, I, 340; debate, I, 328; in-
formed of consideration of taxa-
tion, I, 336; Old Whigs withdrew,

question of troops in Amer-

1ca, I

L,
.

, 130; vote on treaty of peace,
House of Lords: I, 237; Bedfordites
controlled many votes, 1T, 21 ; Mans-
field speaks in, II, 231-232; power

i

of Chatham ministry I, Que-

bec Bill, 11, 246 ; Richmond's reso-
lutions, 11, 218 ; Shelburne expresses

views on colonial government to,

773 vote on treaty of peace, I, 74
Hudson’s Bay: II, 244

trading, I, 296; influence on col-
onization, I, 107; land not touched
by proposed province of Canada, I,
75; suspected of influencing min-
istry, I, footnote 323; vested inter-
est, I, 111

Hughes, John: consulted by Bavnton,
Wharton, and Morgan, I, 320

Hume, Dawid; II, 117; friend of
Shelburne, I, 144, 152; pave Stra-
han letter of introduction to Hert-
ford, II, 128; member of Scotch
faction, I, 38; submits work to Os-
wald, I, faotnote 37

Huntingdon, Selina, Countess of:
opinion of Dartmouth, I, 235

!'i'u:::izinﬁ, Thomas: draws up paper
on Indian warfare, I, 99, footnote

164; helps write pamphlet on mili-

v settler

tar ents, I, 305

Hutchinson, Thomas: explanation of
opposition of Thurlow and Wed=
derburn, 1II, 161; governor of
Massachusetts, II, 1671

[nerviLLE RiveR: advantages of canal
through, I, 306, II, 167, 171; Fort
Bute established on, I, 285; Gage’s

opinion of channel, II, 49; proposed

interior fort on, I, 132, footnote

598 ; proposed town near, II, 171

| Idea of a Patriot King: Bolingbroke

expounds theory in, I, 23-24
[llinois: I, 250, 11, 167; Croghan in, I,
319: Dartmouth’s attitude toward,
11, 199; Franks and Company trade
in, II, 2zo1; French from, in Ken-
tucky, II, 172; Fiench land in, I,
319, 320; fur trade from, centers in
New Orleans, 11, 47; Gage's apin-

ion on garrisoning and gove

I1, 44-45; Gage's proposal for vil-
lages of, I, 196; Hay to report on,
I1, 199; heavy Indian expenses in,
I, 292: included within Canada, 11,

235: Indians sell land to French,




Illinois Land

Illinois

356

II, 205; in western district of In-
dian department, I, foatnote s10;
mines in, I, footnete 127; Murray

II,

202 ; part of Canada, I, 66; Penn-

held conferences with tribes,

sylvania ordered to control, 11, 55
provision under Quebec Bill, 11,
237, 239-245; purchase of Indian

land, I1, 206, 239 ; question of value,
II, foofnefe s57; reports of French
monopoly of fur trade, I, 290; Rog-
ers fears depopulation by French, I,
in, I, 82;
trade in, I, 300-303; Wilkins com-

footnate 128; settlements
manding in, II, fooimote 54. Ex-
pansion into — Franklin favored, I,
322; invites, I, 81; Johnson inter-
ested in, II, 23; prohibited, II, fosi-
note 366; proposed colonies, T, 214,
jos, 312, 316, 319, 323, 347, 35I-

352, 1T, 67. _”.'Il'!'frn'_‘,' control — at-

tempts at British control in, I1, 198-

199 ; mai

itain fort in, II, 44,

m sub-district, I,
pation by British, 1, 287, 299; one
regiment at Fort Pitt and in, II,

footfnate 32

rary 132, Occu-

; troops withdrawn

from, II, 51, 197

inpis Company: attitude toward, in
Great Britain, I, 321; Franklin rep-
resentative of, I, 321, 348 ; negotia-
tions, I, 320-325; purpose of forma-
tion of, I, 320; Shelburne’s attitude
toward, I, 321-323

Company: applied to
Virginia for support, II, zo3; dis-
cussion of, I, 348-349; Dunmore in-
dorses to Dartmouth, II, 204; ef-

forts to obtain confirmation of land
purchased by Murray, II, 202-2073:;
formation by Franks and Company,
[T, 201; price paid for land by, II,
footnote 375

River: I, g0z: boundary of
Iroquois’ claims, T, 46 ; British trad-
i“.l-" f"l.']fl\\'l i]. I|}i: j’flr[ pr[}l]l}:\'ﬂll

on, I, 307, footnole <98 : fur trade,
v 43307, | 508 3
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I, 299; Lee proposed colony on,
99; Murray purchased tract on, IJ

.
203 '
Imperialism: as set forth in proclama-
tion of 1763, 11, 242 ; belief of party
of, I, 1 ;
g L1,

ica, IT, 250-2515 for Indian affairs,

13; desire to promote inter-

es 230; final results in Amer-
[, 289; interest in far East, I, 144;
of Grenville-Bedford ministry, I,
ar1-212, 11, 249; of Pittites, I, 314:
overthrown by influence of West,
II, 180; p

an of 1754, 1, 117; por-

trayed government outlined for
dalia, II, 154; Quebec Bill re-
sult of, 11, 235; relation with West,
I; 358, 11,52, 235 2 247+ re-
newed wvigor in, II, z09-212:

fur
toward colonies, [,

porters and opponents of, over

trade, I, 217;

A

237
I'mpartial History of the late
W ar: quoted, I, 53

glori

Importance of Canada considered:

Lee, I, footnot

Independence: danger of fostering, I

171, 11, 32
India: see East India
Indian trade: Ca

adian, II, 49; con-
dition, 11, 56, 59-60; confusion in, II,
55-60; discussion in Carleton’s in-
2l 8
sponds with Johnson en, IT, ¢8; effect

structis

3; Dunmore corr

of Pontiac’s conspiracy, I,

2565 ¢ effect

of repea

discusses, 11, 45, 49-50; importance,
I, 215, 217, 11, footnote 371; impos-
sible to regulate in Canada, I, 29;-
- fraud
I, 300, II, 23, 243, footnote z7;
i Board of ‘1

aised by, I, 113

in, I, 116 interest in,

cated

by

issue r

216;

gon establishes Indian posts, I,

London merchants summoned 1o

Five r;[||'r|Erm on, I, 332 maotive in

peace negotiations, I, to be

70; not

engaged in mines’ dist

copper
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I, 51; of Baynton, Wharton, and
Morgan, I, 320; of Mississippi re-
lated to dispute between Spain and
England, 11, so; one reason for col-
onizing America, 11, 28 ; question of

preservation of, II, 242-243; ques-

tion of taxing, I, 224-

v 2285 TE-

ag .
P K

lated to western expansion, I1

relation to Vandalia, 11, 143; rela-
tion with Great Britain, II, foot-
nete s4; settlement injures, I, 1oy,
[, 29; state of, I, 350; Stuart's at-
tempt to organize, I, 289-293, II,
56; traders’ trickery, I, 185; trans-
portation, I, foofnote 533; value, I,
+

78, 215, 321, foolnote 435, 1I, 244:
Wharton's knowledge, 11, g5, 143
Administration of - attempt to re-
turn to plan of 1764, II, 6o: Bar-
ington’s.  proposals, 1, 2s50; by
French posts, I, 244; by proclama-
tion, I, 2x7; colonial, I, 105, 333,
I1, 27, 31-32, 51-60, 72-73, 210, foot-
nofe 66; early, I, 216; Grenville-
Bedford plan, I, 222-223, 241, 290
291, 11, 243 ; Hillshorough's opinion
that Parliament pass law for, II,
59; Quebec Bill, II, 237, 241-244;
Shelburne opposed to policy of Que-
bec Bill, II, 244; Shelburne’s pro-
posals, I, 169, 200, 298, 334.; Whar-
ton’s influence on regulations, II,
55. Extent of -1, 300, 11, 194-195;
in Canada, I, 295-208, II, z4: in
Llinois, II, 47; in Ohio Valley, T,

107

fa

79, 11, a9 in Old Southwest, I,
in West, I, 287, 302, 311, II, 43, 194-
195, 241; in West Florida, II, 1y1;
on Mississippi, IT, 49: with Amer-
ica, I1, 2xx. French— Carleton and
Johnson favor methods, I, 298 : en-
croach on British, I, 290, 299 meth-
ods compared with British, I, 296;

monopolize, II, s6; preferred by
Indians, I, 296. Opinion on— Bar-

rington’s, I, 249-251; Burke’s, I,

59; Dartmouth’s control of, 11, 59,

241; Gage’s, I, 308, II, 48, 1953,
footnote 54; Hillsborough’s, I, 248-
249, 11, 43-44, 58-359, 241, 244 Jack-
son's, I, 311; Guy Johnson's, 11

i 253
Johnsen's, 11, sg9; Lyman’s, I, 316;
of British public men, II, sz, s4;
Pennsylvania’s, I, 55 Shelburne’s,
I, 169, 216-217, 280, 334, 345-346;
Wilkins', 1I, foornote 54

Indiana: name of traders’ retribution
grant, 11, 69

Indiana Company: Articles of Agree-
ment, II, foofnote 142; Camden’s
and Yorke's opinions secured for,
]I, 75 200-20I, frHJ{urar,' 147 ; com-
posed of traders suffering losses in
Indian war, I, 95; Franklin repre-
sented, I, foofnete 614; Indians
cede grant as retribution to traders,
IT, 66-67, 75, 94; Wharton aban-
doned scheme, I1, 96; Wharton and
Trent sent to England, 11, 94, 200

Indians: II, 73, 81, 8g; angered at
cessation of gifts, I, 185; attitude

toward Vandalia, I, 142-143; atti-

tude toward western expansion, II,

23, 36, 81; boundary line, see boun-

dary line; complaints, I, 356; com-

plicate western problem, I, 2%6:

congress part of colonial policy, I,

72; conquer West, I, 187: Croghan

to pacify, I, 319 disliked British,

I, 106, 118, 170, 322; disturbances,

I, 313; effect of contact on Euro-

peans, I, 312 ; effect of western ex-

pansion, II, 49; failure of Albany
congress, I, r17; failure of United

States, I, r73; friction with Ameri-

cans, II, 193; inevitable clash with

Whites, I, 103; Johnson's influence

over, 11, 70; justice towards, I, 113;

land, see land; Lyman to negotiate

with, I, 316; missions in hands of

Society for the Propagation of the

Gospel in Foreign Parts, I, 256;

motives for Dunmore's expedition

against, II, 192-194; necessity of re-
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specting rights, I, 174; number at
Fort Stanwix, II, 68; pacification
of, I, rjo; Pennsylvania commis-
ts to, II, 66;
problems - before ministry, 1, 357-

sioner gives prese

358 ; protection, I, 164; realized im-
portance of treaty of Fort Stanwix,
11, 68; relation of forts to, I, 310,
11, 48 ; relations with French, I, go,
186, 243-244; restlessness of, 1I, 56;
settlements injurious to, I, 313;
Shelburne consults Gage on, I, 281-
283: significance in formation of
colonial policy, 1, 287; trade, see
Indian trade; Wharton's knowl-
edge, 11, 142; wide intercourse of
colonies with, II, 57; Wraxall's re-
port on, I, r19. Management of —
affected by compromise of 1768, II,
43-44, 61, 92; announcement of
plans delayed, I, 187; badly organ-
ized management, I, 184: Barring-
ton’s ideas on, I, 249-251; colonial,
I, 105, 116, 347; Grenville-Bedford
plan, I, =221-226; Hillsborough
gathers information on organiza-
tion, I, 303 ; Hillsborough'’s opinion,
I, 221, II, 24; 1ssue on management,
I, 162; merchants criticize, I, 292;
plan to unify, I, 117; policy of
proclamation of 1763, I, zo02-z03;
provisions of Quebec Bill, 1I, 240,
247 review ‘of policies, I, 3358;
treatment, I, 347-348; see Depart-
ment of Indian affairs. Opinions

on — policy in proclamation of 1763,

and Grenville-Bedfordites’, I, 251
Amherst's, I, 185; Barrington's, I,
249-251; Board of Trade's, 1, 353,
11, z6-27; Dartmouth’s, 1T, 140-141;
Egremont’s, I, 161; Gage's, I, 308,

IT. a9, 1627 Galloway’s, II, s4:

Hillshorough's, 11, 43-44, 121; New
York merchants’, I, 294; Pennsyl-

vania merchants’ I,= 294 Shel-

burne's, I, 278, 288, 346-348, 350;

Virginia's, 1, 204. Reservation-1,

251, 336, 358; Board of Trade's
opinion, I1, 26-27; Board of Trade's
proposal, I, 181; boundaries, I, 171,
172 ; erected under policy of Grai-
ton ministry, II, s1, 92; French

villages, II, 195-196; in compro-
mise of 1768, 11, 92 ; jurisdiction in,
I, 223; licenses required, I, 222-
223; maintenance after 1768, 11,
34
I, 180; no preservation of law, I

ministry proposes government,
205; not united with Canada, I,
19g; planned to be under Indian
Department, I, zo06; policy of Bar-
rington toward, I, 251; Quebec Bill
provided for, II, 247; purchase of
land, I, 174; regulations for, I,
200 suggested, I, 170-171; Thur-

low’s attitude toward, II, 162;

Townshend’s policy toward, I, 336;
Wedderburn's attitude toward, II,
162. War—=1, 182; brought on by
British garrison in West, II, 43-44;
Dunmore’s, 11, 19o-192; considera-
tion of measures to prevent, IT, 191;
fear, II, 82, 207; method, I, 99,
250 result of encroachments of
Virginians, II, 189-192; threaten-
ing, I, 355; western colony endan-
gers, II, 18x, See Ponttac’s ¢
spiracy; Cherokee; Chickas

Choctaw,; Creeks,; Delawares; Five
Nations; Irequeis;y Shawwnee

Indigo: raised in Mississippi Valley,
IT, 174

Ireland: I, 322; American finances to
be modeled after, I, 282; Hills-

borough feared depopulation, II,

121 Protestantism, I1, 246; results
of suppression of Roman Catholi-
cism, I, 234-235; Washington sent
s, II, 187

1 took refuge in American fron-

agent for settle

Iris
tier, 11, footuole 442

. - g =
Iroquois: 11, roz; complain of trade

conditions, I, 186, I, s9-6o; east

colonies interested in land
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IT, 64; expect reward if give up
land, II, 64; informed of authori-
zation of Vandalia, II, 136, 142:
Johnson suggests empire buy land
from, I, 64; land, TI, 64; living in
modern Ohio, called Mingo, TI,
13; negotiations with

foatnote 3
Johnson, 11, 64; no French or Span-

ish encroachments, II, 27; no need

of protecting trade, II, 27; prom-
ised boundary, I, 355;: protection of
lands, I, 223; purchase from Cher-
okee not include all territory ceded
by, II, 79; territory placed under
British protection, I, 46; unfriend-
ly, I, x18. Cessions—ministry ac-
cept, II, 75; of territory claimed
by Shawnee, II, 189; south of Ohio,
[I, 78; to Johnson, 11, 93, 204; to
king, at Fort Stanwix, II, 71-75;
to traders, II, footnote 142; to Vir-
ginia, II, 703 Virginia wanted,
within her boundaries, II, 106:
Wharton, II, 67, 94, 135. Glaims -
coincide with those of Cherokee,
I1, 65, 71; land south of Ohio, II,
65; to east of mountains, I, 172;

to. Tennessee River, II, 71: west-

ern, I, 46

Jackson, RicHARD: I, 222; agent for

Pennsylva

a, I, 57, 310; answers
Remarks on the Letter address'd to
two great Men, 1, s8; colonial pol-
icy, I, 311; counsellor to Board of
Trade; I1, 99: favors colony in Il-
linois, I, 323; friend of Franklin,
I, 311; joins Franklin's colonial
company, I, 96; member of Grand

Ohio Company, II, 99, footnofe

151; opinion of Halifax, I, 199;
opponent of Stamp Aect, I, 310;
paper on Barrington's plan, I, 321,
footnote s43; paper on plan of
Board of Trade, I, 323, foolnote
543; policy toward West, I, 311-
312; relation with court faction, I,

58, 3ro; relation with Shelburne,
L, 57, 279, 310, 311, 347; secretary to
Grenville, I, s10: writes Inferest
of Great Britain considered, 1, 58

Jacobite rebellion: failure in 1743, I
39

Jefferson, Thomas: II, r15: opinion
of colony west of Virginia, II, 109;

protested against empire’s instruc-
tions on land grants, II, 215-216;
Virginia’s delegate to Philadelphia,
IT, 2xc

Jefferys, Thomas: author of American

Gazetteer, and Natural and Civil
History of Fremch Dominions, 1

Bo; undervalues Canada, I, 79

Jenkinson, Charles: agreed to accept
term of second petition of Grand
Ohio. Company, II, 104; informa-
tion concerning opposition to Van-
dalia, II, 161; member of court
faction, 1I, x6x; on authorship of
Stamp Aet, I, 227

Jenyns, Soame: member of Board of
Trade, I, 155

Jerveys, Capt. John: land owner, I
footnote 169

]

Jesuits: revenues from property, II,
224; to be abolished, I, 256

Johnson, Guy: deputy Indian agent,
I, footnote 510; opinion on imperial
management of trade, 11, footnote
27

Johnson, Samuel: I, 310; friend of
Shelburne, I, 144; opinion of West,
I, 82, 81; undervalues Canada, I

tootmofe 122
1

Johnson, Sir William: I, 214, 3or,
313, j;rl‘i‘ fantnofe 612 advises
Hillshorough on benefits derived
from sale of land, II, 122: agree-
ment with Gage on colonial con-
tral of western posts, 11, s5: Black-
burn corresponds with, I1, foofnote
259 ; bought tract in New York, II,
204-2035; complains of Ambherst, I,

220; complains of colonial policy
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of 1768, II, 52; consulted on cop-
per mines, 11, 51; desires increase
of power, I, 218; disagreements
with Shirley and Amherst, I, 219;
Dunmore corresponds with, 1I, 58
explanation accepted by ministry,
II, 77; Hillsborough writes to, 1I,
130; hears of Ohio lands being ad-
vertised, II, 185; home in Mohawk
Valley, II, 67; hosti

;:_\' ['1’ [li'”—
prietary party to, II, 66; inaugur-
istry, II,

ates policy of Grafton n
53; indorses Franklin's colonial
I, go; influence, I, sz1, 1I,
56, 70; information from, I, 355;

project

instructions to military officers, I,
fostnote 38%7; integrity at congress
of Fort Stanwix, I, 73; interested
in plans of Baynton, Wharton and
Morgan, I, 320; interests in em-

pire, II, 76; member of Grand
Ohio Company, II, footnote 151;
of, I, 293; plan for
West, I, 319; powers under Gren-

persona

ville-Bedford plan, 11, s2; received

news of Grand Ohio Company's
success, II, footrofe 206; received
Stuart’s opinion of colonial [1rp|ir:}"
II, 's3: report to, of defense of
Grand Ohio Company, II, 1335

sends Croghan as representative to
England, I, 220; states Virginia's
interests in West, II, 76; Wharton
intimate with, 11, 66. Boundary—

Indians demanded concessions at

southern end, II, 69; ordered to
ran, . I _q_gr';; |||1l'|1=:d CONgress at
Fort Stanwix to consider, II, 68;

promised, I, 355: ran, II, 61; rec-
1

ommended, I, 124; summoned dele-
gates to consider, II, 64-G5. In-
dians — appoints deputy agents for,

I, Jl'r_,-.u!.rn..rp s10; appointed colonel

n!', I, 116; att 'r[l!r:| o [1|.‘z

Shawnee, 1I, 189: declared ¢l

of Cherokee invahd, II, 77:

penses in northern department, I,

[vui

292 ; feared peace of, if settlements

made in west, II, 23; Galloway

writes to, on, II, s4; heard rumors
of confederacy, 1I, 18g; Hillshor-
ough's attitude toward land bought
from, II, 1z2; instructions to com-
missaries, I, 290: negotiations with
Iroquois, II, 64; plan, I, 221; pro-
posed empire buy land from, II, 64:
purchase of lands from, II, 79; re-
ceived cession from, II, 71, 74-7¢:
received news of restlessness of,
II, g6; restrained, II, r89-190; su-
perintendent of Indian affairs for
Northern Department, I, 119, 290
T'rent and Wharton visit concern-
ing, II, 67. Opinion of — boundary
line, 11, 6 cession of Iroquois,
II, 76-77: claims of Cherokee, II,
footnote g9s5; class of fur traders,
II, 238; colonial control of trade,
I, 54, s59; Dunmore’s War, II,
footnote 344; general attitude to-
ward Grand Ohic Company, II,
144; plan of Board of Trade, I,
309, footnate 5433 possibility of Iro-
quois giving up land, 1L, 64; Van-
dalia, II, 143; Virginia’s inten-
tions, II, foofmofe 111; western
expansion, II, 76; Wharton, II, 9s.
Trade— attempted to regulate, I,
201; attempts to force colonies to
pass regulations for, II, 535, 37;
complains of irregularities of, I,
297; favors French system, I, 298;
turned over management to colo-
nies, 11, s3; Wharton writes on, 1I,
55

_]r|]1||slnm'_ Gov. —: consulted by
Stuart, I, 289; encroaches on mili-
ts department in West Flor

I
Journal: translation from I

Char
Junius: opinion of Grafton, II, 21

285

nch of

L'\'ﬂi_\', I, 8o

Kames, Loro: consults Oswald, I,
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footnote 38; master of Scotch fac-
tion, I, 38
Kaskaskia: II, r7z; Dartmouth in-
structs troops to remain in, II, 199
few troops at, II, fostnote 6o; Gage
proposes to remove troops from,
II, 198, 199; Lord commandant at,
[I, 202; Murray held conferences
with Indians at, II, 202: soldiers
| remain in, LI, 197
Kentucky: II, B85, 109, footnote g5;
11
206; Cherokee claims to, II, =3
Henry interested in land, 11, rr1:

Boone agent for Henderson in, II,

Shawnee claim land, II, 18¢9; spec-
ulation in, II, 172
Kentucky River: II, 88, 8¢, 206: as
rt-pl‘u&'t'[ltcd on various maps, II,
footnote 135; boundary of Van-
I

LT,

claims of Virginia west of,

5o, 151; called Louisa,

I1, 206-207; Henderson desired ter-
ritory west of, II, 88; one bound-
ary of land purchased by Trans-
sylvania Company, II, zos: pro-
posed colony west of, T, 109: ques-
tion as Indian boundary, II, foot-
note 257; Virginia accepts as
boundary, 1I, 87
Keppel, Admiral —: Pitt gives office
to, I, footnote 482
King: subordinated to cabinet by
| Whigs, I

I King George’'s War: ideas taught

292
y 2

by, I, z15

“Kings Friends”: T, 35: see Court

Knox, William: II, feotnote 236 ; ad-
hered to policies of Hillsborough,
I, 146; attitude toward control of
trade, 11, 242; characterization, 1T,
146; consulted, I, foofnofe 290;

Dartmouth’s under-secretary, II,

146-147; defended Quebec Bill, II,

242, footnote 460; knowledge con-

cerning Bedfordites’ intrigue, II,

footnote 219 :|pi1th][| on report on

Canada, 11, 230; opinion of Gren-
ville, I, footnote 40s; opinion of
measure for land grants, II, foof-
noie 3965 undervalues West, 1, 83;
views of triumvirate ministry, I,
1558; wrote of Hillsborough’s fear
of depopulating Ireland, IT, foot-
note 208

LA Bave: trade from, I, 302

Laclede, Pierre: Indian trader at St.
Louis, I, 302

Lahontan, Baron: writings, I, 77, 82

L:

* Erie: Franklin plans colony on
I, 91

Lake Michigan: trade, I, 209, 302

Lake Nipissing: in proposed bound-
ary of Canada, I, 175

Lake Ontario: northern end of In-
dian boundary east of, IT, 71

Lake Pontchartrain: fort proposed on,
I, 307

Lake Superior: copper mines to be
worked, II, sz; fur traders on, I
299

Lake Winnipeg: British trading ex-
tended to, II, x95: market for In-
dian trade, I, 296

]

Lancaster County: in Pennsylvania,
II, zoz; relation of traders with
Franks and Company, II, 202: re-
lation of traders with Wharton,
II, zo02

| Land: Americans’ demands for, T,
347; Chester forbidden to grant,
II, 176; depreciation in value, II,
18r; extent of purchase directly
from Indians, II, 203-208, 239, ex-
tent of speculation in, II, 165-177;
Hillsborough considers sale of, II,
122; Hillshorough realized wvalue
of, on Mississippi, II, 46; prohibi-
tion of granting, II, 150, 212, foor-
note 391; purchased from officials,
I, xr71; Shelburne's policy toward

sale, I, 348-350; tax, I, 327, 330,

336; see Indians, Grants— affect-




3b2

THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY

[vol,

ed by proclamation of 1763, I, 170,
391; along northern
boundary of North

8g; by Virginia, I, 88, 89; claimed

11, footnote
Carolina, I,

by Virginia soldiers, I, 94-95; for
s05; Grand
its, 11, z02;

military colonies, I,
Ohio. Company v
House of Burgesses receive, I, 83;
Indians made, at Fort Stanwix, II,
G6g: in West F

e to members of army, I, 206;

orida, II, 169, 173;

M

ministry not approve to traders, 11,

77: on Green Brier River, I, 88;

Pennsylvania merchants petition
for, I, 95; provisions in Vandaliz,

I, g6; to

87 to traders,

II, zs1-152; to Heath,
Ohio Company, I,
I, 355, 11, 69, 134; Wabash Land
purchased, 1II,

Company 2043

Valker and Lewis purchased, II,

70: Washington protests against,

IT, 114; Virginia purchased, 1I,
77, Indians—angered by frauds in,
I, 116, 120 claims in east, I, 172,
186: claim in West, II, 70, 74;
jealous of, 11, 23; protected by

empire, 1, r26; protected by proc-

reserved to, T,

amation, 1, 203;
171 supposed acquisition from, I,
175: to be purchased by superin-
tendents, II, 26, 30; willing to sell,
Method rill|I

Board of Trade to give instruc-

IT, 2o7. granting —

tions on, I, r80; chaotic, I, 28%;

consideration of problem of grant-
ing, I, 212-214; discussed by Board
of Trade, II, 133; discussion in
Canada, I, 157; evils in American,
II, 213-215;

I, 2co; in various colonies, II, 213~

Halifax's orders on,

P §
214 ; mMeasure one reason 1or declar-

ation of independence, 1II, 216;

measure passed by Privy Council,

a14-216; Sharp described, II,

tes, I, 28

3: Shelburne 51)'\.'g"\-\|‘l_

I,
stion for, I,

: Shelburne’s sugg
134 Thurlow and Wedderburn ob-

jeet to, 11, r59; township settle-
ments recommended, [, 213; under

Grenville-Bedford pl;‘m, L= 2

various opinions on, I, footnote
396.
Yorke's opinion on,

Oavnership— Camden's  and

IT, 200-201:

Jefferson's opinion on, II, 216:
question of, II, 201

Land companies: Brown formed one,
II, r70-172; company composed of
Virginians, 11,
tion of, II,

206-207; descrip-

092-118, 170-171, 172

176, 2o1-207; disregard for bound-

ary line, II; Grand Ohio

239

Company, I1I, g6-g9:; Hazarc

company, I, 315; Henry's company,

II, 111, Illinois Company, I, 32

Indiana

Land Company, 1I, 2

inois

Company, II,

66-67, 04;

Louisa, name of North Carc
II, - 88; Loyval Company, 1, 89, II,
rrr; Mant's company, I, 2i4-245,
“Military A
il it 0 D 8
g3-94; New Jersey's Company, I,

315; Adventurers,

gz ; Mississippi Compa

93; New Wales Company, I, ¢9;
Ohio Company, II, g4; Shelburne
members, I,
II, zos-

Land Company, II,

influenced by
Transylvania Compar
Wabash
z04.; see Speculation; Western ex-

pansion

2006 ;

e
3

Lansdowne House: Shelburne's

brary in,;- 1, 145

Lansdowne Manuscripts: contain an-

swers to §
Le Clef:

Le Despencer, Lord: admired Frank

helburne's queries, I, 163

see Laclede

lin, 1I, 129
Lee, Dr. Arthur: agent for Mississippi

Company, II, xza s

ra[li[1[|'|n

93, III,

rulator;, II, 110

¥
Hillsborough's attitude toward Van-
dalia, II, 123

Cha
I, 99: writes Importance of Canada

sidered, 1

proposes two colonies,

"

, footnote 77
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Lee family: members of Mississippi
Company, I, g5

Legardere, Elias: commissary for the
Choctaw, 1, fostnote 508

I_xr:_f_l;{', William: I, frmfm.ﬁh' 419

ster House faction: alliance with

Old

origin, I, 2z4: origin of court fac-

Leic
Pittites and Whigs, 1, =267;

n, I, 35; Tories participate in,
I, 39

Levy, Levy A:
of cession, 11, footnote 142

Col.

more on land, 11, 182;

named in Indian deed

Dun-
attitude of

Lewis, Andrew: adwvised

Grand Ohio Company toward, II,

Botetourt instructs, II, 8o;

Botetourt’s reply to, 11, 83; confers
with Stuart on boundary, 1I, 73-
79; interested in Loyal Company,
IT, 111, 116; land speculator, II, &3,
110; prominent in Indian war, II,
feotnote 320; purchased land from
Indians, II, 7o0; report, 1I, 79 set-
tlements on claims, II, 78; suzgests
Vir-

ginia's delegate for Treaty of Fort

dealing with Cherokee, 11, 82

Stanwix, 1T, 65
Lewis, John: member of Loyal Com-
of Virginia
council, II, 186
for land 1n West, 11, footnote 136

Lillingston, Luke: land owner, I, foot-
;]

pany, I, 8g; member

footnote petition

rtote 169

Liquor: unscrupulous trading in, I,
184, sale regulated, II, 243

Little Kanawha River: 11, 183 ; settle-
ments on, II, 1rgq

Lochaber: 11, 87, 109, 183 ; boundary

i
14

line established at, II, 143; Cl

okee sold land to Virginians at, 11,
182 Indians cede land, II, 83-8s;
mistake in boundary established at,
I, footnote 135; treaty of, II, foot-
nate 126
London: I,

203, 304, LI, 82, 109, 308,

120, 165; boundary accepted in, II.

89; Croghan in, I, 2r4: Franklin
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in, I, 321, I, footnote 1o:; French
law published in, 11, 228 ; fur trade
to, I, 300; Gage arrived in, I, 161;

influence of politics in, I, 189: Lee
in, II, r23; Lyman in, I, 316 Ly-
man returned from, 11, 173; Mer-
cer in, I, 315, II, rrx; merchants
to appear before Board of Trade,
I, 352; power of bishop in Van-
dalia, II, 155; reports of American

frontier, II, 238; rival claims of
Virginia and Pennsylvania in, II,
189 ; Shelburne family moves to, I,
143; some members of Grand Ohio
Land Company from, II, 204; spec-
ulators II, 114; Wharton's purpose

in going to, II, 2

Long Island: II, feotnote 133
Lord, Capt. Hugh: attitude toward
I,

opinion of Camden and Yorke,
202 ; commandant at Kaskaskia, II,

202
Lords of Trade: see Board of Trade
Lords of the Treasury: agreement of
Grand Ohio Cempany, laid before
Privy Council, II,
Grand Ohio Company's petition, II,

107; favor

102, 104

Louisa: name of North Caroli

1a land
company, II, 88

Louisa River: II, 88, 89; as represent-
ed on
135; branch of West Fork of Big

River; I 8%

Stuart’s mistake of locating, II, 151;

various maps, II, foofnote

effect of

Sandy

part of

I

name for Kentucky, I1I, 87;
boundary, II, 84; question of, as
boundary, II, feoinote 257

Lot

burg: I,

200

for, 1,
boundaries of, I, 64, 65; Du

Louisizna: army maintained
127
Pratz's history of, I, 8o: enthus-
iasm of court faction writer for, I,
753 history in Gentleman's Maga-
zine, I, 80; in peace negotiations, I,
e o 2 A

merchants

70, 72: invites settleme

M'Culloh favors, I, 62
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encroach on fur trade, I, 299; Span-
ish monopolize western fur trade,
I, 297

Louisville: laid out by Connolly, 1I,
187

Loyal Company: claims of, 1I, 116;
land grant to, I, 89; Lewis mem-
ber of, I, 89; petitioned for land in
West, 11, 111; refused land by Vir-
ginia, I, 126; Walker member of,
I, 89

Lutherans: tolerated in Vandalia, II,
155

Lyman, Gen. Phineas: II, foofnote
314 ; acted without waiting for min-
istry, II, 175; agent of “Military
Adventures,” 1II, gz, 172; covets
lands of Mississippi Company, I,
315; description of Mississippi, II,
93-94; economic theory, I, 316;
emigrated to West Florida, IT, 176;
in sympathy with Franklin, I, g21;
obtained land grant in West Flor-
ida, II, 173; plans, I, s15-319, 349,
52 petitions, 11, g2, footnofe 308 ;

sippi, 11,

73-174; speculating under author-

3
proposed colony on Missi
o

ity of proclamation of 1763, II, 185;

supported in England, II, 174
Lyman, Thaddeus: examined land for

“Military Adventurers,” II, foot-

nofe 315

Lyttelton, George, Lord: II, 17; ac-
cepts Bolingbroke's philosophy, I,
24 expresses Grafton's opinion of
Hillsborough, II, zo; “Young Pa-
triot,” I, 24

Lyttelton, Thomas, Lord: opponent of
Shelburne, I, 146

M'Curron, Hexey: affiliates with Old
Whigs, I, 62; depreciates value of
Car favors
Louisiana, I, 62; official in North

to. Bute, I, #3;

Carolina, I, 62: writes Miscella-
neosts Representations relative to

our Concerns in Amertea, 1, 62

Machinac: see Michillimackinac

Mclntire, John: en
IT, 167

Mclntosh, John: commissary for
Chickasaw, I, footnefe 508

Melntosh, Roderick: commissary for

Upper Creeks, 1, footnote 508 !

grated to Natchez,

Mackenzie, —: dismissed from office
]1_\' ]51,'[[fl]1'1|5lt‘.-:. [[, 13

Mackraby, A: pictures land fever, I,
77

Macleane, Laughlin: II, fesfnofe 4073

member of Grand Ohio Company,

I1, g9, footnote 151 M
:Mﬂddisnn_ John: member of Grand

Ohio Company, II, foofnote 151:

agreed to reorganization of com- hY

pany, II, footnote 167

Manchae: in territory petitioned by

drowne’s land company, 11, 171 ht
Mann, Sir Horace: II, 42; Walpole
writes to, II, 12, 17

Mansfield, Lord: I, footrnate sgo, 11, v
footnote 391; accepts Bolingbroke's
philosophy, I, 24; advises king to ]
favor Shelburne, I, 159: attitude
toward legal practices, 11, 232-233;
decision, I, festnete 457; hated by
colleagues, II, 230; influence, II,
230, 245, foolnofes 427, 430; reli- e
gious toleration of, II, 231; sup-
ported by North and Wedderburn,
11, 245. Opinion of - English law
in Canada, I, 208, II, 233; king, 1I,

18. Political affiliations—11, 2z230;
court faction, I, 36; Leicester House
faction, I, 24 Old ‘\“Ili;_{:i1 I 30

Mant, Thomas: asks purpose of con-

| quered country, I, 246; petition, I,
315; proposes colony, I, 244-245 M
Manufactures: affected by diffusion M

¥

of population, I, 166; connected

with colonizing America, II, 28;

danger of development, I, 108 ; des-
tined for America, I, 211; empire
discourages colonial, I, s1, 54, 179;
Halifax's attitude toward, I, 179;

e -
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postponed by increase of territory,
I, 58; question in connection with
western expansion, I, 166, II, 29
Shelburne’s attitude toward, I, 346,
347; relation of Detroit to, 1, 245
value of fur trade to, I, 215
Maps: boundary line marked on, I
for Dartmouth, II,
proposed

¥
Stuart's,

I72;

footnote 136; colonies,
1748-1763, 1, frontispiece; proposed
colonies, 1763, I, 187; proposed col-
onies, 1767, I, 317; proposed col-
IT, f."fm.r.f'.r‘ﬁf;‘n“

Marchmont, Earl of: considered me-

onies, 1769~

morial of Grand Ohio Company,
1, footnote 463

Marriott; James: consulted concern-
ing Canada, II, 234; opinion on

o

English law in Canada, I, 208

Martinique: captured by Great Brit-

ain, I, 67; in peace negotiations, I,

e e
7=

70,

Marygalante: in peace negotiations,
I, 71

Maryland: II, footnote 168: no quit-
rents collected in, I, 283; settlers
from, I, 313; Sharp governor, II,

of Wabash

Land Company from, II, 204

213; some members

Maseres, Francis: attitude toward

II, 227; attitude toward

II,

ney-general of, I, 259, II, 227; bill

Carleton,

Canada, footnote 420;  attor-

for establishing government of

Canada, I, 26o0-261; does not co-
Mor-

gann, II, 229; Old Whig's attitude

operate with Carleton and
toward bill, I, 262; opinion of Eng-
lish policy in Canada, I, 260

Mason, George: II, footnote 177

IT, 246; bills framed

against, II, 150, 235-236; claims in

West, I, 109, II, 24; effect on Que-

Massachusetts:

bec Bill, II, foofnote 436; emigra-
tion to West Florida, II, 176;
Hutchinson governor, II, 161:

Pownall governor, II, 99

1

Mercer, Col, Hugh: agent for Ohio
Company, I, 93, II, 94, 111; joined
Grand Ohio Company, II, 106, 117,

34, footnotes 151, 177; land spec-
ulator 1I, 110; Ohio Company sends
to Bouquet, I, 1z1; presses rights
of soldiers, I, 315

Meredith, Sir William: Pitt gives of-
fice to, I, footnote 482

Methodist: 1, 235

Miami: captured by Indians, I,
military sub-distriet, I, r32

Michillimackinac: activity of traders
at, I, 3o00; British trading center,
II, 195;
trol, II, 55; captured by Indians,
I, 187; fort at, I, footnote 598, II,
28, 31, 44; Gage's opinion, II, 48;
Indian post, I,
middle district of Indian Depart-

Capada ordered to con-

trading 297; in
ment, I, footnote s10; military sub-
district, I, 132; provisions for, un-
der Quebeec Bill, II,

military force, I, z50; Roberts com-

240; proposed

missary, I, footnote 511
“Military Adventurers”: described, 11,
92-93; desired to exploit Kentucky,
I1, 172; hear report of Lyman at
Hartford, 11, 173;
Florida, 11

for, 1, 315, II; 92

interest in West

, 175-176; Lyman agent

Military establishment: affected
Board of Trade's plan of 1768, II,

by

1T, 43-44; commander-in-chief
sent, I, 118; general-in-chief to be
consulted, I, 170; Great Britain's

relation to, I, 250; members grant-
ed land, I, 206; no protection to
Pennsylvania or Virginia, II, 48;
ofhcers forbidden to negotiate with

222; pl

Indians, I, an to unify, I,
117; proposal of two commandants,
I, 132; question of forts, I, 331;
relation of Indian Department to,
At-

fowvard — Barrington’s, I, 246,

I, 217, II, 48+ state of; I,
titude
z249-251; Board of Trade’s, II, 26,

160
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so-51; empire's; I, 249; Hillsbor-
ough's, 1I, 43-44, 46-47; Lyman’s,
I, 316; Old Whigs’, T, 249; Shel-

burne's, I, 277, 281-282, 314, 347:

Expense — eastern colonies to sup-
port, 11, 53-56; Gage curtails, II,
447 maintenance, I, 160, 162, 164,
169, 215, 226, 249, 328; related to
colonies, I, 228. Policy itoward -

concentration, I,

donment in 1768, -
to keep in America, I, 127-133; dis-
position according to Gage's re-
port, II, 31-32, 44, foofunofe 32
Gage'

f"est = Board of Trade's rec

opinion of |J|:1L'r_', II; a%.

mendations, II, 27-28; erected in
West Florida, II, 45-46; Hillsbor-

iders policy of g‘nmph"[c

ough recons
abandonment, II, 46-47; Gage's
proposals for, II, 45, 48-49, 198;
garrison at Detroit, I, 244; needed

at Fort Bute and Natchez, II, 167;
1

problems of, I, 329-330; withdrawn

proposed in, I, 250-251; related to

from, II, 51, 73, 197, 210
Military settlements: see W estern ex-

pansien

Mines: in Illinois, I, foofnate 127
Ministries: attempts to solve problem
of West, II, 249-251; departments

independent, I, 226; dificulty of

forming unprejudiced, [, z41; of
George I1I, 1, 191, 11, 31; not con-
cerned with West subsequent to
1768, 1II, 33; see Triumwirafe;
srenville: Bedford; Old Whi

Chatham: Grafton; North minis-

Ty

rr'."r',t

Mingo: :_'ni][lcr'.aiu with Shawnee, II,

: results of toleration of Ro-
man Catholicism in, II, 234-235
Miquelon, Island of: demanded by

France, T, 64
Missizssippi Company: I, 314; de-
scribed, 11, 93-94; desired to ex-

ploit Kentucky, II, 1723 founded,
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I, 95; lands, I, 3x5; Lee agent, 1T,
93, I123; members interested in
Wharton's schemes, I, g4; petition,
11, 93, 111 proposed boundaries, I,
9s5; sends memorial to king, I, 96
system of quitrents proposed by, II,
le
Mississippi River: I, 75, 303, 11, 173,
244, attractions of, I, 80; boundary,
I, 3a1, IL, 71, 242, 249; commissary
for Indian tribes on, I, feotnote
508; Detroit on route to, I, 244;
French driven across, I, 250; Hills-
borough realized value of land, II,
46: Iberville channel between Mo-
bile Bay and, II, s0; importance,
II, 166; in peace negotiations, [,
71; question of navigation, I, 161,

job; transportation down, I, 166;

watershed, 1, 64. Colonies on-1I,

316, 151, fooinote 548, 11, 175, 247:

advantages, II, 170; attitude of
Lords of Trade toward, 11, 171 ; ex-
pected, II, 167; Hillshorough’s at-
titude toward, 1I, 168; Jackson rec-
ommends, I, 3125 Lyman proposed,
I, 92, 173
for, Il, 203; wvalue, I, r74. Trade:

Murray purchased tr

en—1I, zs50, 299, 302, 316, 334;
French monopolize, 11, 56; Gage's
opinion of, II, 48; route, I, 307

Mississippi Valley: I, 64, I, 208, 238;

affected by Quebec Bill, II,

colonies prohibited, II, s1;
ment on Shelburne's plan to erect
new colonies, 1I, 145; Dunmore's
War, II, 1or; influence on British
politics, 11, 126 issue after, 1768,

I1, 33: military district of, I, 132
{ - = ] o

problems in eastern half, I, 338;
settlements, I, 28; troops to be re-
moved from II, 45; Wharton
spokesman for expansion, II, 48;
see [Festern expansion

Missouri River: Indian trade from,
I, 302; proposed interior fort on,
I, footnote 598

Mitchell, Abram: named in Indian
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c_[m:'.[i of Etc.ﬁ::it:n, ]I_ Ifmr.r;f;u.rr I42

Mitchell, Dr. John: author of the
Contest in America between Great
Britain and France, I, 8o; map of
British America, I, footnote 126:
optimistic view of West, I, 83; use
of map of, II, 88

Mobile: English ignorance of, I, 77;
settlement of land surrounding, I,
I75; water route ]‘lrnpnsml to, I, 306

Mobile Bay: Iberville channel be-

tween Mississippl and, II, 5o

Mohawk Valley: Johnson’s home in,
IT, 67; report of settlement in, I,
I, x2s

Monckton, Gen. Robert: letter to, crit-
icizing activities of Wharton and
Trent, II, g5

Monongahela River: settlement along,
II, rr3-114

Monson, Lord: Pitt gives office to, I,
footnote 482

Montagu, Edward: apent for Vir-
ginia, II, 105

Montberault —: deputy Indian agent,
I, footnote 508

Montreal: T, 254, 2356, II, 194; 195;
fur trade diverted to I,n'.li.l-i.'nh'lr I,
297; military district, I, 132

.\inrrrv. Goy, —: governor of New
York, II, footnofe 109; opinion of
cession to New York, II, footnotc
109; reports on land grants in New
York, I, 283

Moran, Edmund: named in Indian
deed of cession, 1I, feotnote 142

Morgan, George: complains of French
influence in West, I, 302; influence
in court of justice, II, 197; partner
of Baynton, Wharton, and Morgan,
II, 197; sent west by firm, I, 301,

320; signed Articles of Agreement,

I, 142

Morgann, Maurice: attitude toward
French Canadians, II, 220-221; con-
sulted concerning Canada, TII, 234;

investigates Amer problem for

Shelburne, I, 279

investigated con-

ditions in Canada, 11, 222-223, 226~
229; prepared report on Canadian
government and law, I1, 229

Moria, Earl of: land owner, I, foat-
note 169

Morrison, James: land owner, I, foot-
note 169

Morten, Earl of: boundaries of Can-
ada, I, 59

Morton, Edward: contracts to carry
goods, I, footnote 533

Murray, Gov. —: I, 264 instructed
by Privy Council, I, 259 instruc-
tions regarding Roman Catholicism,
I, footnote 461; Mansfield’s opinion
of ‘ordinance, II, 233; opinion of
English law in Canada, I, 253-254;
procures passage of laws for ad-
ministration of Canada, I, 208: re-
called, I, 259

Murray, Capt. John: land owner, I,
foatnote 169

Murray, William: 11, zes, 241 creat-
ed Wabash Land Company to sat-
isfy Dunmore, II, 2o03-204; held
conferences with Illinois Indians,
IT, 202; member of Franks and
Cempany, I, footnote 370; negotia-
tions with Dunmore, I, zo3-204;
]'Il:!'ﬁ‘}'."lF!._’,(l two tracts fur I”:IIF!ih
Land Company from Indians, 11,
203, 239; set example of land pur-
chase without imperial autharity,
11, z05; see Franks and Company;
Illinois Land Company

Mutiny Act: I, 180; clause provides
for West, I, 206

NATCHEZ: emigration from New Jer-
sey to, 11, footnote 315; failure of
attempted settlement at, 1I, 177;
Hillsborough's attitude toward col-
ony at, II, 168; invites settlement,

I,

IT, footnote 308 need of troops at,

I1, 16

footnaote 598 ; pr.v;m-.%uli settlement

81; Lyman petitions for land at,

proposed interior fort, I,

at, IT, 166-169, 171, 176
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Natural and Ci

Daminions, by Jefferys, I, 8o

! History of French

Nelson, William: opinion of new col-
ony back of Vi

Grand Ohio Company rep

nia, II, 115-116;

Yy o let-
ter of, 11, 117, footnofe 199: hears
of Grand Ohio Company’s plans,
I1, rr5; president of council of Vir-
ginia, 11, r15; succeeded Botetourt,
IT, 115; supported rights of Vir-
ginia, I, 1r5-116
Nesbit, Arnold: member of Grand
Ohio Company, I1, footnate 151
Neutral
tions, I, 71; M'Culloh favors pos-
sion of, I, 63

Islands: in peace negotia-

New England: no quitrents collected

in, I, 283: source for western col-

onists, I, g9, II, 174
New  Jersey:

Natchez, 11, footnote 315; Franklin

emigration from, to
governor of, II, é7; no quitrents
collected in, I, 283; project of col-
ony on Ohio, I, 93

New Orleans: advantages in trade in,

I, 303, 352; English ignorance of,
I, 77; Farmer brings troops from,
I, 299; French from, II,
French

from, II,

I723

brou to West

goods

+ illicit trade at, II,

167; Illinois fur trade centers at,

IT, 47; importance, I, 73, s06, II,

France, I,

Spanish and French expected to em-

150; retained by 71;
igrate to, I, 175

New River: II, foatnote 168

New Wales: proposed colony of, I,
99; YWebb advertised, II, footnofe
26

New York: I, 288, foofnote 308; II,
148 ; attempts to regulate trade, II,

56-58: attitude of merchants on In-

dian mar nent, I, 294; bound-

more governor of, II,

e transterred (V]
Dunmore transferred t

II, 181; fur traders fear western

colonization, I, ro7; Gage left, II,

161; Indians objected to large
grant in, II, 69; influence of John-
son and Gage, II, 56; interested in
land of Iroqueis, II, 64; Johnson
bought tract from Indians in, II,
204, 205; Johnson manuseripts at
Albany, I, 29o0; land frauds in, I,
rzo; land grants in, I, 283: land
speculation in, I, g9g, foofnole 169:
Moore governor, II, 72; new land
opened for colonization, 11, 71; not

send delegate to consider boundary,

IT, 65; opinions concerning Gage's

influence on Vandal
posed to (
scheme, I, 181; Pennsylvania gov-

a, 11, 162: op-

ind Ohio Company's
ernor corresponded with governor
of, II <73 and
Niagara, 11, 55-56; Tryon governor

supports Detroit
of, II, zo5

New York packet: sailing delayed, I,
203

Newcastle, Duke

noles 37,

252, fool-
follow-
er of, I, 247, 248; brings new mem-
Whig

brought North into prominence, II,

589;

bers into party,. 1, 363

37, feotnofe a2: considers bound-

aries of Cana I, footwote 74;

considers creation of third secre-
tary of state, 1, 154; desired Mans-

field as Old Whig, II, 231;

peace, I, 43;

favors

T TE-

followers fs
tention of Guadaloupe, I, 56; influ-

ence, I, foontnote 420; lack of sym-

pathy with Shelburne, I, 143;
er of Old Whigs, 1, s0; Letter ad-

dress’d to fawo great 1)

e, 1, 57;
negotiations with Pitt, I, 154, 231;
no longer dispenser of favors, I,

232 opposed by Bedford and Bute

|‘;1L-: 3 [. G - patron of
I, r14; withdraws from
I, 69

Newcastle faction: see Old W),

Newfoundland: I, feotnate 306; addi-
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tions to, I, 199; France desires fish-
ing rights in, I, 63; two regiments
in Nova Scotia and, TI, footuote 32
Niagara: II, 6o; Amherst favors set-
tlement at, I, 123; Amherst rec-

ommends separate government fnl‘,
I, ro0; in middle district of In-
dian department, I, footuote si10;
maintain fort at, II, 31, 44: mili-
tary colony proposed near, I, 305:
military district of, I, 132: New
York ordered to control, II, 55-56;
proposed interior fort, I, 250, foot-
nole 598, 11, 28
North, Lord: II, 100, 126: Bedford-
ites did not force, to resign, II,
137; boast in Parliament, 1I, 38:
brought into prominence by New-
castle, II, 37; characterization,
IT, 38; coequal with members of
cabinet, II, 4o0; cobperates with
Bedford-Grenvillites, 11, 236
courted by all factions, II, 37-38,
footnote 42: declines to join eab-

inet, I, 331; desired reconciliz
with America, II, 2r1; failure of
Quebec Bill, I1, 250; head of min-
istry, IT, 37; influence, II, 250: in-
terest in far East, II, 144: member
of cabinet, II, footnotes 12, 42;
member of court faction, I, 36, 41,
I, footnote 42. Attitude toward —
government by departments, I, 326,
IT, footmote 44; Hillsborough, II,
137-138; king, II, 38 ; Mansfield, IT,
245. Opinion of — Gower’s, 1I, a1,
126-127; Hillsborough's, II, 128:
king's, II, 41; ministry's, II, 237;
Pownall’s, II, r47; promise to
Franklin, II, 19; relations with
Grand Ohio Company, II, ro4, 136-
137, footnote 463; Rigby's advice
to, II, 136-137; succeeds Town-
shend, I, 342; to help shape poli-
cies of ministry, II, 21; Tory, II,

- -
- f

38, foofnote 42

! North ministry: attitude toward Van-
dalia, II, 175; cabinet members in,
IT, footnote 42; colonial policy, II,
42, 235, 249; composition, II, 38-
40; consider Quebec Bill, II, 1g1;
division over American issue, II,
236-237; engaged with problems of
colonies, 11, 165; failure of colonial
policy toward West, II, 207-208 ;
feared Spanish activities near West
Florida, II, 46; frame Quebec Bill,
[T, 218, 234-257; Gage came to
England to advise, II, 161: growth
of system of separate departments,
IT, 40, 42; Mansfield member of,
IT, 231; not overthrown by Bed-
fordites, II, 137; opinion of colony
| west of Vandalia, II, 175; passes
| reform measures, IT, 212-246; pal-
icy toward granting of land, II,
176, 185; political principles of, II,
40, footnote 42 Tory in character,

IT, footnote 42; Virzinians not
pleased with policy, II, 183: Wal-

pole’s opinion of opposition, 11, 42

western policy, II, 34, 250; Wrax-
| all’s opinion, II, 40
| North America: I, 251, II, 28, 8,
102, 170, I7I; 136
North Briton: by Wilkes, I, 190
North Carolina: II, 150; attitude of
fur traders towards colonization, I,
| 1o7; boundary line, II, 62: claims
| in West, I, 109 ; fur traders in Mis-
sissippi Valley, I, 299: governor at-
tended congress of Augusta, IT, 62,
footnote 38; emigration to West
Florida, II, 167; land grants on
northern boundary, I, 89, 284; land
speculation, I, feotnote 169, I, 8%
M'Culloh official in, I, 62; members
of Transylvania company from, II,
206 ; outrages in back counties, II,
238 ; soldiers desire grant from, II,
81
| Northern department: Conway secre-
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tary of, I, 251; Grafton resigns
from, I, 251

Northington, Lord: I, 344, footnote
23; accepts Bolingbroke's philoso-
phy, I, 24; characterization of, I,
263-265; member of court faction,

footnote 479; member of Leices-

ter House faction, I, 24; (}]d
Whig’s resentment toward, 11, 2

wished to resign from [n'l:ﬂdiu:_: at
council, 1L, 3. AMitude fozvard

Canada, 11, 220; Grenville-Bedford

West, I, 87, II, xrr; prohibited
from settlement, I, 12

Ohio River: I, 75, 300, footnofe 308,

, 115, 123, 158,
181,
- Ifm}.'.'mf:

11, 63, 72, 73, 83,
1032, 1(-4_. 167, I72

160, 161, 725
188, 189, 190, 19g, 208, 241
380; Cherokee claims to land south
of, 1I, 65; course mistaken, I, 8o;
Dunmore interested in land north
of, II, 192-193, 205, [ootuole 345;
emigration to, II, 113 : fails to draw

off western tr LL|.L' I, 3023 fort pro-

ministry, I, 194; Old Whigs, I, posed on, I, 132, "o;:', Troquois r

264-265; proclamation, I, 209; Ro- claims south of, II, 65, 7r; Morgan 1

man Catholicism, I, 264; Shelburne, to embark on, I, 320; status of ter- {

. , 335; westward expansion, I, ritory on, after passage of Quebec i
212 Bill, IT, 247; Washington made trip ,

)4 Northumberland, Earl of: follower down, II, 114, Boundary of =1, 47, 1
| of Bute, I, footiote 44 321, 352, L 7x, B4; Canada;; II, g
Nova Scotia: I, footuote 308; addi- 242; Indian districts, I, 222; Iro- 3

[ tions to, I, 199; attractions, I, 189, is, II, 64; Louisiana, I, 64; Ly- Ol
207 ; constitution discussed, I, 168; | man's proposed colony, II, 92, 174; (

difficulty of settling, I, 284; empire land of T rrlll:tj.'l'.';mL:z Company, 11, ."

maintained expense of, II, x45; | 205; Vandalia, II, 142, 150, foot- %

Gorham deputy Indian agent, I, ! nofe 168: Virginia, 1I, 192. Land g

I footnote s10; land grants, I, 283; ‘ on—cession at Fort Stanwix, II, 77- I
method of granting lands, I1, 213; | Dinwiddie grants, 9; Gren- 3

military district, 1, 132; proposed i villites interested in, II, roo; Mur- I

concentration of troops, I, 251, II, | ray purchased, II, 203; names of Old

44, footnate 32; Shelburne encour- l persons desiring, II, ,"r,ln!.rm.'r 151, I

ages settlement in, I, 173 North Carolina desires, II, 81; pe- t

‘ titions for, II, 110, 111, 129 Vir- (

O'BryEx, DENNIS: caricature of Shel- ginians seizing, II, 163, :F:_;; W it

burne, I, 150 ington’s claims, II, 112, Old

Chio Company: action concerning co- ments on—1, 323, 351, 11, 114, 275, Ii

alition with Grand Ohio Company, | 247; Adam's estimate of number, 4

11, footnote 177; Board of Trade | 11, footnote 196; cause of Indian N

grants petition for land, I, 87-88; i war, II, 23: Clare favored; II, 22; #

complains of grants of Virginia, I, | Grand Ohio Company proposed, 11, C

28 ; favors western coloniz: |  118. See Okio Falley 3

| 87: Indians complain of, | Ohio Valley: 11, 139 ; Burke advocates .
interest revived in, I, g3, 121 |  retention, I, 59; Connally informed B

! rights, I, 315; Mercer agent, I, 95, Dunmore of [’t-1'l.'i|illl.1 II, ‘194; ti
IT, 94; merges with Grand Obhio claims of Virginia and Grand Ohio P

Company, II, 94, 106, 116-117, Company, II, 105; disorder in; 1], ut

footnate 177; opposition of Vir 239; French induced to enter by T

ginia, I, 88; petitioned for land in Indians, I, go; fur trade, I, 79; C




two | IN BRITISH

Indians at Fort Stanwix, II, 6%;
Indians dislike British, I, 106; val-
ue to empire, II, so. Expansion
into—1, 93, 172, 2 43,313, 316,
II, 61, 111, 132, 187; Charlotina, I,
100; colonies permit, II, 78: effect,

I, 25; Evans recommends, I, g1:
Franklin plans, I, g91-92; Grand
Ohio Company plans, I, 349, II,
162, 166; Grenville approves, I,
footnote 320} !Ii“h‘]‘ml'nugh not
averse to; II, 123; Lee’s plans, I,
99; New Jersey, I, 93; New Wales,
I, 99; not extensive enough, 11, 172
Ohio Company plans, I, 87; open
for, 1, 223, 356, I, 34, xzx, ‘141,
1493 Thompson advertised, I, 185

Virginia's interests in, I, 88, IT, 76,

80, 82: Wash ton proposed, II,

187. See Ohlito River
Old Northwest: II, 241; affected by

Quebec Bill, 11, 237; fur trade, II,

footnote 27; Indians intriguing

with Shawnee, II, 189; need of civil
government in, II, 1g9g: problems,
II, 194-196; related to Canada, II,
234 Virginia’s claims to, I, 110,
II, 203 see W est

Old Southwest: boundaries disputed,
I, 65; difficulti

trade, I, 292; fur trade, I, 299, 300

from freedom of

Grenville-Bedford Indian plan put
in operation, I, 289; see Stuart

Old Whigs: 1, 26, 245, 321, 341 al-
liance with Leicester House faction,
and Pittites, I, 267-268: asked
North to join ministry, 11, 38, foor-
nofe 42; attempted coalition with
Grenvillites and Bedfordites, I,
339-340; attempt to make Dart-
mouth  third secretary, II, 14:
Bute's plan of union, I, 230; coali-
tion with Pittites, I, 136 come into
power, 1, 30; Cooper entered office

under, II, ror; counterpoised by

Tories, I, 39; demanded refarm in

Canada, II, 218: divided, 1, foot-

POLITICS 171

note 5905 described, I, 28: deser-
tions, I, 29; East Indian policy, 1,
252; efforts of alliance with Bed-
fordites and Grenvillites, II, 11
foolnole 10; fail to establish their
system, I, 30; failure in Seven
Year's War, I, 25: Halifax leaves,
I, 114; impossible for Bute's min-

istry, I, 136; interpretation of his-
tory, 1, 29; negotiate with Bed-
fords, 1, 340-341; negotiations with,
I, 189; not strongly represented in
North ministry, II, 39; Pitt iden-
tified with, II, footnote 457: plat-
form, 1, 30; Privy Council consider
plan for Canada, II, 221-222: pos-
sible coalition with, I, 189: refuse
coalition with any group, I, 341}
relations with East India Com-
pany, II, 42; seek union with Gren-
villit

s, II, 219; union with aother
factions, I, 327; united with Pittites
and Grenvillites, 11, 97; unite with
Grenvillites, I, 337: weakest fac-
tion in Par

ment, I, 341; with-
drew from House, 1, 330. Afttitude
toward — Bedfordites, 1, 32: Can-
ada-Gaudaloupe dilemma, 1, :6,
footnote 8

t; Chatham ministry, I,

270, 273, 338, colonies in 1774, II,

236; Cumberland faction, I, j3z2;

law among French-Canadians, II,
220; North, II, 144; proclamation
of 1763, I, 243: Quebec Bill, II,

treaty of Paris, I, 73;

nd’s  colonial policy, I,

339 ; troops in Americ

a. I. footnotes
211-213; western expansion, 1, 268,
314, foolnote sa7. Members of
I. footnote 175 Burke, I, 29, 58 ;
Dartmouth, 11, 138, feotnote 46;
M’Culloh, I, 62; Mansfield, II, 231.
Opinion of —Barrington's, I, 246,
248; Canway's, 1, 234, 275, fooinote
479; court faction’s, I, 237; Cum-
berland faction’s, I, 236, footnote

420; Franklin’s, I, s7; general, I,
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341; George III's, II, 14; Gren-
ville's, I, 330; Northington's, I, 264-
265; Pitt’s, I, 191; Richmond’s, I

fostnote s8g; Walpole's, 11, gg

Old Whigs Ministry: attitude toward
colonies, I, 253-260; Barrington's
plan, I, 246-251; characterization,
I, 265, II, 209; colonial policy, I,
236-237, 248-249, 258-260, II, 249-
250; contrasted with Pittites, [, 230-
231; Dartmouth, type of, I, 236; de-

el

cline in power, I, 251; dismissec
252-253, 264-265; economic theory,
I, 248-249; enforce proclamation of
1763, I, 243-246; favor peace, I, 48;
give position to Barrington, I, 248 ;
influenced by Pitt, I, 238-239; Mer-
cer did not preass petition on, I, 315;
ministry replaced, I, 269; not ex-

clude leaders of power, I, 233; op-

5

position, I, 248 ; plan for return to
power, I, z30; plan for West, I,
245-246, 248, 265; policy, I, 231
policy toward army, I, 249; polit-
ical philesophy, I, 242, 248-249, 258-

reorganization of

1
repeal

i
-
13

ret
=
=

o
2

e
B
-
o
(]
i
e

249; western policy, I, 2 .
253, 265, foolnotes 435, s47. Can-
ada — attitude toward Maseres' bill,
I, 26z: attitude toward Roman

Catholicism in, I, 257, 2613, II, 217,
223-224, 232; appoint Carleton, I,

32
259; Board of Trade accept policy
for, 11, 226 ; influenced by Carleton,
I, 26c; policies, I, z57-263; pro-
posed measures, 11, 217; recall Mur-
ray, I, 259; recommendations to

Board of Trade, I, 262

Onslow, George: agreed to accept
terms of petiion of Grand Ohio
(1r|:rl;i:1r|_v| ”, 104

Ontario: in middle district of Indian
Department, I, footnote 510

Ormsby, John: named in Indian deed
of cession, 11, footnote 142

Orwell, Lord: member of Board of
Trade, I, 153

Oswald, James: I, foofnofe 54%; ad-
vises Bute on choice of ministry, I,
r37: follower of Bute, I, faotnate
44.; friend of Smith, Douglas, Hume,
and Kames, I, 37; leader in Scot-
tish circle, I, 140; opinion of Shel-
burne, I, 150; Scotch scholar and

politician, I, 37; suggested for

Board of Trade, I, 139

Oswald, Richard: land owner, I, foot-
mote 160

Oswego: proposed military force at,

I, 250

Ottawa River: I, 298

ains: II, footnote 168

Ouiatenon: captured by Indians, I,
187

Ovwerton, Samuel: member of Vis

Quasciota Mour

Land Company, II, 207
Oxford, University of: Shelburne sent

to Christ Church, I, 143; university

unprogressive, I, 37

*aciFig Coast: 11, 238
I!.

re, John: member of Virginia land
company, II, 207

Pamphlets: ddvantages of Settlen

upon o tn North America, in-
formation drawn from French
sources, II, 17s5; Awnalysts, Evans

urges erection of colonies in Ohio

Valley, I, o1; Carolana, publis

by Coxe, I, g6 Concise Aee

North America, by Rogers, I, foot-
notes 128, 132 Considerations on
Agreement of Lords Commissioners
of His Majesty's Treasury, /
Honourable Thomas Walpole, ete

written to overcome opposition fo
scheme of Grand Ohio Company,

IT, 145, 1643 Contest in America be-

faveen Greal Britain and Fra
by Mitchell, I, 8%o0: Examinati
of Commercial f’rl:u."f}'l,l'.r'_[ n..l' Late

Nnce,

.-".'.--.qa.urir:r:'rm, written ||j.' “LIl'kl:', I,

R%
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footnote 76; Expedicncy of securing
our American Colonies by settling
Country adjoining Mississippi ad-
vocates colony in Ohio Valley, I
100; Interest of Great Britain con-

]

sidered, 1, 58, 311: Letter addressed
to fawo great Men, written by Doug-
las, I, 56, 57, 78: Miscellaneous
Representations relative to our Con-
cerns in America written by M’Cul-
loh, 1, 62; Observations on, and An-
sawers to, foregoing Report, Whar-
ton's reply to report of Board of
Trade, II, 134, 135, footnote 239:
Observations on Present State of
Vaste Lands of Great Britain, writ-
ten in favor of western expansion
by Young, II, 164; Present State of
European Settlements on Missis-
sippi, influence on speculation, II,
169-170; written by Pittman, II,
169; Reasons for keeping Guada-
loupe at a Peace preferable to Can-
ada, 1, 6o, 78; Remarks on Letter
address'd to two great Men, an-
swered by Franklin and Jackson, I,
58. Pamphlet awarfare—on treaty
of peace, I, 56-63, II, 253-255; Wal-
pole's, II, 164

Paris: fur trade to, I, 300; see Treaty
of Paris

Parliament: I, 220, 231, 2 7

240, 259, 263, 264, 265, 342, footnote

235, 2!

34 7y
425; 11, 118, 224, 236, footnote 436
Bedfordites’ policy of great influ-
ence in, II, 32; court faction con-
trolled largest number of votes in,
II, 41; debate, I, 336; division, I,
236; endorsed Indian reservation,
II, 247; factions in 1772-1773, 1I,
144; heated discussion over fur
trade, I, 216: influence of Scotch
faction in, II, 24-25, 243: make
trade law, II, 59: necessity of act
to regulate trade, II, 241; North's
boast in, II, 38; North's strength
in, IT, 38; Old Whigs weakest fac-

tion in, I, 341; peace accepted
through influence of Fox, I, 192;
popular idea in, I, 328: power of
Chatham ministry, 1, 327; Rocking-
ham advocates predominance, I,
233; strength of Grafton ministry,
IT, 21-22: Townshend’s conduct, I,
333; western policy, I, 238,
339, 11, 250; Whig families, I
Canada — Maseres suggzested tax for,
IT, footnote 420; Quebec Bill for,
II, 191, 237, 245-247, 261, foolnote
4145 to pass ordinances for, 222.
Colonies— adopt bill of Townshend
for, I, 336; proposed act of su-
premacy over, I, 237: punitive

329-

aar
» 345

measures passed for, II, 211; Shel-

burne expresses views on, I, 177:
Stamp Act repealed, I, 240: taxa-
tion, I, 329

Party government: development, I, 21,
23; king subordinated to cabinet, I,
22; opposition to, I, 22; supplanted
by rule of factions, I, 25, 26

Patten, James: claims, II, 116

“p ;

axton Bovs":
by, II, 238
Pelham, Henry: death, I, 25

murders committed

Pelhams: Rockingham adaopts political
platform, I, 233; political manipu-
lation, I, 22; Whigism, 1, 233

Penman, James: landowner, I, foot-
note 169

Penn, Gov, John: I, footnote 613 at-
tended treaty, II, 66; amount of
land sold by, II, 113

Penn, Thomas: I, 243, footnote 613

Pennsylvania: I, 321, II, footnote 168;
activity of western traders, I, 300,
303; appropriates money for run-
ning boundary line, II, 66; attitude
of merchants toward Indian man-
agement, I, 204; boundary line of
Vandalia to begin at, II, 1s50;
claims of merchants, I, 95; com-
missioners gave Indians presents,

II, 66; Croghan's tract in, II, ég9;
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forts do not protect, 1I, 48; fur
traders fear western colonization, I,
ro7; gave no support to Illinois
Land Company, II, 203; immigra-
tion of Germans and Scotch Irish
to, II, 66; Indians object to western
expansion in, I, 120; interest in
boundary line, II, 65-66; interested
in land of Iroquois, 11, 64; Jacksen
agent for, I, 310; Lancaster County
in, 1I, zoz ; lands advertised in Ga-
zette of, 1I, 185; makes treaty of
Easton, I, 121; need of western ex-
pansion, 11, 65-66 ; new land opened
for colonization, IT, 7r; one boun-
dary of Lyman's proposed colony,
11, 9z ; ordered to control Fort Pitt
and Illinois, II, 55; paid for land
obtained at Fort Stanwix, II, 72;

“Paxton Boys” of, 11, 238; pay for
|

western land, II, 64; quitrents not

}
collected in, I, 283; resolutions

from assembly, I, 354; rival claims
with Virginia over Fort Pitt, 1I,
188-189; upholds imperial claim to
West, I, 110; western boundary un-
surveyed, IT, 188; western county,
II, foofuofe 194; Wharton's influ-
ence concerning trade, I1, 55; Whar-
ton trained in politics, 11, g6

Pensacola: II, 166 English ignorance,
I, 77; military district, I, 1325 pro-
posed military force, I, 250

Petty, Sir William: ancestor of Shel-
burne, I, 142

Phe
West Florida, II, 176

ps, Capt. Matthew: settler ir

Philadelphia: 1, 303, 305, 321, II, 55,
148, 165, 197; Ayres from, II, 165;
Baynton, Wharton and Morgan
merchants in, I, 320; Franks and
Company in, 11, zo1, footnote 370;
Grand Ohio Company petitioned
Continental Congress in, II, 248;

Henry delegate to congress in, 1I,

| 1g93; interest in West, I, go; Jeffer-
son de

egate to congress at, 11, 215;
opinion of Franklin, II, 157; plan
formed in, I, 316, 351-352; rumor
of grant to Grand Ohio Company,
II, 1x8; some members of Wabash
Land Company from, II, zo4; trad-

ers hostile to Virginia, I, go; trad-
ers of, 11, 202; Wharton of; II, 66,

164

Philosophical principles: Ecomomi
Burke's, I, 58; changing opinion, I,
52; divergent opinions, I, 106-114;
Grenville’s, 1, 330; Halifax's, I,

in Canada-Guadaloupe dilemma, I,
166, 168; Lyman's, I, 316; of au-
thor of Reasons for keeping Guada-
foupe, 1, 6o; of court fac

ion, I, 58:

of supporters of treaty of peace, 1
=27

opinion divided on, I, 54; Shel-

Old Whigs’, I, 248-249; public

4=

burne’s, 1, 152, 279 346-350;

¥ (]

334

toward West, I, 330. FPolitical
Bolingbroke's, I, 24, 339; Bute’s, I,
136; Chatham ministry’s, I, 270;
discussion, I, 20-24; Grenville-
Bedford faction's, I, s40; Grenvill-
ites', I1, 42; in constitutions for new
colonies, I, 168; Jackson’s, I, j11;
North ministry’s, 11, 40, footnote
of Quebec Bill, II, 248 ; Old Whigs',
I, 232-237, 241-242, 235-246, 248-
249, 258-259; Pitt's I, 268 ; Rocking-
ham’s, I, 233; Shelburne's, I, 151,

280, 343, 345; triumvirate minis-
y
try's, I, 164

Pitt, Thomas: attitude toward

liam Pitt, II, 100; land specul
I, footnote 381; member of Grand
Ohio Company, 1lI, 100, footnole
151

Pite, William, Earl of Chatham: I,

200, 335, fooinofe 452, I, 13, 1§,

21, 210; accepts Bolingbroke's phil-

osophy, 1, 24, 34, 268; agitation of
measures for Canada during time

|k
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of, II, footnate 414;
Hillsborough president of Board of
Trade, II, ¥6; Rock-

ingham faction, I, 338; attempts to

appointed
approached

extend British claims to Canada, I

65 ; Bristol writes views of ministry

to, I, footnole 280; causes t'(-r-'ign:a-
tion of Halifax, I, 154; character-
ization, I, 267, II, 20; chooses Shel-
burne to solve American problem, I

276; compared to Shelburne, I, 140,

146; concentrated power in hands
of southern secretary, 11, 14; cobp-
eration not asked, I, 251 ; credit for
repeal of Stamp Act, I, 239, fool-
note 426; decision of Canada-Gua-
20, 45, 49;
3; driven from office by Bed-
fordites, IT, 126; effect of illness, I,

daloupe dilemma, I, 19,
52, 6

274, 326, 327, 331, 357, 1I, 35, 36,
qo; followers, I, 34; gives offices to

Old Whigs, I, footnote 482: Graf-
ton leader in absence of, I, 342;

Grafton demanded dismissal of

Shelburne from, II, 35; Hillsbor-

ough colonial secretary with col-

leagues who were followers of, 1II,

21; hurries to London, I, 331; in-

fluenced by Beckford, I, footnofe 67;
influence, II, 231; knowledge of
Franco-Spanish alliance, I, 67; Let-
fer addressed to tava great Men, 1,

57; letter to, I, 3 ministerial

policy, I, 231; negotiations for land
Ohio, I,
180 ;

south of 70; mnegotiations

‘\.‘-Eli}_ I llt'glli‘l."l‘;lr[hu \\'i[h

Newcastle, I, 154 not permit Hali-

fax to become third secretary in

1756, 11, 14; opposes French fishing

rights, I, 63; policy to weaken

France, I, 69; political principles,

I, 270; prime minister; I, zo, 23,

189, 265; proposal to name colony
after, II, 119:
I, 328;

163 succeeded by Bute, I, 67; union

representatives in

resigns, I, 67, II,

cabinet, ¥

with Temple, 1, 232; value of his

support, I, 234; watches public
opinion, I, s4. Aititnde toward -
Bedford, I, r9r; Bedfordites, 1, 337:
Bute, I, 68; Bute's negotiations, I,
foatnote 101: Canada-Guadaloupe
dilemma, I, footnote 67; Choiseul,
I 1774
Egremont, I, 125; George 1II, 1
34; Grenville, 1
Hillsborough, I, 19

, 66; colonies in I1, 236;
y
}

wnufactur-

73 ma
43

ers, I, sr:

233,

peace, I, Quebec
Bill, II, 246; Stamp Act, I, 23
faotnote 422; Walpole, 11, 95. Min-
istry — attempt to bring into, I, 182
attempts to Tl‘:JI':I:!I:]i‘JL‘, I, 337-342;
Bute's desire to bring into, I, 195;
dictates policy, 1, 238-239: forms,
[, 269; member of Grafton, II,
footnote 12 opposes Townshend's
admission, I, festfrofe g91; placed
in, by George IIl’s faction, I, 35;
proposed for, I, footnote 230, Opin-
ion of = Conway's, I, 234; George
[T1’s, I, 136, 189; Grenvillites’, I,
33; Newcastle’s, I, 231; Thomas
Pitt's, 11, roo; Shelburne’s, I, 168,
I1, 15. Political affiliations =1, 267-
268 ; brings forward Tories, 1, 39;
brings new members to Whig par-
ty, I, 36; identified with Old Whigs,
I1, footnate 457; joined by Tories,
I, 25; leader of opposition Pittites,
I1, 97; proposed head of Old Whigs,
I, 230: “Yeung Patriot,” I, 24
Pitt, William, Junior: influenced by
Shelburne, I, 343
Pittites: I, 233; adherence to Boling-
brake’s ideal,

with

I, 42; agreement with
I, alliance

I11,
Grenvillites and Old Whigs, II, 41-

George 423

42, 97:; alliance with Leicester

=y IR

House and Newecastle factions, [,
Camden’s connection with, I,
479; Old

Whigs, I, 136; colonial policy, II,

267;

footnote coalition with

153 ; contrasted with Old Whigs, I,

relations w'l1h, [

231; Conwa .
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234, footnote 479; described, T, 34
division into administration and op-
position groups, 11, 97; feud with
Grenvillites, I, 42; Grafion's con-
nection with, II, footnate 479;
ideals never realized, II, 36; 1n
cabinet of Grafton ministry, IT, 173
in Chatham ministry, I, 269; in
Grand Ohio Company, 11, go; influ-
ence in Privy Council, 1I, 222;
members of North ministry, I, 38,
faofnote 4z; not eligible for colo-

nial seeretaryship, II, 16; objec-

tions to treaty of peace, 1, footnate
rr5: offshoot of Whig party, I, 313
opinien in Canada-Guadaloupe di-
lemma, I, 54: oppose Quebec Bill,
11, 245-247; opposed to Old Whigs’,

I, 230, Attitude tosvard — Old Whi
I, 234; repeal of Stamp Act, 1, 238,

footnote 425; supremacy of Parlia-
ment over colonies, I, 237; Whar-

ton, II, 97. Members-1, 34; Gas-

- 1 1053
les of — fa-

coyne, I,
Walpole, 1
vor expansion, I, 269; imperialism,

I, 314; platform, I, 2703 policy
toward India, I, 272; radicalism, I,
214; relations to other factions in
North ministry, II, 40; Rochford
;!11:[-‘ “, 374 support Shelburne’s
plan for colonial governments, I,
foatnote 316; to shape policies of
government in Grafton ministry, II,

of

21r; voted for complete repea

Townshend act, II, 37
Pittman, Capt. Philip: writes of cli-

mate in West Florida, 1I, 169-170
Pittsbu see Fort Pt

Pittsylvania: name of colony project-
ed by New Jersey, I, 93; proposed
name for Grand Ohio Company’s
colony, 11, 1149, fontnote 207

Plan of Union: of Albany conference,
I, go

Point Levis: proposed Protestant cap-
ital at, I, 167

Politics: description of fa

| Pontiac: creates confederacy, I, 187

Political Essays concerning present

State of Briti
of western colonial policy, 11, 174;

ki Empire: discussion

probably written by Campbell, II,

174

Political parties: annihilation, I, 43

tions, I, 24-
41; see Factions; factions and
West, I, 28, 241; Bute and Pitt, I,
45-69; formation of Grenvil

e-Bed-

ford ministry, I, 189-193; see Gren

ville-Bedford ministry; forma

of triumvirs: 138-140;
(&)

e ministry, I

see Trinmairate ministry; Grafton

becomes leader, I, 332; North joins,

I, 342; Bedfordites join, II, 1r-14;
Hi

ham and Shelburne resign, II,
istry.  Ghat-

Ishorough joins, I, 163 Chat-

363 see Grafton mi

ham ministry —formation, I, 268-

270; desertion of Old Wh

s, I,

273 result of Chatham’s sickness, I,
274, 326; Townshend’s acts, I, 3268-
332 see Chatham ministry. Nego-

frations r.rllr August, 1703 = cause <Jf,
I, 18g-190; Bute's purposes, I, 190;

cgotiations, 1, 191-192. Negotia-

tions of summer, I707 —purpose, I,

37; Chatham’s opinion, I, 337;

L

negotiations, I, 3
of Old Wh
Whigs mini

7-241; final re-
0ld

3
1

fusa gs, I, 34T

Pitt, I, 230-232; formation, I, 2

see Old IWhigs ministry. North

ministry — formation, II, 37-38;

Grenvillites join, II, 38

mouth joins, II, 137-138; power of
I

Bedfordites, II, 126, 128, 210-211I,

230, 236; see Nerth m

Panteach: written by Rog

see Pontiac's Conspiracy

Pontiac's Conspiracy: I,

+ causes, I, 18

]

§7: delays British occt
Il
effect on Indian traders, I,

inois, I, 299 description,

I, 187

tw
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455; news reaches Amherst, I, 187; | Price, John: friend of Shelburne, I,

news reaches England, I, 170, 187;
prevents action on western coloniza-
tion, I, 215; traders’ losses during,
I, 95, 11, 200; traders demand ret-
ribution, II, 67

Popple, Henry: map of British Amer-
ica, I, footnote 126

Duke

I, foofnote 482; member of

Portland, of : gi'.'L':ll ofhice lll\_'
Pitt,
Old Whigs, I, 30

Porto Rico: Grenville proposes ces-
sion, I, 72

Post Vincent: see Fincennes

Posthwait, Samuel: named in Indian
deed of cession, 11, foofnote 142

Potomac River: II, foofnote 168

Powell River: II, zo6

of

Hillshorough, LI, 146; attitude to-

Pownall, John: adhered to policies

ward Indian reservation, I, 171,

IT723

characterization, Il, 146; com-

plaint of Suffolk and Gascoyne, 11,
» 159,

report, I,

160; dislike of Egremont, I
Board of

footmote 311; under-secretary, II,

drafts Trade

102, I46-1. opinion of Gascoyne's
influence, 11, 147;
I, ‘x47;
Trade, I,

Pownall, Thomas: admirer of Gren-

opinion of North,

'_\.l,!l.,_'{'{_".:ll'_'\' UE 1"1“:1[1] Ul‘

I55

ville, II, 9o, foofnote 158 : agreed to
reorganization of company, 11, foo?-

167; Croghan receives letter

i

note
to, I, zzo; friend of America, 1I,
211 governor of Massachusetts, I1,
993
projects, I, go; interested in west-

indorses Franklin's colonial
ern expansion, I, 100; member of
Ohio 11,

footnote 151; proposes scheme of

Grand Company, 100,
barrier colonies, I, g1

Preston, Col. William: claimed Walk-
er and Lewis purchased land from

I,

whelm Indians, II,

Indians, =70+ ‘desire to over-

191 : land spec-

ulator, II, 110

Privy Council: I,

44

Priestley, Joseph: friend of Shelburne,

I, 124, footnote 23

7
243, II, 131, 139,

163, 220, fna:rmrc' I199; accepts
Shelburne’s recommendations, 1T,
352, 356; Board of Trade reports

to, II, 26, 130, 133, 156; considers
Old Whigs® plan of Quebec, 11, 221-
222+ considers Grand Ohio Com-
pany’s petition, 11, 1o7; delays ac-
tion on Board of Trade report on
Ohio Company, I, 88; Grand Ohio
Company refutes report of Board
of Trade before, II, 134-136; in-
structions to Murray, I, 259; issued
‘lTl.‘i{;'l]i‘_‘[ifl[].‘i L'[]I![‘.L"_'I]‘l]l_‘z _‘_-_’T[I[]ii]'l_‘,f []f

land, 11, 212, 214; North's attitude

toward decision, II, 137; ordered

gra for Grand Ohio Company,
IT, 247-248;
informed of new colony, 1I, 136;

order Iroquois to be

order regarding Board of Trade, I,
153; passes proclamation, I, 203;
permit correspondence with Indian
superintendents, I, 170 petition of
Dunmere for land before, 11, foor-

note 32 prohibition of western
colonization accepted, I, 126; re-
ceive memorial of Grand Ohio

Company, 1I, 248; receives report,
Beshr:

1

recognize claim of Grand

Ohio Company to land, II, 136;
refers Lyman's plan to Board of
Trade, 11, g2 resolution concerning
Canada, II, 222; Rocking

minister, 1, 233; support needed, I,
2309. Attitude toward — petition of
Ohio II,

Shelburne, II, 222-223; western ex-

Grand Company, 142 ;
pansion, 1I, 136

1!!:

153

1762 1, 245, 286,

affects land

Proclamation

354, 11, 11T, 191}
grants, 11, footnote 391; Byrd made
out land claims for soldiers under,

I1, 112; changes made by Halifax,
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I, zor; changes in Shelburne'’s ideas,
I, zor; formation of policy for, I,

151-182;. Grand Ohio Company

promises to protect settl

pre-

vious to, II, 117; Shelburne writes
part of, I, 200; opinions of author-

sl

ip LTIF', 1,200, footnote 360 ; hand-

gs of proclamation, I, feot-
note 360; conception of, I, 188; de-
lay in announcement, I, 18g; Dun-
more’s attitude toward, II, 188 ; ef-
fect on proposed settlement of De-
troit, I, 2z45; enlarged purpose, I,
19y; Hillsborough’s ignorance, I,
204 ; imperialism set for, in, II,
242 Indian management in, I

]

Canada—blunder

fecting, I, zo6-
210, 11, 216-234; cffect on French-

Canadians, II, 224: Hillshorough's

opinion of execution of, in, 1I, 225
Mansfield’s opinion of execution of,

in, II, 233; proclaims English law

in, 1, zo7, 253, 26 relation to
Roman Catholicism in, I, fostnote
a6r. [Iuterpretations of -1, 243, 11,
132; Barrington’s, I, 249; Board of
5, II, r3r; Dunmore’s, 1II,
186: Knox's, 11, 242; popular, 11,

184-185; mistakes in, [, zo4-210;
opinions of, I, 208-209; ordered to
be prepared, I, 199; passage, I,
183-210. Policy foward -1, 211;

boundary , I, 202; French set-
tlements, I, 202-206, 243, 11, 195;
Indian reservation, I, 2e2-203: fur
trade, 1, 217; western settlement, 11,

()

185: West, 1, 250, 358, II,

Shelburne’s attitude toward, I, 313;

significance of, I, 157; time of

- ¥

writing, I, z03; troops desire

sions of, 1I, footuofe

under proy

316

Protestants: I, 256, 258, 349; affected
by toleration of Roman Catholi-
cism, II, 246; exempted from tithes,

[, 2c6: Maseres admirer of, 11,

opposition to Catholicism, T, 2553

position in Vandalia, II, 154, 155-
156; p!'i\'“t‘,\lﬂ:« in Canada, 11, foor-
note 413; proposal to extend re-
ligion in Canada, I, 167, 11, 224;
Quebec Bill affects, LI, 244; schools

and parishes in Canada, I, 256;

|
|
‘ status.in Canada, II, 226

Piussia: proposed a

liance with, I, 270

raels examined land for

Putnam, Is

Adventurers,” 11, fooi-

mofe 315

Putnam, Rufus: examined land for

M

itary Adventurers,” II, faot-

noté 315

QUAK tolerated in Vandalia, II,

155, fooinele 271
Quebec: see Canada
Quebec Bill: I, 181, 11, 209, footnofes
a7, 289, ~a25: activity. of Grand

Ohio Company during passage, II,

| 247-248; -attitude toward
| expansion after
discussion, 11, 216-249, foofn
effect, 11, 34, footnote 436; failure,
[1, 250; fnal policy begun in Chat-
ham ministry, IT, 217; history of
| progress, through Parliament, II,

influence of Shelburne on,
ion gathered for,
into Parliament,
:ld influenced form

245-2
IT, 226 inform:

IT, 234 ; introduce
IT, 217; Mansh

of, 11, footnote 330; period before

introduction into Parliament, 1I,
236; policy for West, II,

, 230-

245, 247; political philosephy, 1I,

248: problems, II, 235; punitive

measures added to, I, 237; purpose
of, I, 204, II, 216-217, 237; result
of imperialism, II, 245; status of

Old Southwest after sage of, 11,

tude

2 .'J!J'JIHH,’r'_I 345, .-rr'n, _f.’.’.'-
toavard — Camden'’s, II, 243-244;
Dartmouth’s, IT, 241; George IIT's,
[T,
nate g6o: Old Whigs’, 11, 245-2

a7: Knox’s, 11, 242, fool-

4
Pitt's, I, 246 ; Pittites’, TI, 245-247;
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Shelburne's, 11, z44; Wedderburn's,
IT; 241. Prowisions for—boundary
247 ;

234-23
I, 23

reservation, II,

line, II, French Canadians, II,
5)'237) 240-241,245;
7» 239-245; Indian
247 11,
247; law, II, footuote 436: trade,
II, 237, 241-244; religious tolera-
tion in Canada, II, 245; West, II,

217-230
ot i
Ilinois,

Indians,

34, 237, 240-245, 247,
Duke

memorial of Grand Ohio Company,

249

Queensbury, of: considered
I1, footnote 463
Quitrents: collection, I, 283, 284; dis-
cussed by North ministry, II, 212;
Great Britain’s policy toward, IT,
145: Hillsborough to inwvestigate,
11, ro4; instructions of Privy Coun-
cily=El
2153: Lyman’s scheme for, II, 173:
Grand

released

214; irregularly paid, II,

provisions of Ohio Com-

IT,

grants in western Virginia, I, 8g;

pany, 104} on land

Shelburne's attitude toward, I, 281,

282, 334, 347; system proposed by
Mississippi Company, I, 93; Thur-
low and Wedderburn object to sys-

tem in Vandalia, II, 159

R‘q\".’]f\'.';.'_, —1 f}F‘IiI];n]l of Shl’]hur]w,
I, 149
Red Stone Creek: II, 167

Redstone River: settlement on, 11, 114

Revolution of 1688 : connection of Old
Whigs to, I, 20, 28

Reynolds, Sir Joshua: friend of Shel-
burne, I, 144

Rice, George: member of Board of

Trade, I, 1535

Richardson, Samuel: opinion of Dart-
mouth, I, 235

William:

footnote 169

Rii’.‘i]l'l[!‘, 1:1”(’ owner, I

Richmond, Duke of: II, 219; attitude
toward Old Whigs, I, footnote 58¢;

member of Old Whigs, 1, 30; reso-
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lutions, II, 218-219; of

secretary
Southern Department, I, 251
e Bichaydo=T1;

22, Joolnote

2B

|

|

|

| 282; advises North, II, 136-137; at-
] titude toward Gower, 11, 136-137;
| Bedfordite, I, footnote 26, 11, 136;
| considered memorial of Grand
| Ohio Company, II, footnote 363;
II favorite in ministry, I, foetnote 278 :
|

I,
| 40; plotter of Bedfordites, II, 4r;

paymaster in North 'ministry,

|  political philosophy of, 11, 12

Roberts, Lieut. —: Indian commissary

at Michillimackinae, I, footnote g1

Robertson, Col. James: land owner, I,
foatnote 169 ; showed Gage copy of
opinion of Camden and Yorke, II,
I.f’uﬂf.ur’lf,‘ 369

Robinson, Atkinson: member of Grand
Ohio Company, 1I, fostnote 151
Robinson, John: characterization, II,
of

corruption fund, II, 100;

100-t01; charge government’s
influence,
II, ro0; member of Grand Ohio
Company, LI, footnote 151
Robinson, John: member of Virginia
council, 1I, foofnote 186; petitioned
for land in West, I, footnote 186
received land, I, 88
Roche, Capt. B: criticizes Barring-
ton's plan, I, footnote 543

IT,

attempted

]'\'{Ul.'!l!'l}l\l, Lord: 134, ,r'm;r.';n,r;'_c

282, 191; to persuade

Thurlow and Wedderburn to
give up objections, II, r59; con-
sidered memorial of Grand Ohio

Company, II, footnate 463; inde-
pendent Whig, II, 37, 127; secre-
of I1,
| foofnote 42; interest in speculation,
R 8 {5 30
= | T

II,

court faction in ministry, II, foot-
42
| Board of Trade’s recommendations,

ta ry northern Ll(‘!'l{ll’“'ll{‘[lt‘

joined anti-Pittite forees,
joins Grand Ohio Company,
member of

127, [ooinote 151;

note on committee to consider
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i
Rockingham, Marquis of: I, 246, 257, ‘
|

Rockingham faction: see Old W iigs
Rockingham ministry: see Qld W higs

Rocky Mountains: 1I, 238
Rogers, Maj. Robert: author of Con-

Roman Catholicis

THE MISSISSIPPI VALLEY

I1, 156; southern secretary, 11, 37;
vated against repeal of Townshend

-

Act, 11, 37

7
spointed  Carleton,
Hey, and Maseres, II, 227; char

g 0T 20k a

terization, I, 233; demands king's
approval of repeal of Stamp Act, |
I, 237, 240; dismissed, I, 264-265; |
followers, I, 337; lack of sympathy
with Shelburne, I, r43; leader of
0Old Whigs, I, 30; negotiations

with, I, 190; no cobperation with

Fitt, I, 251 ; policy, I, 321; po
philosophy, I, 233: proposed as
first Lord of Treasury, I, 340; se-
lection of president of Board of
Trade, I, 234; views Pitt's, I, 230

Ministry

cise Account of North America, 1,

footnote 128; describes fertility of

West, I, footnote 132; quotation

from his Ponteach, I, 184; thinks
Illinois will be depopulated by

snch, I, foefnote 128

m: characterization
Whigs toward, I,

of policy of Ol
265 petition for wider toleration,

11, 226 proposed measure, 11, 2193
B

Quebec Bill grants toleration, I1I,
245; results of suppression in Ire-

land, II, 2

oA

-235: results of tolera-

status

in Er

gland, I, 255; status in Can-
-264. Attitude toward -

24z : English, II, 228;

Roman Catholics: see Roman Ce
icism

Ross, Alexander: member of Franks
and Company, II, footnote 370

Rumsey, James: member of Franks
and Company, 11, }-ufu'nuh' 370

Russia: alliance with, proposed, 1, 270

St. AnTHONY, Falls of: I, 316
Saint Augustine: military district, I,

132

St. John's: method of establishing
colony at, 11, 145, 164
St. Joseph: captured by Indians, I,

187; trade, I, o2

St. Lawrence, Gulf of: France desires
fishing rights in, I, 63

Saint Lawrence River: boundary of

Iroquois’ claims, 1, 46, 11, 64; court

faction writer mentions, I, 7
trade, I, 300, 302, 307; Gage's opin-
ion of trade, I, 48

Saint Lawrence Valley: proposed
province of Canada, I, 175; settle-
ments, 11, 28

Saint Louis: French from, monopolize
fur trade, I, zg0; Gordon visits, I,
302

Saint Pierre, Island of: promised to

France, I, 64

Sandusky: captured by Indians, I, 187

Sandwich, Lord: 1, r4s, II, 22, feot-
note 391; Bedfordite, I, fooinote
26; considered memorial of Grand
Ohio Company, II, footnete 463;
desires new triumvirate, I, 194 ; fa-
vorite in ministry, 1, footnote

favors westward expansion, I, 212;

in triumvirate ministry, I, 158; in-

fluence in ministry through
ling East India Company, II,

member of Bedfordites in N

. : sat
ministry, II, feofnofe 42z; political

i|||-||'|‘|h.'.', 11, 12

argent, John: agreed to reorganiza-

tion of company, II, foatnote 1t

8%

Si

7 ]

on
- 4

o




F.u'n]

IN BRITISH POLITICS

381

member of Grand Ohio Company,
II, ror, footnote 151
Saunders, Sir Charles: Pitt gives of-
fice to, I, footnote 482
Scioto River: 11, 151, footnote 380;
Ohio
pany's grant, II, footnote 168 ; Bou-

boundary of Grand Com-
quet and Franklin plan colony, I,
100; proposal in 1770 to buy land,
I1, footnote 380

Scotch: interest in western coloniza-
tion, 1, footunote 167 interested in
trade in Canada, I, 295, 11, 24, 243;
interest in western trade, II, 195;
numerous emigrants to Canada, I,
39: Wedderburn, 11, 158

Scotch faction: drawn into court fac-
tion, I, 37-38; effect on policy of
influ-

I [

interest in Canada, II, 243, footnote

western expansion, 11, 24-25;

ence in western America,

ol

~J
Scotch-Irish: migration of, I, 85, 1I

66, 113
Scotland: II, 233; economic develop-
ment, I, 37; intellectual awakening,
I, 37
Scottish philosophers: Oswald and
Smith, 1, 140

Secretary of State for the Southern

Department: conflicts with ;lrl‘r-'.i—
dent of Board of Trade, I, 152,
276; Conway, I, 234, 251; Egre-

mont, I, 154; Halifax, I, 198; jeal-
ous of power of colonial secretary,
IT, 42 official duties, I, 152; over-
burdened with work, I, 153; pow-

I 14

Richmond, I, 251;

ers increased, proposed

c‘|]:}11_.f;".‘, I
Rochford

y 2823
Sl
» Shelburne

Shelburne, I, 139,

276-277 keeps affairs
secret from, I, 160; Suffolk, II,
footnate 42; withdrawal of juris-

diction over American colonies, I,

357, 11, 14
Seven Years’ War: I, 267: origin, I,
463

Pitt's ministry during, I, 34;

|

question of western expansion prior
to, II, 29

Sharp, Gov. —: deseribed method of
granting land, 11, 213; governor of
Maryland, II, 213

Shawnee: attempts to form confeder-
acy with western and southern In-
dians, II, 18¢; left region west of
Virginia, II, footnote g95; Mingo
confederates, II, 190; participate in
Dunmore’'s War, II, 190-192; re-

sponsible for traders’ losses, II, 6y
Shelburne, Lord: I, 194, 197, 207,
fooinote 308, 11, g9, 210, 228; ad-

vocate of reforms, I, 343; biograph-

1

1€ character-

sketch, I, xq1-151;
ization of, I, 332; comment on di-
vision in ministry, II, 237; consid-
ers scheme of Philadelphians, 1,
322 ; Cromwellian influence, I, 142;
economic theory, I, 346-347: favors
Illinois scheme, I, 323; friends, I,
Idd; I
1433 of

United States, 1, 343; influence over

influenced Pitt,

influence

younger
on boundaries
Fox, I, footnote 230; interested in
granting of land, II, 212; Johnson
introduces Wharton, II, g5; loyal
to Pitt, IT, 15; Lyman’s proposal, I,
315; mental traits, I, 143-151; min-
istry decides to follow advice, I,
Hillsbor-

ough, I, 345: opposes Townshend’s

195; objects to plan of

demands, I, 332-333; political phil-

osophy, I, 1571, problems of

iu'l]](‘}' rut:l-rnnr.‘ln_l_l:, I, 168-170; seek-
ing information, I, 165; sends out
"‘U\':

Barrington's plan, T, vain at-

tempts to see Pitr, I, 274;

view of
Pitt's principles, I, 271; western
policy a factor in bringing Bed-

fordites into Grafton ministry, 1I,
Attitude foward — Bristol's, 1,

19.
fr;r;.*,r.'n.’f' 280 ];ITTL"S, I. ':l'S‘ 75H1
195; cabinet’s, I, 335; Chatham

ministry’s, I, 275; Disraeli’s, I, 135,

141, 343; Dunning's, II, foofnate
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11; Franklin's, I, 57; George IIl's,

=

I, 158, 195, 275; Jackson’s, I, s7;

Knox's, T, 155; Mansfield's, T, 159;
; :

ministry's, [, footnotes

Privy Council’s, II, 222-223; tri-

umvirate ministry's, I, 158; Wal-
pole's, 1, faotnote 285. Board of
Trade— disapproves report, 11, 29-

10 examines archives, I, 308:

Hillsborough president under, I

1z1; influence, I, 352-1353; pol-

icy adopted in report, II, 27; presi-

dent, I, 140, 155, 356; refusal to

be president, I, 234. Bous

lirte — attempts to turn frontiers
]'rnln_ I 173 ::|,1:_'.Ll;l|;: En\\'::TLI, I

: orders superintende

orders Vi

to. run, II ada — attitude
toward, II, 219-221, footmote 414;
attitude toward Roman Catholic
Church, II, 223-224, 232; gathered
material on, 11, 218; influence on
affairs of, 11, 226. Colonies —ad-
vocates autonomy of, I, 225,11, 723
analvsis of problems, T,

tude toward, in 1774,

chosen ]l_\' Pitt to solve Ii_lll':\[;f:v[l, I,
; colonial plan, I, 277-283; colo-
gw];m“' 140, 152, I57, I7O-
313, 332, 334335
= 11, so, 153; complete con-

i l"\’lli't'!_rl-llll or empire

and, I, 279 ; connection with, 1, +

CHSSCQ,

consults Gage on, I, 281; di
I, 333-334; favorable to, I, 1o2; in-
corporates scheme for, in plan, I,
344 importance in, I, 140, 156, II,

250, interested in Albany cong

I, 165; investigates expense, 1, 278,
281; not fear independence of, |
1713 plan for raising fund in, II,
123, 152; policy accepted by min-
1 rarded, 11,

1stry; I, 335 policy disre
503 proposes liberal colonial gov-

nments, I, 177; unable to influ-

£

e

ence policies toward, II, 35. {n-

I
!
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dians — considers problem, [, 28%
Franklin discusses with, I, foofnote
520; Johnson points out weaknesses
of regulations, I, zg1; opposed to
Indian superintendency, I, 114 ; pol-
icy toward department, I, 346-347:
receives information of war, 1, 354
warns Stuart to reduce expenses, 1,
,l".r,.-'_jry,-u!.' EIA, f"."f:.'.' .'J.l"- T, 345=350,
153, II, 25=30, 145, 250; acceptsd,
I, 350, II, aar; approved, I, 17§;
attitude toward, I, 322-5253; Board

of Trade conside

3
23-30, 93 Bute APproves, [ l,'.'a'-

change in, I, 354-356; characteriza-

tion, I, '343: cabinet received, I,
I

colenies recommended in,

344; consistency, II, 73; course

hrough departments; I, 352; Gren-

ville opposed, I, 177; Hillshorough
opposed, 11, 25; independence re-
tarded by, II, 32; ministry consid-
ered, TI, 26; not opposed, I, 357;
n'!:jm-rium to, I1, 22-26 Pittites sup-
ported, I, footnote 316; philosophy,
I, 343 ; prevented from execution, I,

182; Privy Counci

accepted, I,

3.:..:}" [H'r!{ll,‘ﬁg’li i[”i]‘,‘_‘r[f][ L'\-r.'_‘h]i

ment, I, 169; proposed military jur-

isdiction, I, 205; reception, 1, 335-
336 : unanswered, II, 22; weakness,
I, x%c.  Polit

lower of Bute, I, 139, 190, 195; lac

represer
h Pi

of rrfiy —interested in enforcement,

tes, I, 195. Proclamation

changed, I, zor; mis-

take caused by replacing, I, 206;

report prior to, I, 170-176, 332-3"
342 % te part of, I, 2o00.

offices = driven from office by

fordites, II, ri-16, 126; G

to become colonial secretary,

- 19+ in Chatham ministry, I, 269,
ot in Grafton

7: member of cabir

T ifin,
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ministry, Il, foetnote 12; proposed
for secretary of state for southern
department, I, 139-120: refused
colonial secretaryship, II, 16; re-
mained secretary of southern de-
partment, II, 16-17; resigned from
ministry in 1763, I, 195; resigned
from office of southern secretary,
IT, 36; results of removing, from
office in 1768, 11, 209-210; secre-
tary of southern department, I, 276-
277; radicalism of, II, 21. Rela-
tions with — Amherst, T, 315 Dart-
mouth, II, r4r; Egremont, I, 159;
Franklin, I, 279, 321, 3213, 344, 352
355, 1I, x29: TJackson, I, 279, 31

1
|

321; land companies, I, 313 ; Whar-
ton, 1I, g7. Trade— Atttude to-
ward laws, I, 346; Gage reports
on, I, 303, 306; opinion of, I, 216-
217, 11, 29; opposed to palicy of
Quebec Bill toward, 1I, 244; re-
moves restrictions in Canada, I,
298, IWestern expansion— attitude
toward, 1, 169, 171, 313, 314, 321,
3, 334 343, 344-350, 358, feotnote
I

- I2X 3 I!I’i!lgh’ up [JIl{'.‘\[‘Ilii]

S

i
oo

)

o

f S RS i . g = 1
of, I, 277; report on, I, 150-176, 11,

by, Evan: named in Indian deed
of cession, II, foofnote 142

Shirley, Gen. —: disagreements with
Johnson, I, 219

Silk: empire encourages cultivation,
| B,

Simon, Joseph: trader of Lancaster
county, II, zoz

Simonds, Joseph: named in Indian
deed of cession, 11, footnote 142

Six Nations: see froguois

Smallman, Thomas: named in Indian
deed of cession, 11, footnote 142

Smith, Adam: I, 140, 169; calls
Kames master of Scotch faction, I,
38; estimate of colonies, I, 103;
friend of Oswald, I, 37; influence

on Shelburne, I, 152

Smith, Charles: report of frontier
life, II, foatnote 442

Smith, William: writes pamphlet fa-
voring military settlements, I, 303

Society for the Propagation of the
Gospel in Foreign Parts: powers
granted to, I, 256; revenue in Can-
ada granted to, II, 22

Soldiers: claims in West, I, 315, 11
80, 81, 153

Sorel River: mouth of, proposed
Protestant capital, I, 167
South Caroli

a: 1, footnote 308 ; atti-
tude of fur traders towards coloni-
zation, I, 1o7; boundary line in, 1I,
62 ; claims in West, I, to9; familiar
to most writers, I, 167; fur traders
in Mississippi Valley, I, 299; gov-
ernor attended congress of Augusta,
I1, 621, festnate 88; land grants in,
I, 284; land speculation in, I, foof-
rnote 169; military district, 1, 132;
two regiments in East Florida,
Georgia and, 11, footnate 32

Southwell, Col. —: land owner, I,

fuu!.’m.".' 169

Southwest: see Old Southawest

Spain: I, 271; advantage in control-

ling navigation of Mississippi, I,
306 ; advantages of cession from, I,
164 alliance with France, I, 48, 67,
220; dispute with England over
Falkland Islands, II, so; France

cedes Louisiana to, 1 Great

Britain declares war on, I, 67; ig-
norant of terms of peace, I, 71;
Indian rights not disturbed by, I,
174; loses Havana, I, 67; objects
to French negotiations, I, 72; set-
tlement of land ceded by, I, 173
Spanish: control fur trade at New
Orleans, II, 47; encroachments of
traders, I, 3o7; expected to emi-
grate from Florida, I, 175, 2035;
fear of activities near West Flor-
ida, I1, 46; French dissatisfied with

rule, II, 167: French on side of
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river, II, 49; Gordon bought land
titles of, II, foatnote 396; Indian
rights not disturbed, I, 174; monop-
alize western fur trade, I, 297;
need of protection against, I, 316;
not encroach on Iraquois country,
II, 27; posts to protect Indian in-
tercourse \'\'i[|11 1[, 273 trade with
British colonies in Florida, I, 176

]

Spear, Joseph: named in Indian deed

of cession, I, foatnote 142

Speculation; attitude toward, in West,

I, 314; authorized under popular
interpretation of proclamation of
1763, 1I, 185; Camden's and
Yorke's opinion advantageous to,
11, zor, 203; defied ministerial pol-
icies, 11, 166, 239; eighteenth cen-
tury, I, 108; fraud in, I, 120, 186;
importance of, neglected, I, 86; im-

portance of trading groups in, II,

footnote 371; not affected by pol-
icy of 1768, I1, 250; owners of east-
ern land hostile to, T, 112: relation
to empire, I, 349: relation to
Shelburne's western policy, I, 748-

150; responsible for Dunmore's

War, T1, 193-194; see Land Com-
panics and Western Expansion.
Extent of—TI, 165-177; after ex-
ample of Murray, 1I, 205-208; in
Flor
in Virgin
I, 288, 3r1; on Kentucky River, II,
87; west of Holston River, II, 78.

Interest in—court faction's, I, 100-

a lands, I, 213, 285, II, 170
s

, 11, 8a; in western land,

101; Dartmouth's, II, 141, 139;
Dunmore’s, II, 18r; Grand Ohio
Company’s, 11, 94-109; Grenvill-
ites’, 11, gg9-100; Hazard's, I, 92,

j15; Illinois Company's, I, 320-
29: Illinois Land Company's, II,

[

202-204; Lee's, I, 99; Lewis), 1I,
65: Lvman's, I, 315-319; New Jer-
sev’s, [, 93; New York men’s, I, 99;
Ohio Company's, I, 87, II, r1r;
Pittites’, I1, g7-99: Rochford's, II,

Staple commodities: chief wah

Stonehewer, Richard:

Strahan, Andre

127; Shelburne's, 1, 313; Virgini-
ans’, II, 104, 109, 180-194; Wabash
Land Company’s, II, 203-204;

Walker's, II, 65

Speculators: boundary line protected

from, II, 73; desire wider boun-

daries, 11, 82; dislike Hillsborough,

11, 128; favored claims of Iroquois
south of Qhia, II, 65; interest of,
of North Carolina, II, 88-8g9; list
of, 1, footnote 16g9; negotiate with
Cherokee, IT, 82-83; protection of
Indians from, I, z22; Stuart com-
plains of actions, II, 83; Walker
and Lewis, Virginia delegates in
answer (o _!l'rh]]:ﬂ:ﬂ'ﬁ SUMMOons, lE,
6z value of, IT, 73

mp Act: 1, 253, 328,

fects of, I, 236, 11, 3:
Whig ministry’s repeal, 1I, 249;
passage, 1, 227; proposed, I, 164
Attitude of — Blackstone's, 1, 238,

¥ !};|1II1]U111:[‘:-, ]l. I

faatnaote

on's, I, 239-240; Gral-

court f:

dwicke’s,

Temple's,

Whigs", 1, 236-237; Pitt's, T, 238;
I

Pittites”, I, 238
various factions', I, 238, foofnofe

Repeal of -1, 240, 276; dis-

cussion, I, 239-240; effect on Amer-

ican issue, 11, 16; effect on factions,

I, 240-241; effect on W

colonies, I, 52

Stirling, Lord: I, footnote 455; land

speculator, I, footnote 381

Stirling, Capt. Thomas: takes posses-

sion of [llinois, I, 299

smber of

Grand Ohio Company, 11, 99, foot-
nofe 15X
: member of Grand

Ohio Company, I, foetnete 151

Strahan, William: laid plan of Grand

Ohio Company before Hertford, 11,
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128 ; member of Grand Ohio Com-
pany, II, 128, footnote 151; opin-
of scheme of
Company, II, 1r7;
opinion of Wharton, II, g6

conclusion
Ohio

ion of

Grand

Stuart, Charles: deputy of Stuart, I
28¢

Stuart, John: I, 221, fooatnole 6oo: II,
65, 84; actions of, I, 354; Cameron,

deputy of, II, 87; complains of
colonial policy of 1768, II, 52-53;

complains of methods of specula-
tors, II, 83; consults Johnstone, I,
f]{
T'rade, I, footnote ga3; desires in-
I, 213;
superintendent, I, 293; informed of

289; criticizes plan of Board

crease of power, faults 2s
methods of Virginia commissioners,

11,
sion, I, 87-8g; intimate with North

71; interest in western expan-

Carolina speculators, 1[I, 88; Lewis
complains of treaties, II, 82; not
influenced by Grand Ohio Com-
pany, II, 88; objects to soldiers’
petition, II, 81; opinion of western
IT: 81
Grenville-Bedford

expansion, powers under
I1
Boundary line — authorized in Lon-
['I{
257: Cherokee
Hard Lal

Cherokee congress at Lochaber,

plan,

£
] =T

don, II, 89; cause mistake in,

I, 8s-8g,

congress at

footnote
vour, 1I, 63;
I1,
83-85; complaints of Cherokee of
encroachments, I, footnote 88: es-
tablishes under Grenville-Bedford
located, on map for
Il 86, ixsT;
136; negotiates, at Augusta, 11, 62;

plan, II, 62;
Dartmouth, footnote
opens negotiations with Cherokee,
I, 79-80; purpose of running be-
tween Virginia and Cherokee, II,
186 IT,
pleased with Stuart's, II, 64.

new, 6r; Virginia dis-
In-
dians — appointed superintendent of,
I, 119, 289; difficulty of enforcing
regulations for, I, 293: expenses, I,

292 heard rumors of confederacy,

Sybil

IT, x89; holds series of treaties
with, II, 62; inaugurates Grenville-
Bedford plan for affairs, I, 289, II,
53; restrained, from uniting with
Shawnee, II, 189-190; treaty with
Cherokee, II, 74; tried to prevent
sale of lands to traders, 11, zos.
T'rade — attempts to force colonies
to pass regulations for, I, 55; com-
plains of regulations, I, 293; de-
scribes conditions in south, II, 56;
opinion of class of fur trac

rs; 11,
238; turned over management of
trade to colonies, 11, 53

Suffolk, Lord: II, fostuote 391: atti-
tude I,
147 ; considered memorial of Grand
Oh

toward colonial

ﬂ[i-.'xirs,

io. Company, II, footnote 463

influence over Wedderburn, II,
161; join Bedfordites to overthrow
Hillsborough, II, 161: leader of

Grenvillites, II, 39, 161; member
of cabinet in North ministry, II,
footnote 42; Pownall’s opinion, II,

160; secretary for Southern De-

partment, II, footnote 42

Sugar: colonial, used in empire, I, 51

| Sugar merchants: oppose tropical col-

nllit’b‘. I, 54

Susquehannah River: Indians at Fort
Stanwix, II, 68

Switzerland: source for western col-
anists, I, 99

L, or two Nations: Disraeli, char-

acterizes Shelburne in, I, 343

TAR: colonial, used in empire, I, 51
Taxation: I, 336; bill

Parliament, I, 336; colonial policy

adopted by

toward, I, 328; necessity of, I, 224;

of colonies, I, 169, 328; on imports,

I, 331; policy of Townshend to-
ward, IT, 250: proposal for Par-
liament to tax Canada, I, foolnote
420; question in Parliament, I, 329;
reason for not taxing fur trade, I,
228; repeal of affects

stamp act
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ki western colonization, I, =zar: set named in Indian deed of cessian,

I
|
forth by Grenville-Bedford minis- | 11, foatnote 142

; b ter, 11, 249 Shelburne's attitude to- | Thurlow, ;ard: attorney-general,
: | ward, I, 334; Townshend’s attitude 11, 157: consulted concerning Can-
! toward, I, 329, 331, 332, 336; un- ada, 11, 1 cobperation with
der Townshend, unstatesmanlike, Wedderburn, 11, 161; entered poli-

l. I1, 210 tics under Weymouth's protection,
Taylor, Charles: commissary for IT, 158; Fox’s characterization of,

Mississippi tribes, I, fosinofe 508 | II, 157-158; independent  of Bed-
} Taylor, William: member of Brown’s | fordites, IT, 161; member of Bed-
Land Company, II, 170; military fordites in North ministry, II, feai-
commandant of southern district, note 427 member of court faction,

L1, II, 158 opposed Vandalia, II, 157-
Tea: and for punitive measures 163; ordered to prepare grant of
after colonies refused, 11, 211; is- land to Grand Ohio Company, II,
sue raised over America’s refusal 247; plans of Grand Ohio Com-

| of, 11, 164-1¢ retention of tax on, pany to overcome opposition of, II,

11, z10. Effects of refusal of =11, 162-164: reported on Canadian af-
! ! 3 1

235-216, fooinole 136; colonial pol- fairs, 11, foafnote 42q. Attitude to-
icy, 11, zrr; delays activities of auard — Indian reservation, 11, 162;
Grand Ohio Company, 11, 248 proclamation, I, zo9, 361; Shel-

Temple, Earl: accepts Bolingbroke’s |  burne, T, footrate 247; we
philosophy, 1, 24; attitude toward | pansion, II, 160, 161-163
repeal of stamp tax, I, 238; friend- | Ticonderoga: maintain fort at Crown
ships and enmities, I, 232; inter- Point or, LI, 31
ested in western land, II, footnofe | Tobacco: raised in Mississippi Valley, I
157: land owner, I, footnotes 169, 11, 174; used in empire, I, 51
320, 381; member of Grand Ohio Todd, Anthony: member of Grand 1
Company, 11, festnate 151; opinion : Ohio Company, I, footnote 151; |
of union of Bedfordites and Graf- | agreed to reorganization of com- {
ton, Il, footnote 20; provisional |  pany, 11, feotnote 167 1
support, 1, 340; reass for not | Todd, Arthur: member of Grand
joining ministry, 1, 232; supports |  Ohio Company, II, ror
Wilkes, T, 189; “Young Patriot,” | Todd, Thomas: member of Grand
I, 24 Ohio Company, II, footnote 151

Tennessee River: IT, 72, 73, 75, 80; | Tories: I, 234; allegiance unstable,
Cherokee elaim land te, I, foof- I, 40; annihilated by Whigs, I, 26;
siote g5; Iroquois and Cherokee character of North ministry, II,
claims to land as far west as, | fooimofe 423 converted to Whig
I, 65;: Iroquois makes cession of party, I, 363 form cc ise to
land to, to king, II, 71; petitions Old Whigs, 1, 39; join Pitt, T, 25;
far land on, II, 110} settlement land interests, I, 39. Members—
along, 1I, 78, x13; southern end Blackstone, I, g

| of northern boundary line, 11, 71 maont, I, ¥

Thames River: II; 165 | 29; Man I, II, 230-231; oppase

Thompson, Capt. William: advertised oligarchy, I, 25; oppose Walpole,
lands in Ohio Va 10 G T I, 24; participation in politics; I,

|
\
|
L
-"-‘.--.N.-
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39; political principles, I, 23 rival-
ry with Whigs, I, 21; union with
other factions, I, 3

5

27
Townshend, Charles: I, 274, 325, 328,

32, 336, 344, 1L, 33; actions, after

B

doption of .Shelburne’s program,
» 335-330
nances, I, 328; authority in Board
of Trade, I, 159: colonial policy,

[

; administration of f-

I, 331-332, 336, II, 50; conduct, I,
333; death, I, 342, II, 221; disap-
proved by Bute and Fox, I, 138;
dismissal, I, 331; East India policy
of, I, 272 ; Grafton brings into min-
istry, I, footnote 391; in Chatham
3285 land
owner, I, 169, footnote 381; mem-
ber of Old Whigs, I, 30; opposi-

ministry, I, 275, 327-

tion, I, 328; plan of west defeated,
I, 336, president of Board of
Trade, I, 138, 154; resigns from
Board of Trade, I, 140; succeeded
by North, I, 342. Act of — adopted
by Parliament, I, 336; discussion
of repeal of, II, 37. Taxation—
IT, 210, 250; attitude toward, I,

2; forces resignation of

4 .

Shelburne, II, 35; plan for colonial,

I, 278; proposal of, I, 32
Shelburne's attitude, I, 332-333,
western policy, 1, 330-332

Townshend Act: see Toawnshend

Trade: between Florida and Span-
ish possessions, I, 168, 176: see [n-
dian trade

Traders: Cherokee sold land in Geor-
gia, II, 20s; character, I, 184, II,
57, 6o; confusion |'t.'.\'ll||in_,\: I'rumr
in Indian villages, II, s5: familiar

with Kentucky, II, 172; French

tance of groups in trade, specula-

rl

b

of British, II, 49; impor-

tion, and politics, II, footrote 371:

included in Grand Ohio Company,
II, ro3; Indians |:11'u1‘:+‘lel| from, I

222 of Philadelphia, II, z02; op-

posed western expansion, II, 242;

relations with Franks and Com-
pany and Wharton, 11, 202 repre-
sented before Privy Council by
Trent, II, 134: rivalry between
traders sustaining losses in 1754
and 1763, II, 94-95: send Croghan
to England, 1, footnote 395; Whar-
ton’s change of opinion concerning
cession to, II, 96. Indiana Com-
pany — Articles of Agreement, 11,
94, foeinote 142: formed by, suf-
fering losses in 1763, I, 953 retri-
bution grant, I, 355, II, 66-67, 69,
75, 94; Trent and Wharton repre-
sent, II, 94, 200; Wharton refutes
charges, 11, foornote r44: Whar-
ton’s abandons, II, ¢6. Op

of = Barrington’s, T, 2504 Johnson’s

I, 319, II, 238; Stuart’s, 11, 238

Transportation: affects Gage’s opin-
ion in 1768, I, 45; cost to Illinois,
I, footnote 533: down Mi i
I, 166; related to problem of West,
I, 166, 329, 330 Trent reported on,
to West, 11, 135

Transylvania Colony: proposed col-

ony west of Kentucky River, II,
100
Transylvania Company: composed of
North Carolinians, IT, 206: Hen-
derson member, 11, 206: purchased
land from Cherokee, 11, zo3
Treaty of Easton: meaning

of rati-
fication, I, 124; Pennsylvania
makes, I, 121
Treaty of Paris, 17651 I, 237, I, 166,
209 ; circumstances favorable in
Great Britain, I, 48: colonial pol-
icy at time of, II, 248-240: deci-
sion to keep army in America after,
[, x27-133; discussed in Parliament,
I, 73-74; end of Bute's ministry, I,
135; favorable for developing
country, II, r21; first ne-
ions, I, 63-67; indorsed by

negotiations, I, 70; opinions, I, 73

3; Dew purposes in
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| footnote 1153 opposition of Old | Tryon, Gov. —: governor of New
1 Whigs to, I, 73, 248; pamphle York, II, zo5; partner with John-
i el warfare on, I, 56-63; popular es- | son in purchase in New York, II,
: [ timate of conditions in Great Brit- 205 :
] ain, 1, 49: preliminaries signed, I, Turnbull, Charles: land owner, I,
=2+ prospect for west at time post- footnote 169

poned, II, s1; second negotiations, Tutchet, N: land owner, 1, footnote
I, 69-72; significance, I, 46; status | 169
of Roman Catholicism in, 1, 254;

{ vate in Parliament, I, 74 Usirep States: failure to solve In-
Treaty of Utrecht: British claim dian problem, 1, r73; Shelburne's
West under, I, 46 influence on present boundaries, 1,

Trent, William: account of Camden’s | 343; treaty with, I, footnote 548

and Yorke's opinion, II, feetnote | Upton, Cothsworthy: land owner, 1,
367; agreed to reorganization of footnote 169
{ company, 1I, feotnote 167; inter-

view Johnson on land for Indian | VAaxpaLia: II, 89; colony proposed

losses, II, 67; kept secret opinion | by Grand Ohio Company, II, rx6,
of Camden and Yorke, II, z2o1; 1207 enterprise typical, II, 16s;
member of Grand Ohio Company, recommendations by Board of
11, to1, footnole 151; reported to Trade, 1I, 150-156; see Grand

Privy Council on transportation to |  Ohie Company

West, II, 135; representative of | Vandals: Queen, descended from, II,

traders before Privy Council, TI, 120
134 ; sent to England to solicit con- Vanderput, Sir George: member of
firmation of cession, II, 94; took Grand Ohio Company, 11, feotnofe
precautions against attack of trad- 151
srs not in company, 11, 95; trader Vaudreuil Gov. —: interpretation of
of Lancaster County, II, 202 boundaries of Canada, I, 64, 66
Trevor, Robert: agreed to reorgan- | Vaughan, Benjamin: association with
ization of Company, 1I, footnote Shelburne, I, 152
167: member of Grand Ohio Com- | Venetian party: Whigs called, T, 26;
pany, 1L, footnefe 151 see W higs
Triumvirate  ministry: approved | Vergennes, Count de: sends Rayneval
Shelburne’s report, I, 178; attitude to London, I, 149

toward western problem, I, 170; Vincennes: British ignorance of, I,

]

Bedford refuses to join, I, 192; 82 lack of garrison prevents trade,
colonial plans, I, 164-165; Hard- I, j0z; proposal to remove French
wicke's view, I, foornofe 278; in- from, LI, foofnote 354} provisions
fluenced Shelburne's policy, I, 176; under Quebee Bill, 11, 240

Vincent: see Fincennes

objected to liberal colonial govern-
ments, I, 177; personnel, I, 137, | Virginia: I, footnote 308, 11, 78, 172,

| T 7
th3: political philosophy, T, 164; 192; attitude toward Dunmore's
| unstable condition, I, 158, 189 war, II, 1g91-192; Board of Trade
Troops: see Military establishment protects rights, II, 133; Botetourt,

Tropical Colonies: preference for, I, governor, 11, 78; commission of, not 1
g3, I1, 254-255 endorsed in England, 11, 59; com-
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pelled to refuse land to Loyal Com-
pany, I, 126; connections with QOhio
Company, I, 87, 88, 93, 115; con-
sidering need of concentrated ac-
tion for trade regulation, II, foat-

note 81; Dunmore, governor of, II,

84; Dunmore transferred to, from
New York, II,
urged rights of, II, 182;

Dunmore
Fort Pitt
declared within, 11, 188-189; forts
did not protect, II, 48: fur
in Old Southwest, I, 299: Gooch,

181

traders

lieutenant-governor of, 1, 87; gov-
ernor at Augusta, 11, 62, footnofe
88; Henry delegate of, to Philadel-
phia, II, 193; emigration to West
Florida, 1I, 167; Johnson's opinion
of intentions of, II, footnote 111;
land company, II, zo7; method of
granting land in, II, 215; Montagu
agent for, I, 105; Nelson support-
ed rights of, II, r15-r16; Nelson,
temporary governor, II, rrs; not
heed Cherokee, 11
187; opposes imperial Indian man-

treaties with

)
agement, I, 294; outrages in back
counties, II, 238; patents in, II,

110; Pennsylvania governor cor-

.\‘!‘\\'

7 i |:1':Jttre-1L'.if :!g_':r:'m.ﬂ

responded with governor of
York and, II, s

new method of granting land, II,

215-216; Stuart informed of meth-
ods of commissioners at Fort Stan-
wix, 11, . Hu.fm..r'urj'- authorized
by Hillsborough, II, 82, 124; de-
sired Kentucky as, II, 87; disputed,
T —Gar Hard

Labour, II, 64; establishment back

dissatisfied with at

of, II, 63; Hillshorough's attitude

toward, II, 122; interest in, II,

65, 78-87; ordered to run, by Shel-
5 7 7 b

Hillsborough, I1I,
proposes to include cession of Iro-

burne and 633 |
quois within, I, ros-106; territory

added through mistake of, 11, foot-

note 135, Claims of —soldiers’, I,

94, 95, 127, II, 112; to same tract |

petitioned for by Grand Ohio Com-
pany, II, To4: to West, I, 1o, II,
24, 63, 92, 107, II5-116, 120, IQI-
193, 203 ; to west of Kentucky Riv-
er, 11, 206-207; Walpole replies to
I, 106, 135. Grand Ohia
pany —attitude toward colony, II,
180, 206; desire grant back of, II,

Cam-

1oz ; hears of plans of, 11, 103, 108,
115; influence of colony of, 11, 8z,
150; colony’s influence on Wedder-
burn and Thurlow, I, 163; land
petitioned by, in colony of, 11, 89,
131; made concessions, II, 116-117,
conclusion of

152; opinion on

scheme of, TI, 118; protected
against claims to West, II, 187-
188; public opinion in Virginia on,
constitu-

11, 109-111; Vandalia’s

tion similar to, II, 155. Indians—
interested in land of Iroquois, II,
64; knew of western claim of Cher-
okee, II, footnote 95; Iroquois cede

land, 1II,

more

70-72; Iroquois claim

advantageous than Chero-
kee, 11, 65; negotiations

Cherokee, 1, 79, 80, 83-8s,

with

footnote
119; not recognize Cherokee claim
to Kentucky, II, 78. Land - agreed
Lo pay fm', H, 81; attitude 1uv.':in[,
granted to Wharton and Croghan,
II, 69; Dinwiddie granted, I, S9;
expected, lately ceded, IT, 77; for
colonization, II, 72; government

instructed to grant, I, 8¢; grants
in, I, 284, foolnofe 308; interest in,
I, 87, 315, foainote 169, I1, 65, 180-
1945
dalia, 11, 185; grants in Ohio Val-

interested in, west of Van-

ley, I, 88; petitions for western, II,
186 ;

64, 110, footnote : prohibited
from granting, by proclamation, 11,
r32; protested against sale of, II,
114; purchasing, from, 11, 116, 117;
seeks grants in Vandalia, II, 183-
184. HWest—anpered at prohibi-

tion of settlement in, I, 122; inac-
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tivity in, I, 314; interest in expan-
sion, 1I, 63-65, 76, 78-87, 180; land
company sent agent to, 11, 207; op-
position of other colonies of policy
toward, I, go; public opinion on,
II, zo09; settling in, I, 172, 313,
357, 11, 29, 34, 70, 78, 112-114, 190;
traders opposed to imperialization
of, 1, 218

Wasasa Laxp CoMPANY: composi-
tion of, 1I, zo3-204; price paid for
land by, II, fostnote 375

Wabash River: boundary of Louis-
iana, I, 64: Croghan reaches, I,
319; fur trade, I, z99; omitted
from map of West, I, 82; proposal
in 1770 to buy land on, II, 380;

suggested as boundary for British,
I, 47, 321; Wabash Land Com-
purchase land on, II, 204

Dr. Thomas: advised Dun-
more on land, II, 182; at congress
of Hard Labour, II, feofnete 95,
Botetourt instructs, 1I, 8o; confers
with Stuart on western boundary,
IT, %8-79; Grand Ohio Company

not secure codperation of, II, 117;

land speculator, II, &5, 110-111;
member of Loval Company, I, 89,
II, 111, 116: named Louisa River,
I, 86: not approve of Indian's
grants, II, 69; report, II,

Fh i
cured cession of Iroquois claim in

western Virginia, 1I, 7o settle-

ments on claims of, II, 78; Vir-

rinia’s delegate to Fort Stanwix,

11, 65, 70, ..l'-n-r.‘r.'ru'." 10§
Wa

meirs of George I, 1,

pole, Horace: analysis of |

rz: influence over Conway,

LT B
quoted, I, 267; Thomas Wa
son of, 11, g9g9. Attitude toward -

pole,

liance between Bedfordites, Gren-
i and Old Whigs, II, 12;

Bradshaw, II, 98-g9g; delay in se-
3

pany, 11, faoinate 288; entrance of
Bedfordites into Grafton ministry,
I1, 17, t9. Opinion of-Hillsbor-
ough, 11, feofnote 213; opposition
in North ministry, 1L, 42; resigna-
tion of Hillsborough, II, feotnote
246: resignation of Old Whigs, I,
footnote 486; Shelburne, I, 148,
footnote 285 Tories, I, 40; Wey-
mouth, IT, 138

Walpole, Richard: agreed to reorgan-
ization of company, I1, 167; mem-
ber of Grand Ohio Company, II,
footnote 151

Walpole, Sir Robert: I, 1535, 231; ef-
fect of fall on Old '\.'\'ll-ll_:.-\. I, ag:
party of, antecedent of the Cumber-

land faction, I, 32 ; political manip-
ulation, I, 22: Thomas Walpole,
nephew, II, 99; Rockingham adopits

political platform, I, 233; opposi-

tion to, I, 24, 30, 35; overthrown,
I, 25

'\\.';_1|53|;]]|:_ Robert: member of Grand

Ohio Company, 11, footuote 151

Walpole, Thomas: II, 116, 143, 146,

147, 1563 agreed to N1z -

tion of company, I1. footnote 167
applied to Board of Trade for its
report, II, 133; attitude toward
Hillsborough, II, 108, 124 banker

and politician, II, 99; early asso-

on with Old Whigs, later with

alc

ministration  Pittites, II, 99;
Grenville member in company of,
{3 Ii'm,u_r:.lu:,' 120 member of Grand
Ohio Company, II, 101, featnote
151 opinion concerning Dunmore's
motives, reported to, IT, 193-194,
LT

106; representative of Grand Ohio

replies to Virginia’s memoria

Company before Privy Council, IT,

ved steps taken in pros-

ecution, II, 135

Walpole Company: ofhicially called
Grand Ohio Company, 11, 104; see

Grand Qhio Company
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West:

Walsh, John: named in Indian deed |

of cession, II, footnote 142

War of 1812: II, 25

Washington, George: IT, 183: adver-
tised surveys, II, 187; comments on
western expansion, II, 114 desires
authority from Dunmore to survey
lands west of Vandalia, II, 186:
interpretation of boundary line, 11

]

186; investigated land in West
Florida, II, footnofe 316: land
speculator, II, 110, 111, 185, foot-
nofe 326; member of Mississippi

Company, I, 95; opinion concern-
ing conclusions of scheme of Grand
Ohio Company, II, feoinote 404;
against claims of Grand
Ohio Company, II, 114-115; repre-

protests

sentative of soldiers, I, 89, g3, II,

116; sent agent to Great Britain
and Ireland for settlers, II, 187 ;
typical representative of Virginia
speculators, II, 111

Webb, Lieut.
on Ohio, IT, 23
\"tdlit.‘rl”li'ﬂ,

concerning

advertises L'ulnt::.'
Alexander: consulted
Canada, II, =234; de-
fended Quebec Bill, I, z41; feared
depopulation of Great Britain, 1I,
161; follower of Bute, II, 158: fol-
lower of Grenyille; II, 158; in-

fluenced by Suffolk, II, 61; member
of court faction, I, 36, II, 1:%:
member of Grenvillites in North
ministry, 1I, footnote 42. Opinion
of —Indian reservation, II, 162:
western expansion, II, 16o, 161-

163 ; opposition to colony of Grand
Ohio Company, II, 137-164;
dered to prepare grant for Grand

or=

Ohio Company, I1, 247; solicitor-
general, 1I, 158; supported Mans-

field, I1, 245

Wells, Samuel: emigrated to Natchez,

II, 167
affected
1763, I,

by
1T,

proclamation of
attempts of

YL
=d 3,

o .
¥ fodd )

of,
II, 249-251; author of pamphlet
enthusiastic over Mississippi Val-
ley, I, 1o1; British and French ap-
pointed to discuss, I, 46; British
ignorance of, I, 77, 79, 165-168, I,
237-239; claims of Virginia in, I

ministries to solve problem

’
295, LI, 63, 1o3-111, I15-116; con-
dition after running of boundary
line, II, 61; copper mines to be
worked in, II, sr; Croghan in, I,
319; disposition disputed, T, 3z9-
330} in, II,
182, 186; expansion into, see Land
companies,

Dunmore’s activities

Speculation, Western
encroachments
I, 302, 303; French law, II, 241:
French 243
French literature, I, 8o, 82, II, 169;

expansion; TFrench

settlements, I, 82, 193,

Gage's report, II, 44-45; Gordon’s
report, I, 3o07; growth of British
interest, I, 1o1; importance of nav-
Missi

igation of sippi, I, 306; In-

see influence on

of British, 1I, 179-180;

dians, Indians:
characters
lost to Indians by British, I, 187:
maps of, I, foofnote 126; military
establishment in, see Military es-
tablishment ; ministry thought prob-
lem of, solved,

II, 9r; not

tected by boundary line, II, 194;

pro-
ownership, I, 181, 222-223, 1I, g2,
in, 1I,
168, 2
II, 43-44, 50, 249; question

r15-116; Pittman traveled

169; policy toward, I,
309,
deferred before colonial problems,
IT, 165; relation of West Florida,
IT, 171; relation to empire, II, 47,
Indian
transportation to, I, foofnote 3533,
L, xgss
Great Britain, 11, 1

72 trade, see irade;

ey
B

YWharton speaks for, in
a8. Attitude to-

ward - America’s, I, 84,

British, T, 84, 85;

anklin’s, 1, 83;

Gage's, 11,

93, 9435

court faction’s;

I, 55 237; Fr from

1763 to 1774, 11, 31-33;

48-49; Hillsborough’s, II, s0; in
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1768, II, 34; 209-210; Jackson's, I,
11; Johnson'’s, I, 82-83; Knox's, I,

oo La

4 various, I, footnote 435. Con-
trol — arrangements in Quebec Bill,
I1, 237, 240-245, 247; British meas-
ures, 11, 191: effect of management
by colonies, 1I, 61; empire’s do-
minion over, I, 314; government
by colonies, I, 313; Hillsborough
advocates defense by colonies, 1I,
43-44 7 ministries no longer control,
I1, 248: need of imperialization, I,
218; placed under military author-
ity, I, 181; plan to govern through
Indian Department, 1, 206; provi-
sions for, in compromise of 1768,
11, 31-32, 34; return to imperialism

in, LI, 243; partially supported by

colonies, 1, 16g; relation of colontes
to, I, 328

West Florida: I, 289, 316, II, 71, 174,
attempted to protect Indian hunt-

ing-grounds, 1I, 78; attractions, I,

189, 207, 213; Brown, lieutenant-

governor, 11, t70; Campbell's opin-

ion of boundary, II, 174; changes

in hr:u]ui.’!r_\'. I, footnate 264; Ches-
for

ter, governor, LI, 166, fosinote 121;

climate, 1I, 169-170; disappoint-
' ! Q=170 ,

ment to empire, II, 166; discussion
of government for, I, 176, 177;

maintained I1,
145; Johnstone, governor, I, 285,

empire expense,
28g9: Indian management in, I,

J"(m.’.l'm!r' 514 ; protest 3;:';:|.i'.1.-.: inau-

J_-"u[':'l[[lll] of 'I'Illlif_'_'.' of EJ'-FlH, I1,

46. Land—grants in, I, 28z, 1I,

185; Lyman obtained, II, 173;
method of granting, II, 213; no

grant to “Military Adventures,” 11,

176 not extensive enough for spec-

ulation, II, 172; prohibited from

granting, II, 171} speculation in, I,

213, footnote 169, 1I, 166-173;
investigated, in, II,
Military establish-

ments - fort proposed inm, 1, 307;

Washington

frm!.rm.rr 316.

West Indies:

West Virginia

Western

friction between governor and mil-
itary commandant, I, 285; garri-
soned from East Florida, II, foot-
nefe st; one regiment in, II, foal-

note 32; troops and forts in, 11, 31,

Settlement in—difficulties of, 1, 285
emigration to, II, 167, 176; Hills-
borough's attitude toward, IT, 168;
plans for, II, 176; recommended,
1

+ Shelburne encourages, I,
173; Spanish

y 175
activities near, II,

46. Trade— British interest in, II,
e for, I, 168

467 easily accessi
expectations for center of, I, 171;
passes law to regulate, I, footnote
121; protests against system of li-

censes, I, 293: traders go to New

[y

Orleans, 1, 303
[1, 28: changed attitude
toward, I, 6g; France loses control

of, 1, 67; preference for, 1, 53, 733

ﬁ|1,|!|.:‘,~h and TFrench ['):|11:L':-L'L| o
I:.'II:]i;.tl'ﬂlL' to, |._, 1753 trade relations

with England and colonies, I, 61

: 1I, 85; Indians gave

tract of

and to 1|“:§li='l'=- i!‘., H, ]
Expansion: activities to-
ward, II, gz; actual beginnings, 11,
rrz-117; advance across Appala-

chians, I, 85; advantageous to

Great Britain, I, 310; allowed into
Ohio Valley, II, 61; changing con-
ditions in, I, 287; colonies permit,

I1, 78: comparison of Shelburne’s,

eton’s, and Board of Trade’

=
ideas about, II, 29: consideration

in land ceded by Spain, I, 175; dif-

ficulties in forming policy, I, 1o04-
114; description of land companies
interested in, 11, p2-1r18; distribu-
tion of troops favors, 1, 132 ; effect
on colonies, I, 241-242; effect on

ire, I, 242; empire to control,

I1, 64; encouragement would post-
pone independence, I, 108; esti-
mate of settlement in 1771, II,
footnote 196; expectation of and
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suggestions for, I, 166-168; extent,
I, 202; growth, I, ro1, 356; hopes
for, IT, 176; imperialism unable to
control, II, 247; importance of
speculators, 1, 86; inevitability of,
I, 1x5; interest in, IT, 165-177; in-
to land back of New York, Penn-
sylvania, and Virginia, II, 71; min-
istries attempt to regulate, II, 24;
no general plan for, I, 245; no gov-
ernment provided for settlements
in Ohio Valley, II, 61: not to be
promoted in copper mines district,
II, 51; pamphlets published in in-
terest of, II, 164, 174-175; Penn-
sylvania desired, II, 65-66; plans
for, 1, 304-305; plan of 1761 pro-
hibits, T, x26; policy of prior pur-
chase in, I, 164; problem of land
grants in, I, 284; proposed suppres-
sion of, I, 243; question deferred
before problems of colonial rela-
tions, II, 165; question in Missis-
sippi Valley, I, 161; related finan-
cial consideration, II, 24: related
to speculation, I, zor-208: relation
11,

to Indian affairs, I, 113, 174,
49; relation to manufactures, II,

29; review of policies toward, I,
358; schemes for, I, 314-323; spec-
ulators turned to French settle-
ments, I, z43-244; status of Iro-
quois cession, 1I, 72: to be deter-
mined, I, 21r: Wharton spokes-
man for, II, 148; when agitation
began, II, 28; would be rapid if
encouraged, II, &64; see Colonial
policy:
compamies :
fion; Trade.

Factions; Indians; Land
Minisiries; Specula-
Affected by - capture
of Fort Duquesne, I, 93; cession of
I[roquois at Fort Stanwix, II, 71:
Cherokee claim, II, 78; claims of
eastern colonies, II, 24: claims of
soldiers, I, 315, II, 80; Dunmore’s
War, II, 191; East India Com-

pany, II, 24; eastern land interests,

IT, 25; extension of French law, 11,
241; French and Indian War, I,
93; French, I, 115, 243; fur trade
interests, II, 24, 29; Indian upris-
ing, I, 215; politics, 1T, gr: Stamp
Act, I, 236, 238, 241, footnote 424;
speculation, I, 87, II, 187; Treaty
of Easton, I, r121: Vandalia, II,
166, Attitude
I, 141, 247; Ambhersts, I, 110

towward — America’s

passage of Quebec Bill, II, 247:
Barrington’s, see Barrington and
Old IV hig Ministry; Bedford's, 1,
z12; Bedfordites’, I, 268: Bou-
quet’s, I, 99, 305; Burke's, I, 242;
Camden's, II, footnote 31; Camp-
bell’s, II, x174; Clare’s, I, =2z:
Chatham Ministry's, see Chatham
ministry and Shelburne; Conway’s,
IT, footnote 31; court faction’s, I,
45, 73, 269, 314; Croghan’s, II,
113; Cumberland faction's, I, 268:
Dartmouth’s, I, 252, II, 89, 141,
149, 173; Dunmore’s, IT, 181-182,
204; [

IT, 145-146; Evan’s, I, vo; Frank-

igremont's, I, 179; empire’s,

lin’s, I, go, 101; Gage's, I, 304-
08, 319, II, 48, 162; George Il’s,
II, 70; George IIl’s, I, 178, z14,
314, II, 127-128; Grafton’s, II,
footnote 31; see Grafton ministry;
Grenville’s, I, 179; II, 99; Gren-
ville-Bedford

ministry’s, I, 2r11-

228, see Grenville-Bedford minis-
try; Halifax’s, I, 123, 178 ;: Hender-
son's, II, 88; Hillsborough's, see
Hillsborough; Jackson’s, I, 312:
Johnson's, I, 319, 11, 23, 64, 72, 76;
ministers’, I, 115; North Caroli-
na's, IT, 88; North ministry's, II,
250, see also Quebec Bill: of com-
promise policy of 1768, II, 31-32,
51, 73, 250, see also Grafton min-
istry: of Scotch, I, footnote 167;
Old Whig
W higs ministry; Pittites', I, 269:
Philadelphia's, I, 9o; Pownall's, I,

ministry's, see Ofd
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gr, 1I, 1oo; Privy Council’s; II

136; Proclamation of 1763, I, 199-

#

210, 243, 251, I, 72; Sandwich's,
1. 212: Shelburne's, see Shelburne;
Stuart’s, II, 81, 87-8¢; Thur

11, 160, 161-163;

29,

OF)

ow's,

Townshend’s, 1,

wa

31-332, 336, 339 traders’, I,
11, 11,
istry’s, I,

242 triumvyirate min-

LG
wa

164; expansionists’, T,

163; various opinions toward, I,

footnote 435; Washington's, II,
114; Wedderburn's, 11, 160, 161-
1633 YWharton's, 1I, 66, see Grand
Qliia Company. Baynton, W har-
ton, and Morgan—plans, 1, 3zo-
323; seek compensation in, I, 95,
see Grand Qhio Company. Board

of Trade— attitude, 11, 93, 131-133;
considered by, I, 243,

108 I1'|1i[',5(!|| of

351, 11, 107-
reports of 17¢

28-30;
213, LI, 26; see Board of
Boundary line—did not hinder, II,

reparted on, I,

212~

Trade.

125

194; importance, I, 163, 354-356;

territory opened after running of,

II, 61; theoretically checked by, 11,

71.  Parliament — policy toward, I,
238 ; problems in, I, 329-330; strug-
gle over, II, 250. Prajects—Bou-

quet’s and Franklin’s, I, 1o0; Char-

I, 100; Coxe's and Frank-
I, 96;
Franklin's, I,

Bouquet's, |

Detroit, 1,

gz Frankl

, moo: Grand Ohio

Company's, 11, 89, 94-106, 1r4-120,

123-166, 181, 182, 186, 187, 188,

194, 247-248; Haldimand’s, I, 306;

Hazard's, I, 92; Indians Com-
pany's; 11, 66-67; [linois Com-
panv's, I, 320; Illinois-Wabash

Lz

(¥ ;l'n"}:in: II; 2

IT,
5; in Kentuc!
n West

Johnson's,

Company’s

172,

I74-175) Ylarida, 11,
T66-176;

11,

Compa

Lee's, I, 99; Loya
116 ;
“Military Adventurers’,”” I, g2-93;

111, Lyman's, I, 315-319;

|
1

Wharton,

Wharton,

I172-173,

175-176; military settle-

ments, I, j04-305; Mississippi Com-

pany’s, 11, 93-94, 111, 172-173; New

Wales', I, 99; of company influ-
enced by Patrick Henry, II, 111;
of French, II, 205; Ohio Com-

pany's, IT, 94, 111, 117; proposed
grant for soldiers, II, 81; Trans-

IT;
109-117,

sylvania Company’s,
I1,

150,

205-207 3

Virginia's, 124-125,
131-135, Treaty of
Paris, 17603 —hoped for at time of,

181-194.

II, sx: justified by, 11, T21; motive

in nego

tions, I, 70: pledged by
supporters, 1,
11,
it

64, 70, 78-87, 106, 109

type of
Virg

1
people

i at-

interested,
tempted, II, desired,

I; 8 TN, 63,

I12-114;

Weymouth, Lord: 11, ror; Bedfordite,

I, footnote 26; 11, 137, 158; Bed-
fordites wanted, in cabinet, II,
footnote =z19; did not consider
Hillsborough secretary of state, II,
footnote 4%; influence, II, 18; in-
troduced Thurlow into politics, 11,
158; made southern secretary, I,
37: member of Grafton ministry,
II, footmote 12; opposed ereation

of office of colonial secret:

ry, I,
138; proposed as northern secre-

tary, II, 14; political principles, II,

1z refused office of colonia
tary, II, r37; Wa
I, 38

Secre=

pole’s opinion of,

Carpenter: gives news

from Wharton, 11, fooinote 206

Wharton, Charles: member of Grand

Ohio

151

Company, II, 1or, fosinofe

Whartan, Joseph, Junior: member of

Grand Ohio Company, II, 101,

footnofe 181

Wharton, Joseph, Senior: member of
] ph,

Grand Ohio Company, II, 1or,

faotmole 151
Samuel: II, 115, 149, 157,

159, 163, 248, [ootnofes 148, 3133
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association with Franklin in Coxe
scheme, I, 96: belief concerning
western boundary of Pennsylvania,
IT, 188; characterization, II, gs-
96; discusses colonial policy of em-
pire, I1, 145-146; enterprise typical,
II, 165; information of Indian war
from, I, 354; interest in western
expansion, II, 66; interviewed
Johnson on land for losses, 11, 67;
leader of Philadelphia traders, I1,
202; member of Illinois Company,
II, 320; member of Mississippi
Company, interested in schemes of,
I1, 95; relation with Shelburne, II,
97; understanding of politics, 11,
119; writes Johnson relative to
trade, 11, 55. Grand Ohio Com-
pany —agreed to reorganization, LI,
footnote 167; attempts to obtain
grant before Virginians, II, 106-
1o07; attitude toward opinion of
Wedderburn and Thurlow, 1T, 162;
conclusion of enterprise, II, 150,
156; Dartmouth joins forces with,
IT, 141-142; discusses opposition,
I1, 144-146; expected great profits
from share in, II, 152; enthusiasm
over outcome of scheme, II, 118,
120; formation, II, ¢6-97; Hills-
borough opponent of, II, 123:
Hillsborough's reasons for suggest-
ing new colony to, II, 123; meets
with many difficulties, II, 10s;
member of, I, 349, II, 101, footnote
151; pamphlets by, 1I, 164; per-
suaded Mercer to merge Ohio Com-
pany with, II, 106; plans, II, 176;
plans to owvercome Hillsborough,
IT, 127-129; plans checked, 11, 107;:
prepared all papers for, II, foot-
note 236; prepared answer to re-
port of Board of Trade, 1I, 134;
recognizes danger of Virginias
claims, II, 116: refutation of re-
port of Board of Trade, II, 135;
reports on charter for, 11, footnote

206; representative before Privy
Council, II, 134; summoned by
Board of Trade, II, 147; waited
for issue of his coalition of forces,
I1, 129, resumé of activities in Lon-
don, II, 147-148. Indiana Com-
pany —abandoned scheme, II, g6
obtained opinion of Camden and
Yorke for, 11, 75, 200-201, footnote
147; refutes charges of traders in,
II, footnote 144; secures retribu-
tion grant at congress of Fort Stan-
wix, I, 66-67, 69, 75; signed Arti-
cles of Agreement, 11, footnote 142}
took precaution against attack of
traders not in, II, 95; went to Lon-
don in interest of, II, g4, 200, In-
fluence-11, 66, ror, 135, 139, I41,
142; in British politics, II, 66:
Hanna’s account, II, 135, 136, foul-
note 240; in financial circles, II,
1or; on trade regulations of Penn-
sylvania, II, 55; with Bedfordites,
II, r27; with court faction, 1I, 97,
100-101, 127-128 ; with Grenvillites,
I1, 97, 99-100; with Pittites, 11, g7-
98. Opinion of ~Dunmore’s, 11,
181; Franklin's, 11, 66, 97, 117, 139,
footnote 136; Johnson's, II, 66, 93

Wharton, Thomas: conversation con-

cerning Dunmore, II, 193-194: in-
terested in western expansion, II,
66, 69; fears conclusion of grant to
company, II, 164-165; member of
Grand Ohio Company, II, 101,
faotnote 151

| Whig Party: I, 34; annililate Tory

Party, I, 26

ward, |

; Bute's attitude to-
, 136; called Venetian
Party, I, 26; chosen for cabinet, I,
43; families, I, 338-339; George
ITI, I, 21; George III breaks away
from, I, 35; Hillsborough, I, 197:
independents joint court faction, I,
36; lose Scotch faction, I, 38:
majority in cabinet, I, 21; offshoots,

I, 31; oppose oligarchy, I, 25-26,

e
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43; oppose Walpole, I, 24; rivalry
Rochford, 1I,

with. Tories, I, 21;

127; Shelburne lacks tradition, I,

E
142: Tories converted to party, I,

16; tradition, I, 20, 26
Wilkes, John: II, 21;

treaty of peace, I, footnate 114

opinion on

Wilkins, Lieut-col. John: enemy of
Morgan, 11, 197; erected court of
justice among French, II, 197; op-
timistic of Mississippi trade, II,
fooinate 354

Williamos, —: discussed measure of
land grants, 11, footnote 396

Williamsburg: Henry and Dunmore
in, when Connolly came, II, 194;
Indians discuss cession, II, 82

Indian

Winston, Richard: named in

deed of cession, II, footwofe 142

re: member of Grand
Ohio Company, 11, foofnote 151

Wisconsin River: boundary, I, 321,
352

Wood Robert: Bedfordite, II, ror;
member of Grand Ohio Company,

11, 101, footnete 151

Wormley, Ralph: member of Virginia |

land I1, zo7
Wiraxall, Sir Nathaniel: Opinion of —

company,

Dartmouth, T, Hillsborough,

I, 196;

2353

North ministry, 1I, 40

Wraxall, Peter: report on Indian af- |

f: I, 119

Wright, James: 11, 133; governor of
[ agrzio

eral trading licenses, I, 293;

Georgia ts to gen-

quot-

ed in report of Board of Trade,
I1, 131

Wynne [John H.]: undervalues Can-
ada in General Histary of British
Empire, 1, foatnote 123

Yazoo River: IT, 171; boundary of
West Florida, I, 204;
fort, I, 132

York, Archbishop of: u]ﬁrtinll on Ro-

Canada, I,

Ilrl’l;\ll!‘-"d

man Catholicism  in

2s5-2563 Shelburne sent proposals

| Yorke, Charles: I, 261, footnole 4245
] ¥

on Roman Catholic Church to, LI,

323
223

Dunmore realized value of opinion,
|

I1, 203;: Henderson did not know

opinion, II, foofnote 385 opinion

concerning Indian ownership of
land, II, zoo-zor; plan, I, 2613
Wharton had legal opinion, 1I,

foalnole 147

Vorke, John: member of Board of

Trade, I, 155
Yorkes: attitude aird repeal of
stamp tax, I, 236; desert Old

Whias, I, footnote members

of Old Whigs, 1, 30, 233; parlia-

590;

mentary strength, I, 37

Young, Arthur: economic thinker and
promoter of apriculture, 11, 1643
writer of pamphlet on western ex-
pansion, II, 164

Patriots : Boling-

*“Young accept

broke's philosophy, I, 24; union

with Leicester House faction, I, 24

. _; “ .
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