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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to determine what
Virginians were reading in their newspapers, the
two Virginia Gazettes, on the crisis with Great Bri-
tain"that Ied To theé American Revolution. ' The
period of time covered is two years, 1773 and 1774,
when Americans aroused themselves from tranguil re-
lations with the mother country to preparatlﬂns for
war with her.

Because of poor communications, a great deal of
understanding was needed to avert catastrophe. The
newspapers, however, added to the misunderstanding
and aggravated an already tense situation,

The newspapers, one of the very few available
means of disseminating information, were filled with
falsities and propaganda that stirred Virginians to
oppose what they believed to be great evxls designed
for them by Parliament.

The facts of the problem were not so important
as a cause of revolution as what people thought were
the facts. The newspapers often gave a2 distorted
picture that showed America being condemned to oute
right slavery by a corrupt and evil Ministry. By
the end of 1774, constant propaganda such as this
had moved much of the Virginia public to action.

Thus, the Virginia newspapers not only re-
flected the growing crisis, but they helped shape
and further it.
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CHAPTER I
THE WILLIAMSBURG PRINTERS

Present-day America enjoys a gigantic assortment of
means to disseminate information quickly and accurately. 1In
fact, the communications media have been developed to such a
stage that they sometimes seem to overpower us with endless
and burdensome information. In the eighteenth century, how-
ever, the situation was quite the opposite., There were very
few means of communication, and they were slow and liable to
be inaccurate, News could travel by word of mouth, which
has always been a method very much prone to error. There
were also private letters, but they never reached large aud-
iences. The only large scaie medium of communication in
colonial America, and the one that people invariably turned
to for news, was the newspaper.

Colonial newspapers were usually four-page weeklies of
tabloid size. They were published by a "printer” who pro-
duced newspapers as one aspect of a trade that included book
printing, binding, and the sale of all kinds of printed and
paper products. The printer gathered the material for his
newspaper from various sources--private letters, the newsw
papers of distant cities, and word of mouth. He eagerly
awaited the arrival of that week's post or an incoming ship

2



for whatever information he could offer an equally eager pub-
lic. Printers seldom bothered to include local news, except
vital statistics, unless it was obviously of major conse-
quence., But letters from local pens comprised a large share
of newspaper space. Printers accepted letters for publica«
tion on alwost any subject imaginable, from the care of vine~
yards to politics. Besides news and letters from the public,
the printers often included essays, poetry, anecdotes, travel
accounts, and other miscellaneous items to give the newspaper
wide appeal.

All this information, often in exceedingly fine type,
was placed upon the printed sheet without much regard for
spacing, arrangement, or the relative importance of articles.
The printer selected and edited the articles to be printed,
but seldom introduced his own opinion on any of the topics
under discussion. This important phase of modern journalism
was yet to come. There were no headlines and few topic
headings. No illustrations enlivened the pages. Approxi-
mately the last half of each issue was devoted to advertise«
ments, all placed together and not in any recognizable order.
To the modern eye, colconial newspapers are quite unappetize
ing. But these eighteenth~century sheets were prime sources
of information and were read and re-read by the people of
the time.

Because of their trade, printers of colonial America
often held positions of public responsibility. They were

usually local postmasters. Letters were brought to the
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printer for distribution. He received incoming mail and out-
of-town newspapers from the weekly post-rider, Thus, the
printing office was 2 center of news and information even
without the printing of newspapers. And, of course, the
printer was always the first to receive the latest "advices,”
which he immediately incorporated into his journal.

The other position of public responsibility was that of
"public brinter.” The government of a province would commise
sion a printer to do all the official printing, for which he
would receive a salary enabling him to live fairly comfort-
ably and securely. Yet with all these public and private
phases of his occupation, the colonial printer was able to do
a neater and more careful job in gutting out his newspaper
than is often accomplished today. |

The colonial press was remarkably free from governmental
restraints. According to the common law of the timé,‘printw
ers were held responsible for seditious libel in their
journals. But the most false and abusive vilification
against persons high and low constantly appeared in the news-
papers without anybody raising a finger against it., This
actual lack of legal restraint upon the press helped to pave
the way for Britain's loss of America., When the great crisis
of the 1760's and the 1770's developed, the discontented with
axes to grind immediately found the neﬁspapers ideal vehicles

for spreading dissatisfaction. Such was the case in



Virginia.l
HRAK
There had been printing in the colony of Virginia as
early as 1681, but no permanent newspaper emerged until

William Parks established the first Virginia Gazette in

2
1736. This sheet continued under a succession of printers
until 1766 when, in the wake of the Stamp Act, Williamsburg

received its second paper. Tha\Virginia Gazette, under the

recently deceased Joseplh Royle, had been too conservative for
many. Young Thomas Jefferson complained that "nothing dis-
agreeable to the governor could be got into it." Jefferson
therefore induced the Maryland printer, William Rind, to be-

gin a competing Virginia Gazette that would have its columns

open to radical pens,B The Scottish printer Alexander Purdie
took over the operation of the original Gazette in early

1766 and, although he operated a press open to all, inherited

lone of the most interesting works on colonial newspapers
ig John Clyde Oswald's Printing in the Americas (New York,
1937). This book contaifis Tascinating Teproductions of
specimen pages of many of the important colonial newspapers,
Clarence 8, Brigham's History and Bibliography of American
Newspapers 1690-1820 (Wércester, 1947), 2 vols., contains a
Freat deal of iInformation om American newspapers. See my
Bibliographical Essay for other works on the colonial printer.

zlsazah Thomas, The History of Printing in America, with a
Biography of Printérs 5na'an Accoun? of NeWspapers . (AYBany,
, vol. I, p. 332.

31bid., vol. I, p. 336. Both papers were called the Vir-
ginid Gazette. E. G. Swem thinks the same name was used to
got advertising and public printing, as the House of
Burgesses specified that legal notices must appear in the
"Virginia Gazette'. See Oswald, Printing, p. 141.




the conservative reputation of his predeaesaar;4

From 1766 through 1774, therefore, there were two Vir-

ginia Gazettes printed in VWilliamsburg, The two printers di-

vided the available positions of public service. Alexander
Purdie ran the post office and ¥William Rind was public printe
er. John Dixon, although not a printer by trade, assisted
with Purdie’'s Gazette.s But Purdie "wholly directed"” the
business and notified the public that Dixon "has never once
attempied to invade that Province of mine."e Nevertheless,
his Gazette has always been credited to the partnership of
“"Purdie and Dizon.” In 1775, Purdie established his own, a

third, Virginia Gazette. Dixon, who had also become mayor of

Williamsburg for that year, continued the original Gazette
with William Hunter, the son of a former publishar.T

William Rind published his Virginia Gaﬁette until his

death on August 19, 1773. His wife, Clementina Rind, took
over the business and received an appointment as public
printer from the House of Burgesses to replace her late hus-

band.s Mrs. Rind did not outlive her husband for long, how-

4Mary Goodwin, "The Printxng Of:ice: Block 18, Colonial
Lot #48," (unpublished report for Colonial Williamsburg,
1952), p. LXVIII,

SThomas, Printing, vol. I, p. 355.

6plexander Purdie and Jobhn Dixon, Virginia Gazﬂtte,
25 Mar., 1773, p. 3, cols., 2-3.

“Goodwin, "Printing Office; pp. XLVIII ~ XLIX, LXX,

8 rohn Pendleton Kennedy, ed., Journals of the House of
Burgesses of Virginia, 1773-1776; Including the Records of
the Committée of Correspondence, (Richmond, I906), pp. 77, 124.




ever, as she died a year lapar on September 25, 1774. For
the benefit of her minor children, John Pinkney continued
Rind's journal) for a little over a year more, when it was
di&eontinaed.g

Both Purdie and Rind printed typical colonial news-
papers., They were fapr*page weeklies with an occasional
Supplement, Advertisements took half the space. Both news~
papers had the same subscription rates, 12s. 6d. a year. To
the casual eye, they were much the same., Yet there were g
few differences. The most obvious was the size of type.
Rind's Gazette almost always disp&aye& a readable type nearly
twice as large as Purdie’'s. But Purdie'’'s paper, often dif-
ficult to read even with a glass, contained an amazing amount
of verbiage per printed page. William Rind saved space by
omitting some of the frills of Purdie’s journal as, for ex-
ample, a "Poet's Corner.” Yet as public printer, Rind was
obliged to print official notices, ezpecially proclamations
of the governor, in full, These Purdie condensed or printed
for only one or two weeks whereas Rind included them for
months, The Purdie and Dizon sheet was nearly always the
nore informative,

There is no exact information available on the circula-
tion of Virginia newspapers during the decade leading to the
Revolution., It has been estimated that Virginia had a popu-

9%illiam Rind, Virginia Gazette, 26 Aug. 1773, p. 2, col.
1; 2 Sep. 1773, p. 3, ¢ol.  XI. John Pinkney, Virginia
Gazette, 29 Sep. 1774, p. 3, col. 1. T




lation of 400,000 during this time, of whom 1,500 lived in

Williamsburg and 5,000 in Norfolk, the only sizeable town&.lg
Norfolk had its own newspaper for a few months in 1774-75, of
which little is known today. Otherwise, the two Williamsburg

Virginia Gazettes were the only newspapers in the colony, the

only ones between the Maryland Gazette in Annapolis and the

South Carolina Gazette in Charles Town. . Inhabitants of disw

tant counties, such as Fincastle on the frontier, at times

sent information to the Williamsburg printers for publication

in their Gazettes., It would seem that Virginia papers pene-

trated widely, if perhaps not deeply. Some idea of circulaw

tion may be gained by Purdie's statement in 1775 that "upwards

of ONE THOUSAND" had failed to remit for their subsériptions?%, ﬂ}&s
Circulation in Williamsburg must have presented no probw

lem. But for heavily ﬁogulateﬁ areas in the Tidewater area,

both printers jointly sent a rider on a delivery circuit. De-

livery to the Northern Nesk for example, was once every

12 For the more outlying areas, individual travelers

week,
must have been the main means of delivery. By the post, the
printers send copies of their Gazettes to fellow publishers
in other colonies. '

The other printers reciprocated with their journals. In

1774, however, Purdie complained that "by some Means or other,

10Car1 Bridenbaugh cities in Reveit ﬁrban Life in America,
1743-1776 (New York, 1955), p. 4187

1larthur M. Schlesinger, Prelude to Independence: The News-~
paper Var on Britain, 176&4I?73“Tﬁéw YOFK, 1958), p. 304"

12R1nd Va. Gaz., 17 June 17?3 Supp., p. 2, col. 3.
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seldom more than one Fourth get to our Hands.“la Yet the two
competing printers did not exchange information with each
other. Therefore, one paper would oftemn carry news the other
one missed. To keep up with events, one needed to read both
papers each week.

Virginians certainly relied heavily upon their news-
papers for news. Other means were erratic, fragmentary, and
uncertain. "We could procure nothing but Newspaper Accounts"
of the current news, remarked one "Gentleman of Distinction
in Virginia."14 Whether the information contained in then
was true, false, or misleading, the newspapers were the only
readily available narrators of the world's affairs. The
colonists had nothing with which to compare newspaper
accounts of current events. This is a hazard to understand~
ing the world's problems in the best of times. But in a
¢risis, with emotional rantings filling the pages, it could
be disastrous.

ok

Both Williamsburg printers prided themselves, as their
mottoes indicated, in the freedom of their presses. "OPEN
TO ALL PARTIES BUT INFLUENCED BY NONE" was Rind's motto.

"IN CIVITATE LIBERA LINGUAM METEMQUE LIBERAS ESSE DEBERE"
was Purdie and Dixon's. Late in 1774, when Purdie announced

his intention to start another journal, he chose a motto

ISPurdie and Dixom, Va. Gaz., 30 June 1774, p. 2, col. 2,

141pid.; 13 May 1773, p. 2, col. 3.
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that spoke of a definite political stand. "ALWAYS FOR
LIBERTY AND THE PUBLICK GOOD," it said.®

A change in attitude by both Williamsburg printers had
preceded thé change in mottoes., Earlier in 1774 the gradual
emergence of an unmistakable editorial stand became evident

in both Virginia Gazettes. The pattern was quite similar,

By the end of 1774, they had taken on the coloration of prop-
aganda sheets for the Whigs, that vaguely-delineated group of
Apmericans who were dissatisfied with interference by Britain
in American aff2irs and who countenanced radical action to
oppose it. The Tories, or the Americans who wished to con-
serve law and order, lost their voice in the Virginia press
during the summer of 1774,

There are a number of possible reasons for this condi-
tion, Editorial comments make it obvious that both printers
were Whigs. They may have received conservative articles,
but withheld them from publication. Perhaps Virginia Tories
stopped writing for fear of intimidation that was so common
at the time. Perhaps the printers did not receive Tory
papers to copy. But the Whigs were the more numerous and

16

vocal and were winning converts. And the leaders of

151pid., 1 Dec. 1774, p. 1, col. 1.

181his does not mean, however, that they were the majority.
Most Virginians of the time were politically neutral. BSee
Keith Bennet Berwick’s "Loyalties in Crisis: A Study of the
Attitudes of Virginians in the Revolution," (unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, University of Chicago, 1959), pp. 2-4.
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Virginia, so often assembled in Williamsburg, were an out-
standing example of this firm and active faction, 1f the
printers published conservative pieces, they may have feared
losing subscribers, and they would lose them for a cause

17 smerica was dividing itself

neither printer believed in.
into two hostile camps., Circumstances were making it impos-
sible to ride the fence., Even if the printers had wanted to
maintain it, the open press was doomed,

The probability should not be ~verlooked, however, that

the changes in the attitudes expressed in the Virginia Gaz~

ettes closely mirrored the changes taking place throughout
America., The colonies were re-evaluating their relationship
with the mother country, and the newspapers were reporting it.

But the American press, including the Virginia Gazettes, added

its own contribution to the growing discontent. This was
propaganda.,

The word "propaganda” has been defined as "an attempt to
control the actions of people indirectly by controlling their

attitude&."lg

Thus propaganda c¢an be either true or false.
It can be a biassed and distorted tract or even objective news
if public opinion is molded by it.

In the crisis leading to the American Revolution, the

Whigs made extensive use of propaganda to unite America in

l7The Gazettes themselves report many examples of intimida-
tion and hosStTility that the printers must have taken as warn-
ings. See, for example, Purdie and Dixon, Va. _Gaz., 10 Nov.
1774, p. 3, col, 3.

18ppi1ip Davidson, Propaganda and the American Revolution,
1763-1783, (Chapel HilTI, IDZY), p. xIii.
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their cause. They employed everything from sermons to mass
meetings. But perhaps the most effective means of propaganda
was the prea&.ls Newspapers received wide circulation, were
read by people not yet aroused politically, and made use of
the printed page. People are very gullible in attaehing
great prestige and the stamp of truth to anything, even the
most absurd statements, as long as it has been set in type.
This is especially true with newspapers, which are usually
taken for grented 835 containing objective news.zg In the
eighteenth century, to make matters worse, people had little
cpportunity to compare differing p@sitiona and socounts of
events, Conditions gave propaganda every opportunity to mold
public opinion.
# Nk

During the years 1773-1774, America moved from peace to
the verge of cpen rebellion against Great Britain. Time and
distance made communications between the disputants very dif-
ficult. Patience and understanding were needed to avert dise-
aster. But neither side had enough patience, And the news-
papers did not provide clear and accurate understanding.

What Virginians were reading proved to be no exception.

lgibid., pPp. 225«6; Schlesinger, Prelude, p. 46.

20y e0nard W, Doob, Public Opinion and Propaganda, {(New York,
1948), p. 443, ‘




CHAPTER 11

"VARIOUS RUMOURS AND REPORTS™
January - October 1773

The Virginian of 1772 could see no reason why the pre-
vailing good will between England and America should not con-
tinue indefihitely, Controversy over the Townshend duties
bad subsided two years before and nothing serious had hap-~
pened since to disrupt the peace, One might be anxious about
the future price of tobacco, debts owed to merchants, the
price of lands, or a hundred other things of English as well
as Virginian concern. Bui these did not alter the belief
that it was profitable and good to be a member of the Empire.
Loyalty to the king was the accepted standard. Past diffi-
culties seemed to be gone and forgotten,

One's weekly Virginia Gazette verified this lack of con-

troversy. Each weekend Virginians would read that the
Turkish army was active in Eastern Europe, or that a certain
Dufchess was expecting a child soon. They read the anecdotes
and poems. They checked the advertisements and the notices
of vital statistics, All seriocus news was happening in
Poland, Hungary, or some other farsoff place.

In July, 1772, a Gazette subscriber may have read a

notice buried in an inside page to the effect that a month

13
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before, H. M. Customs Schooner Gaspee had been burned in Nar-

1 If so, he probably soon

ragansett Bay by a Providence mob.
forgot about it, as the matter found no more attention in the
6azattes.z Indeed, there was very little journalistic dis-

3 And in December

cussion of the affair even in Rhode Island.
he may have read apnother small news item. Rumors were circu-
lating, the clipping from Boston reported, that the judges of
the Massachusetts Superior Court weuld henceforth receive
their salaries from the Crown. Governor Thomas Hutchinson
was already receiving his pay independent of the provincial
government, and this new measure would further reduce the
General Court's power over the purse. The clipping continued
that as the governor had refused to call the assembly, Boston
was setting up, under James Otis, a committee to correspond
with the other towns on what to do about this situation.?
This was the first news in some while of discontent in
New England, and it was very meager indeed. Of course the
customs officials were & nulsance and the loss of control
over salaries would be a blow to any legislature. But Vir-
ginia did not respond through her press, She was not used to

the underhanded methods of the customs officers as was New

lpurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 9 July 1772, p. 2, col. 3,
p. 3, col. 1. -

2At least not until November 1772, when a short notice give
ing a reward for the culprits appeared. See Purdie and
Dixon, Va. Gaz., 3 Nov. 1772, p. 2, col. 3.

3Schlesinger, Prelude, p. 154,

Ypurdie and Dizon, Va. Gaz., 3 Dec. 1772, p. 1, cols. 1-2.
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England, and the House of Burgesses did not enjoy the degree
of financial independence maintained by the Massachusetts
General Court. And even in New England, it took all the en-
ergies of a Bam Adams to keep the people dissatisfied., Yet
the time of peace was nearipng an end, Irn a very short time
discontent would reach Virginia. Strife and turmoil would
follow, and tensilons would ease only with the peace treaty of
1783,
r T

The charred remains of the prowling revenue schooner
Gaspee were still visible months after the June 1772 attack.
But in spite of & reward and the fact that the merchant John
Brown led the destruction proceedings with a minimum of secre~
cy, no suspects were discovered, Rhode Island was too much
in favor of the deed to turn in the culprits. There the mat-
ter stood until the end of the year.

On Japuary 7, 1773, Purdie and Dixon's Virginia Gazette

reminded its readers of the Gaspee incident, HRoyal Navy
ships, speculated a northern correspondent, might be sent
from Boston to Newport to revoke the Rhode Island charter.5
This grossly false statement was never corrected. Validity
of news was such an unsure thing that even the most inflamma-
tory falsehoods would often get printed, For all Purdie and
Dixon knew, this report was true, and it was their job to
print it. More of this kind of thing would follow., Two

weeks later, both Williamsburg sheets carried accurate intel-

i

®Ibid., 7 Jan. 1773, p. 3, col. 1
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ligence, A Commission of Inquiry was being formed to investi-
gate the Gaspee burning. It was to consist of the governor

of Rhode Island and four colopial judges. Admiral Montagu
with a squadron of ships was to transport suspects to England
for trial as, the Crown felt, Rhode Island was so rebellious
that justice would not be done there. The truth, however,
stopped here., The next article, copied from the;Whig,gzgziy

6

dence Gazette, continued with exaggerations and falsities.

It spoke of Providence being turned into a garrison and of
the slaughter of innocent civilians, Then came the yeal
grievance, The commission would violate the constitution, by
"seizing a Number of Persons, under the Points of Bayonets,
and transpeorting them three Thousand Miles for Trial, where,
whether guilty or innocent,; they must unavoidably fall Victims
alike to Revenge or Prejudice." Americass should never
accept this scheme, the piece concluded, so "shocking to
Humanity [and ] repugnant to every Dictate of Reason, Liberty
and Justice.” All was blamed on "mimisterial veng&anee."?
The next week brought even more astounding advice from
Rhode Island. The British had marched some troops to that
little colony, but they were met by armed resistance. The
report listed six killed and eighteen wounded in an encounter.
This could have been the second "Boston Massacre" predicted

by a Whig correspondent, except that this report also was

6schlesinger, Prelude, p. 155,

Tpurdie and Dixon, Va.'Gag., 21 Jan. 1773, p. 2, cols. 2-3;
Rind, Va. Gaz., 21 Jan, 1773, p. 2, col. 3.
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completely faxSe.s Yet, again, it was never corrected. It
is no wonder that the colonists could get excited! And this
was not all. William Rind's Gazette quoted the blast of the
bitter Rhode Islarder AMERICANUS against the customs officials.
America should not tolerate the "avarice... injustice, and ex-
tortion of these miscreant tools in power." Death, he ex-
claimed, was better than slavery.9
News soon arrived of the Gaspee Commission’s first sit-
ting in Newport. It immediately put out a public call for in-
formation. Also came inflammatory letiers by New Englanders.
These, published in northern papers and brought into Williasmsw
burg by the post or by ship, were duly published in the

Gazettes., Purdie and Dixon extracted from a January issue of

the Providence Gazette news that the Rhode Island General As-

sembly had taken a stand against the Gaspeg proceedings,
Rhode Island assured the rest of America that she would not
give up any of her rights to this "first Dose" of ministerial
vengeance, A review of the Gaspee affair fellawed.lo

The Virginia press contained nothing but praise for Rhode
Island and nothing but abuse for the Commission and especially
for the ministry which ordered it. A correspondent in England

aeven lauded "the late manocuvre of the brave Rhode Xslanders."ll

8purdie and Dizon, Va. Gaz., 28 Jan. 1773, p. 2, col. 3;
Schlesinger, Prelude, p. I55.

®Rind, Va. Gaz., 28 Jan. 1773, p. 1, col. 3,

10purdie and Dixon, ¥Ya. Gaz., 18 Feb. 1773, p. 1, col. 2,
p. 2, col, 1. ‘

1Rind, va. Gaz., 21 Jan. 1773, p, 2, col. 3.
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Most, hewever, did nat opeuly gandone ;he destrugtiﬁn of the
schooner. But they did strongly vaiaa‘their opinion that
taking suspects to England for trial would be a serious blow
to impartial justice and American liberties. They did not
hesitate to use stirring language even if thé facts had to be
twisted to achieve it.

From March 1773 on, Purdie and Dixon switched to newer
concerns; leaving Bind's journal to keep the issue alive. On
May 6, 1773, he published what he felt could "be depended
upon as a genuine extract" of the original order establishing
the Gaspee Commission. This was the first document on the
subject to appear in the Gazettes. Burning the schooner was
“high treason." Rind printed the most crucial sentence in
italies. It was "his Majesty's intention...that the persons
concerned im the burning of the Gaspee schooner.,.should be
brought te England to be tried.” The Royal Navy would trans-
port prisoners and witnesses across the Atlantic. Appended
was a copy of the act upon which the order was based. Dew
struction of any of H. M, ships was punishable by death. If
the act was committed "outside the realm,” suspects could be
tried in England or at the place of the crime, "as his
Magesty...m&y deem nost expedient for bringing such offenders
to justice; any.law, usage, and custom, nntwithgtanding."lg
it was the law, usage, and custom of trial by peers and neigh~

bors that the Rhode Islanders felt was their sacred right.

121bid., 6 May 1773, p. 1, col. 1, p. 2, col, 2.
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In the same issue, William Rind published intelligence
from Newport that the Commission had heard some witnesses,
but that no suspecis were detected, The Commission had ad-
journed until June. Then, after a two-month period of silence

on the subject, Rind's Virginia Gazette again aired the

Gaspee affair. In a clipping from a London paper, RALEIGH
declared that "Contention has been the companion, and barron-
ness the fruit" of ministerial activity in America. JUNIUS
AVMERICANUS was more scorching. "The late measure of dragging
Americans across the ocean to take their trials here, on sus-
picion of a crime, is so replete with horror, injustice, and
oppression, so unexsmpled, so0 dangerous, so reproachful, that
it threatens more than anything that has yet happened, to in-
crease and alienate the minds of that people, beyond a possi-
bility of reconciliaticn."la But heated newspaper commentary
soon died down, Rhode Island did not give the Commission any
satisfaction. Rind reported the end on July 15, 1773. "The
court of enquiry at Newport in Rhode Island is broke up,
without having been able to discover any of the parties con-
cerned in destroying the Gaspee schaonar."14
There was only one comment on the subject in the Virginia
press. In an unsigned letter to Mr. Rind, a correspondent

warned his countrymen that "it behouves every man to consider

131b1d.» 8 July 17?3, p. 1, cols. 1-3. Hutchinson identi-
fied‘jﬁﬂlﬂs AMERICANUS as Arthur Lee. See Butchinson's
History of the Colony and Province of Massachusetts Bay,
LB Mayoe, edy, (Cambridge, L936), vol, XIY, p. 2297

14;@&&., 15 July 1773, p. 3, col. 3,
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that what this day may be one man's, or one people's fate,
may be his tomorrow.” '"Innocent houses,”" he said, were being
searched by "half starved harpies, prowling for a subsis-
tance.”" This was an obvious reference to the customs offi-
cers, Excited by the false rumors of bloodshed in Rhode
Island, the writer foresaw that the Gaspee commission pro-
ceedings would certainly result in "strowing fields with

British citizens and drenching them with slaughter." Finally,

the House of Burgesses must "again and agein support their

constitutional rights.”la It 1s significant that only one

Virginian ever used the columns of the Virginia Gazettes to
comment on the Gaspee proceedings. Alsco, neither printer
copled any material on the subject from any other source than
Rhode Island and London. America was not yet aroused,
drk

Ever since Stamp Act days, Boston had been the center of
discontent. And even in early 1773, Massachusetts affairs
competed with the Gaspee Commission for newspaper space. As
usual, Governor Hutchinson bore the brunt of the malcontents’
attacks. At first it was the salary question; now came the
Governor's speech opening the General Court. Purdie and
Dixon printed the entire address, although in smaller print
than the preceding article on the‘Gaspee problem. Hutchinson
praised the advantages of the provincial government, but

maintained that Parliamani was the‘"aupfema Authority" in the

151pid., 11 Mar. 1773, p. 1, col: 1, p. 2, col. 1.
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colony, notwithstanding its lack of representation. This had
been the basic point of controversy for years. He continued,
"Y know of no Line that can be drawn between the supreme
Authority of Parliament and the total indapendenca of the
Colonies. It is impossible there should be two independent
Ilegislatures in one and the same'Stata;“ Hutchinson then
called on the General Court to come up with a better iéaa if
it had une.la |
The reply, inevitably forthcoming, covered Purdie and
Dixon's front page a few issues later, It stressed that Eng-
lish constitutional precedents upheld the sacred principle of
taxation only wifh consent. Parliament could not be supreme
in all cases. "The Right of Representation is so essential
and indispensable, in Regard to all Laws for levying Taxes,
that a People under any Form of Govermment destitute of it is
destitute of Freedom.” Other sections came straight from
Locke., "Life, Liberty, Property, and the Disposal of that
Property with our own consent, are natural rights." "The
Preservation of these Rights is the great End of vae#nment‘"
The reply ended with the hope that an equitable ug&on between
Great Britain and the colonies would soon be established.l?
On February 25, 1773, Purdie and Dixon published the

first detailed report of colonial grievances as they stood

then. The report had been written, naturally enough, in

16Purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 18 Feb. 1773, p. 2, cols. 1-2,
17¢pig., 4 Mar. 1773, p. 1, col. 1, p. 2, col. 1.
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Boston by the committee of correspondence which included,
again naturally enough, James Otis and Sam Adams, William
Rind, who had been fairly silent on Boston's discontents,
received it from A CUSTOMER, who praised him for his "readi-
ness to oblige the public upon every occasion with what may
either tend to expose the measures taken by the Miniﬁtry,
and their tools, to oppress the colonies, Qrvwhich'may point
out a way to get their grievances redressed@"ls From this
comment we can get some idea of Rind's personal political
views,

The Boston report listed the rights of Americans as
men, Christians, and subjects, As men, they had a natural
right to life, liberty, and property plus the right to de-
fend them., The wording was pure Locke, As Christians, they
had the right to toleration, always excepting the Catholics.
As subjects, they had all the civil rights of Englishmen,
As for Parliament, "the supreme power cannot justly take
from any man any part of his property without his comsent, in
person, or by his representative.,"” There would be no liberty
where property was taken by Parliament, yet it would be
"hurtful” if the Aamerican colonies had representatives in the
House of Commons. Among the specific grievances listed were
the Declaratory Act, customs racketeering, raising revenue
without consent, standing armies stationed in America, re-

strictions on American industry, and the intention of taking

18Rind, va. Gaz., 29 Apr. 1773, p. 1, col. 1.



23
suspects tw England for trial.lg

The printing of this report in the Gazettes aroused no
response among Virginia readers. One Qan'be_sure that the
House of Burgesses took note of it, yet who bothered, in' the
spring of 1773, to write comments on it for publication in
the Gazettes? The time would come soon, however, when they
would write.

In Boston, the session of the General Court was drawing
to a close. Hot words flew back and forth between the gove
ernor and the House of Representatives over the judges'
salaries,zﬂ Finally the House passed resolutions, 63 to 19,
that if a judge accepted Crown fees, he would be dcclared
"an enemy to the constitutien,"zx That was about all the
legislators could do., Then on March 8, Governor Hutchinson
prorogued the General Court with a speech declaring that "in
every Government there must be some Where a supréme uncon-
troulable Power,” and that in this case it was ?arliament.zz
Hutchinson had the last word, but it did not make his ideas
any more acceptable. All this was duly printed in the

Virginia Gazettes but not in sequence, and the full story

was only available by reading both paperes each week, Neither

lgpurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 25 Feb. 1773, p. 2, cols,

2-3; Rind, Va. Gaz., 29 Ap¥. 1773, p. 1, col. 1, p. 2, col.
1, 27 May 1773, p. 1, col, 1, p. 2, col. 2.
zoPurdie‘and Dixon, Va, Gaz., 25 Mar. 1773, p. 2, ¢col. 3.

?lRind, Va. Gaz., 6 May 1773, p. 2, cols. 2-3.

1W§ZPurdie and Dixon, Va. CGaz., 22 Apr. 1773, p. 1, cols.
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printer made sure he had all the information to write a com-
plete story, Those with access to only one paper had only a
very sketchy idea what was happening,.

Then, with the July 1 issue, Purdie and Dixon carried
the first news of more trouble from that North American storm
center, Again Butchinson was the villain. Some private lete
ters, written years before by the governor and other Massa-
chusetts ofiicials, had gotten into the House of Representa-
tives and had been made public. Their source and content
were yet unknown. But the House, Purdie reported, had passed
a resolution in June that the letters tended to "subvert the
Constitution of this Government, and to introduce arbitrary

Power into the Province."” Hutchinson had asked for copies

before making a rap1y¢23 The Eousé'gave the governor only

the dates of the letters. Hutchinson's reasonably~toned re-
ply appeared in the next issue of Purdie and Dixon's publica-
tion. The letters were private correspondence, said
Hutchinson, written before he becawme governor, He stated
they contained no ideas that he had not already made public
in speeches to the assembly. He refused to lay any of his
private papers before the House, as it had requested.24

The mystery of the content of the letters was cleared up

two weeks later with Purdie and Dizon's July 22 issue.

23ypid., 1 Jul, 1773, p. 3, col. 1. Rind did not carry the
news until the next week, and then only from a source that

did not mention Hutchinson's name,

24ypid., 8 Jul. 1773, p. 3, col, 1.

Aot bidmmiving



25

Copied from the northern press, the article listed such per-
tinent passages as the need of saving the custom officers
from the mob and Hutchinson's unfavorable opinion of combin-
ations of merchants. Hutchinson, then Lieutenant Governor,
and Andrew Oliver, then Chief Justice, penned the letters
back in 1767-692, Today they do not seem to be very inflam-
matory, yet the Massachusetts House of Representatives
thought so at the time. The "Exaggerations and Misrepre-
sentations” of the letters "probably operated" to alienate
the King and mother country from America. Therefore the
House of Representatives asked for the removal of Governor
Hutchinson and Lieutenant Governor Oliver from their

25

offices, The Massachusetts lower house, Virginia learned,

passed the resolution 82 to 12, and sent a petition of the
same effect to the King.zs

All this information appeared only in Purdie and Dixon's

Virginia Gazette. Rind did not copy anything of this scandal
while the news was breaking. It is curious that William Rind
was the printer who published the most on the Gaspee affair,
but it was Purdie who provided the Virginia public the major-
ity of news from Boston. There may have been a number of
reasons for this, the most plausible being that the printers
did not always use the same sources of information. No let-

ters of comment as yet appeared in either Gazette, from

251pid., 22 Jul. 1773, p. 2, col. 1, p. 3, col. 1.
261pid., 5 Aug. 1773, p. 2, col. 1, 29 July 1773, p. 2,
001. 2(
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Virginia or elsewhere. The Hutchinson letters did not arouse
the Old Dominion any more than did the Gaspee proceedings.
#Ak

Nor did any 10@&1 issue excite Virginians against the
mother country, ﬁacﬁ Gazette had itgleorreﬂpandenta, but the
topics were usually non-political. And those who did write
on political affairs were not airing any discontents against
England. There were articles for and against paper money,
and for and against the practices of the Virginia magistrates,
There were articles and advertisements calling for Virginia
settlement of the west. There were articles on the state of
religion and the propriety of establishing an American epis-
copate. The only real complaint came from treasurer Robert
Cartexr Nicholas who was astonished at the laxity of Virgin-

ians in paying their taxes.2'

Virg;nia did not seem to be
interested in paying for the upkeep of its government, with
or without representation.

In early 1773 came news that some clever forgeries of
Virginia Z5 notes had been discovered. Governor Dunmore im-
mediately summoned the Council and on Pebruary 6, 1773, set a
meeting of the General Assembly for March 4. Opening day’s
issue of both Williamsburg papers carried his speech to the

session. The governor called for a solution to the forged

money problem in particular énd the colony's credit in
general. Then he wished the legislature to get down to the

27This was carried in both Purdie and Dixon and Rind on
7 Jan. 1773 and a number of other issues.

# No page 27.
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ordinary business it had on hand.za The House replied that
it would do just that. One section of its address deserves
particular attention. "Sensible as we are,"” it said, "of the
reciprocal bencfits, which redound to our Mother country from
their intimate conmnection with each other, we should be want-
ing to ourselves and the duty we owe to our constituents, did

29 This

we not consider their interests as inseparable.”
would be the last harmonious session.

Some members of the Burgesses, including Patrick Henry
and Thomas Jefferson, had more than just ordinary business to-
bring before the House, After a preliminary meeting in the
Raleigh Tavern, they took advantage of this emergency session
of the legislature to introduce a resolution calling for an
inter-colonial committee of aarrespan&ence* The House passed
it unanimously. Both Purdie and Dixon and Rind printed, with-
out comment, the full text in their next iaaues.aﬂ The people
of Virginia were disturbed, the resolution said, "by various
Rumours and Reports of Proceedings tending to deprive them of
their ancient legal, and constitutional Rights."” As Virginia,
England; and the other colonies were interconnected, the House

resolved “that a standing Committee of Correspondence and

2Bpurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 4 Mar. 1773, p. 3, col. 1;
Riﬂd, x%o GaZ. , p»o 2, Eal * 3, p. 3, (301 . }vc

2%yrdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 11 Mar. 1773, p. 2, col. 3;
Rind, Va. Gaz., p. 2, Gol. 3.

301t is interesting to note that Rind's immediately pre-
ceding issue was the one which carried the only article by a
Virginian on the proceedings to the northward. See before,

pp 19-20.
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Inquiry be appointed...whose Business it shall be to obtain
the most early and authentick Intelligence of all such Acts
and Resolutions of the British Parliament, or Proceedings of
Administration, as may relate to or affect the British Col-
onies in America; and to keep up and maintain a'Gorreapugdm
ence, and Communications, with our Sister Colonies, respect-
ing these important Considerations; and the Result of such
their Proceedings, from Time to Time, to lay before the
House," The first order of business would be to determine
"the Principles and Authority"” omn which the Gaspee Commission
could "transport Persons accused of Offences committed in
America to Places beyond the Seas to be tried.” The resolu-
tion asked other colonies to set up similar committ&eswgl
With this_resalutian, Virginia again took a lead among
the colonies, as she had done during the Stamp éct days.
However, it was not the whole aalony'fhat had advanced ideas,
but only the House of Burgesses, and only a minority of that
was active., One reason for the resolution was to get that
body moving again. Thomas Jefferson said later that the
House was not as zealous as before in proteceting colonial
liberties. He wanted the first order of business to be a pro-
posal for an inter-colonial congress "at some gentral place“
for discovering measures which might be taken in common to

promote American freedom. Jefferson was forced to 1imit the

3lpurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 18 Mar. 1773, p. 2, col. 3;
Rind, Va. Gaz., 18 MarT" 1773, p. 2, col. 3, p. 3, col. 1,
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committee, at first; to checking on the Gaspee Cqmmisgien.32
Another reason for the committee, of interest here, was that
the politically minded members of the House probably were not
satisfied only with the Gazettes for their news,--either its
amount or ita_reliahility.

Again, neither printer published any article or letter
on this new committee, Perbhaps Viiginianﬁ did not ihink it
would amount to much. Or perhaps they felt it was formed
just to supplement and check on newspaper accounts. Perhaps
discontent in Virginia was barely in the whispering stage.
Or, perhaps people did not care. 1In any case, nothing ap~
peared in the papers on the subject from any source within
‘Virginia,

But the other colonies did reply. The first thing the
new Virginia committee did was to send eepies‘ai their reso~
lutions to the speakers of several lower houses of the
colonial legislatures, Most colonies formed their own come
mittees of correspondence and replied to the Virginia letter
within a few months. From May 27 on, many of these appear in

33

the Gazettes. The Rhode Island Asgembly, still plagued by

the Gaspee inquiry, praised the "patriotick House of Burges-

ses of Virginia" and unanimously set up its own eammittee.34

Ezﬁennedy, Journals, p. xii.

33Ab0ut a fourth of the incoming correspondence appeared in
the Gazettes. See Kennedy, Journals, pp. 47 -64,

34Purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 27 May 1773, p. 2, col. 1;
Rind, Va. Gaz,, 3 June 1773, 7p. 2, col, 2.
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The Magsachusetts House of Representatives' resolutions forme
ing its committee appeared in both Williamsburg papers in
full, The northern body was "very grateful," reported the
_Gazettes, to 1ts sister House "for the Vigilance, Firmness,
and Wisdom, which they have discovered at all Times in Support
of the Rights and Liberties of the American Colonies, and do
heartily concur with them in their said judiciaus and spirited
Resclves.” Massachusetts also thought the Gaspeé~00mmission
should be their first item to investigate, although that court
bad already digscolved for lack of evidence,35 Similar re-
solves from other colonies came intoe Williamsburg. South
Carolina's was printed in full,36 Some were never mentioned.
Through the summer of 1773 a fow pieces of general polit-
ical interest did find space in the Gazetteg, but they were
not submitted by Virginians. One writer would blame the
colonists' own "Follies and Vanities™ for any decline of
America. He deplored the fact that, to most people, outward
show was more important than love of country or virtue. If
they would not improve themselves, he warned, the colonists
would become "willing and contented Subjects either to foreign
or native Despotism."37 In the spring of 1773, Purdie and
Dixon published an interesting, but anonymous, proposal. It

35purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 24 June 1773, p. 3, col. 1;
Rind, Va. Gaz., 1 July 1773, p. 2, col. 3.

369urdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 2 Sep. 1773, p. 2, col. 1;
Rind, Va. Gaz., 12 Augl 17737 p. 2, col. 2.

37Purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 8 Apr. 1773, p. 2, col, 3.
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was called "A Plan to perpetuate the Union between Great
Britain and America, to the latest Period of Time.” Natural,
charter, and constitutional rights, it said, made Americans
free men, But if they were rﬁled.by Parli#ment, that freedom
would be gone, . Therefore, the truth that the célonies were
not subjeét to Parliament, was "so clear that it must blaze
upon every Mind,” Yet membership iz the Empire was a blessing

to all. As the solution, the "Plan" suggested an American

"House of Commons” on a par with the British one, both under
the same King. This, the author was sure, would begefit
everybody and safeguard American rights as well,sg ‘This idea
was very similar to the Galloway Plan of Union to be proposed
in the First Continental Congress a year and a half later,

It never received further note in the Virginia press. The
author of the above "Plan," as well as a numbar of others,
discussed the economic advantages to England of a happy cone
nection with America. One English writer enumerated them con-

39 There seemed to be no dispute from

vincingly and in detail.
either side of the Atlantic over the commercial benefits of
union,

Virginians were silent on all these subjects. Perhaps,
with their weekly newspaper in front of them, they were think-

ing and reappraising.

38ypid., 29 Apr. 1773, p. 1, col. 1.
3%ind,, Va. Gaz., 12 Aug. 1773, p. 2, col. 1.
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ik
From English papers, both Virginia printers copied items
on King and Parliament. All articles on the King showed sen-
timents of loyalty. The Queen's pregnancy and the King's re-
view of the fleet were followed closely. John Wilkes was
still trying to get into Parliament, but the controversy of

garlier yvears had declined.4g

The sole essay that spoke of
royal limitations was nevertheless loyal, It held that kings
in géneral should be more humble and rule by law, not
tyranny.dl

It was a different matter with Parliament., Sentiments
of Englishmen were not nearly so loyal to the Ministry as to
the King above or the body of Parliament below. The City of
London remonstrated against the "despotick and corrupt” min-
istera.42 Those who sympathized with America's grievances

43

blamed them entirely on the North government. One corre-

spondent wished "that Men who are governed by Veins of pub-

lick Good would start up to form an Opposition to the

44

despotick Designs of our Ministers." As Thomas Hutchinson

4030¢ Stella F. Duff, "The Case Against the King: the
Virginia Gazettes Indict George I1I,"” William and Mary
Quarterly, 9¥d sSeries, Vol., VI (1949) Pp. 383-397, for a
digscussion of the role of the Wilkes controversy in prepar-
ing Virginians to turn sgainst the king. Her argument seems
forced, especially when applied to 1773-4.

4lRind, Va. Gaz., 21 Jan. 1773, p. 1, cols. 1-2.
%2purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 6 May 1773, p. 2, col. 1.
433@@ above, p.l1q.

ﬁdﬁurdia and Dizon, Va. Gaz., 11 Feb. 1773, p. 1, col. 1.
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took 2ll the newspaper abuse in America, Lord North suffered
it in England. Accordingly, the colonial press gave the min-
istry little chance of developing any reputation in the New
World.

William Rind's Gazette for March 4, 1773, printed the
speech of George I1I opening Parliament the previous autumn.
Among other matters, the King was concerned with the poor
state of "the credit and prosperity of the East India company.
When therefore,” the King continued, "1 received information
of the difficulties in which that company appear to be in-
volved,; I determined to give you an early opportunity of in-~
;ifcrming yourselves fully of the true state of affairs, and of
'"5making such provisions for the common benefit and security of
all the various interests concerned as you shall find best

ndd Who would have

adapted to the exigencies of the case,
thought at the time, on either side of the Atlantic, that
this would begin the series of events leading ultimately to
Aperican indegenﬂenca? However, Parliament got busy to find
the means "best adapted to the exigencies of the case.” One
of those means would be the Tea Act.

During the spring of 1773, both Williamsburg sheets
carried numerous references to the East India debates in
Parliament. Most concerned the projecﬁed'reerganization of
the company. One item, bhowever, mantionéd,that “as the

Quantity of Tea on Hand is immense, it is expected some

45Rind, va. Gaz., 4 Mar. 1773, p. 3, col, 1.
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Regulations will take Place that will admit of its being sent
to Amerieaa”éﬁ This first news arrived in Williamsburg in
May, and as usual, months late, Elaboration came on the
first of July. The clipping was buried in a corner of Purdie
and Dixon's journal. Lord North hadtpiaposeé; back in January,
that the East India Company be allowed to "export such Part of
the Tea at prasent‘in their Warehouses as they should think
proper, duty free, This would be greatly to the Advantage of
the Company, as they had at present above 17 Million Pounds
by them., This, converting a Part of it into Money, would
greatly ease them, and be attended wiih those good Conse-
quences which are now sc necessary to re-establish th@ir
Affairs; that this Measure would be lasséﬁing the Revenue of
the Customs,; yet he had proposed it merely with a View to give
the Company all possible Assistance " 47

If fear of dutied tea caused any‘ayprehensiané, they were
dispelled by simultaneous intelligence by way of New York.
"The mischievous Tea Act, that has occasioned such Bickering
with poor Old England, is now in a fairer Way than ever of
being repealed. Lord North lately declared.,.that he expected
the House of Commons would this Sessions recind it.” In order
that the colonists may help the company, by buylng its tea, an
American asserted, it is now become the Interest of Govern-

ment to 5urfénder to us our Liberties iuvialate.gés A month

46pyrdie and Dixzon, Va. Gaz., 27 May 1772, p. 1, col. 3.
473pid., 1 July 1773, p. 2, col. 3.
481pid., p. 3, cols. 1-2.
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later came details of the East India Bill. The company would
be reorganized with greater governmental supervisioni There
was no mention of the disposal of stored tea.QQ
Then, on September 2, 1773, Williamsburg received first
news of the passage of the tea proposal. "I take the first
Opportunity,” a London correspondent innocently wrote, "of
acquainting you that the East India Company have obtained
Leave, by Act of Parliament, to export their Teas from Eng-
land Duty free; and in a short Time, perhaps a Month, a Cargo
will be sent by them to Boston (subject to the Duty payable
in America) to be sold in that Place on their Account, and
they mean to keep America so well supplied that the Trade to
Holland for that Article must be greatly affected,"sg The
troublesome duty remained! But it was considered such an un-
important point that the news of it only appeared parenthet-
ically. After all, the tea would be cheaper than ever, By
the evidence in the Gazettes, nobody in England, inside or
outside Parliament, realized how America would react. It was
obvious that American tea merchants would suffer, but would
not the people be in favor of cheaper tea-~~and gladly pay the
duty? The ministry surely must have anticipated no difficul-
tiesg, for the purpose of the scheme was to get the East India

Company back on its feet financially, not to cause more trou-

ble with America. With little further ado, Parliament passed

497pid., 12 Aug. 1773, p. 1, col. 1; 26 Aug. 1773, p. 2,
col. T

501pid., 2 Sept. 1773, p. 2, col. 1; Rind, Va. Gaz.,
2 Sept. 1773, p. 2, col, 2.



37

the bill, and George III gave his royal assent. Reaction was

slow in appearing, but when it arrived, it was in full force,



CHAPTER III

"THAT PERNICIOUS HERB"
October 1773 -~ May 1774

1 the first hint

As was common throughout the colonies,
of trouble over the Tea Act took almost two months to reach
the Virginia publié‘ Late in October 1773, Purdie and Dixon
printed extracts of letters from New York and London. The'
ports of Bosﬁén, New York, and Philadelphia had been selected
for tea shipments. Charleston was not mentioned until a week
later, Both letters supposed that Americans would not accept
the tea, but only the New Yorker gave a reason. If Americans
ever assented to the Tea Act, this would "for ever after be
pleaded as a Precedent for every Imposition the Parliament of
Great Britain shall think proper to saddle us with,"2

This objection, inconspicously placed in the Gazette,
contained the important elements of the coming newspaper dis-
content. If unconstitutionally dutied tea were forced upon
the colonies, it would not be long before the wicked Ministry
would add more items, then more acts, until all of America

was completely at the mercy of a Parliament in which she had

no veice. There was little mention of the fact that the

ISchlesinger, Prelude, p. 168,
2purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 21 Oct. 1773, p. 2, col. 1.
38
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colonies had bought dutied tea ever since the end of the
Townshend controversy., Yet, as the agitators and merchants
knew, cheap East India tea would drive out the smuggled and,
of course, undutied Dutch product. Tea would also gain favor
among the public over more expensive brews. And it would be
readily availlable, imported in quantity by the East India
Company. Therefore the amount of duties America was paying
would rise sharply., If the merchants were;to save their tea
trade, and if the radicals were to save the principle of self~
taxation they held to be basic, the East India tea must be
stopped.

In ever increasing 1étensity, fiery words arose first
from London and then from the great port cities of America.
At thé start, Virginia just observed, and she observed through
her newspapers.

ke

The North goveroment took some of the first abuse. "The
conduct of the ministry and their tools,” Clementina Rind
quoted from a London paper, "are replete with treachery and
infamy, and holds them up to public scorn, as men as destitute
of talents as of hanonr."3 PETER PERRIVIG even admonished
the King for having "been long accustomed to look only through

4

ministerial spectacles.”  There were threats that Parliament

"may probably" withdraw bounties on American products if

3Rind, Va. Gaz., 28 Oct. 1773, p. 1, col. 1.
4Ibid., p. 1, cols. 1-2,
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opposition to the ministry's measure continued. "How are the

mighty fallen!"™ exclaimed the Rind Gazette.s The East India

Company received its share of reproach. A London correspond-
ent blasted it for the "paltry Transaction" of exporting teas
to America.ﬁ

All these sentiments, calculated to arouse hostility to
the ministry, originated in England and arrived in the col-
onies before American resistance hardly began, In opposition
to the North ministry, it seems that England was ahead of her
colonies,

Americans soon joined in. One of the first was a series
of essays by HAMPDEN, copled from the "Pennsylvania papers."
If dutied tea is landed in America, "it is to be feared it
will find its Way amongst us."” HAMPDEN obviously did not
trust American patriotism. If the tea were available, people
would buy it. Therefore the problem was to keep the tea from
being landed. The distortions of a propagandist would excite
emotions against it. "All the Images we can borrow, from
every Thing terrible in Nature, are too faint to describe the
Horrour of our Situation.”™ The course to be taken was clear.
"Let us, with ONE Heart and Band oppose the landing of it."7
Echoes and re-echoes of HAMPDEN's sentiments and methods

would appear in the weeks and months to come, A Philadelphia

®Ibid., 11 Nov. 1773, SBupp., p. 1, col. 2.

Spurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 11 Nov. 1773, Supp., P. 2,
col, 1, - '

“tpid., 11 Nov. 1773, p. 1, col. 1.
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correspondent's rantings exemplified many articles in both
Williamsburg journals. The Tea Act was "a‘measure apparently
pregnant with every mischief."” "Nothipg, indeed, can be
plainer than that this step is intended to introduce uncone
stitatianal parliamentary authority among us, the most eligi~
ble means to prevent which will be a steady adherence to the
prinéiplea which happily and generally influenced us to ex«
plode the obnoxious stamp act of infamous memory, and I trust,
have reason to bélievg, we shall here, to a man, stand firm
in the cause.”s

Starting in the middle af November, both Williamsburg
sheets complemenied prapagandist articles with news of what
the port cities were doing and thinking. The people were
determined, almost every article mentioned, not to accept any
dutied tea. 1In Philadelphia the tea commissioners, agents
appointed by the East India Company to market the imported
tea, resigned "and determined t¢o have nothing to do with so
pernicious a business” as handling dutied tea.9 Actually

10

they resigned under pressure of the radicals. A meeting of

the town praised their "prudent Conduct" and added that the
"insidious Purpose"” of the tea scheme was "manifest and de«
testable, being nothing less than to establish the odious

11

Precedent of raising a Revenue in America.” From Boston

SRind, Va. Gaz., 11 Nov. 1773, Supp., p. 2, col. 3.
®fbid., 11 Nov. 1773, p. 2, col. 3. |

10§urdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 11 Nov. 1773, Supp., p. 2,
col. 3. — -

lllbid;; p. 2, col. 2.
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came word that ship captains were refusing to bring the tea
to America. In case tea did arrive, however, the Boston
radicals had organized, early in November, a meeting to stir
up hatred and decide what steps would be taken. The tea con-
signees did not heed the demand to appear at the "Liberty
Tree" and resign their commissions, thus irritating the five
hundred people gathered there, The radical leaders planned
another meeting.lz From Philadelphia came intelligence that
handbills had summoned 'the Friends of LIBERTY and COMMERCE"
to oppose the tea measure. A mob burned a tea commissioner

13 What one Bostonian

in effigy, chanting "No Tax on Tea,”

wrote about his city went for all the northerm ports: "You

may depend no tea, if it should arrive, will be landed nere."¥
Throughout the last quarter of 1773, conflicting reports

arrived from London, Virginians read that the tea shipments

were on the way and that no tea would be sent. There were

even reports that tea had already arrived in Boston before it

actually did. People read that the 3d. tea tax was payable

in America, and that it was payable in England, and even that

the tax was repealed altogether. The only consistent news

was that Boston, New York, and Philadelphia would accept no

dutied tea. Charleston was as yet silent on the matter.

This uncertainty, coupled with northern opposition, made for

12¢pid., 25 Nov. 1773, p. 2, col. 1; 2 Dec. 1773, p. 1,
cols I-2.

Brpid., 2 Dec. 1773, p. 1, col. 2.
4pind, va. Gaz., 25 Nov. 1773, p. 3, col. 3.
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a suspense that was only heightened week by week with each

new issue of the Virginia Gazette.

A few people in the north received publicity by refusing
to drink tea until the tax was removed. But the radical prop-
agandists thought of a surer way--to scare people away from
the drink, Not enough people worried about the coming of
"slavery’ by use of the tea, but they would worry if their
health were endangered. The northern papers carried many
articles on newly "discovered” 1ill effects of taking tea.
Both Williamsburg printers duly copied them.

Tea, exclaimed one propagandist, "will breed a kind of
insect, somewhat resembling a flea.,” East India teas, of
course, were eaten through by these "insects”" and were unsafe
to drink. Americans, he warned, should be very careful in
buying teas, especially teas from England., Then came his ob-

jective. "But the surest way to be safe is to drink none.”ls

16 until it seemed

Others advised against this "old rotten tea™
that the unhealthful aspects of tea drinking were indisputable,

Copied from the Pennsylvania Jeurnal,l? PHILO-ALETHEIAS broad

cast his versibn of the history of tea drinking. "The Tyranny
of Fashion spread it with amazing Rapidity, though the general
State of Health has undergone a great Revolution by it; so

that our Race is dwindled, and become puny, weak, and dis-

151bid., 16 Dec. 1773, p. 3, col. 3.
18pyrdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 2 Dec. 1773, p. 1, col. 2.

IYSchlesinger, Prelude, p. 171.
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ordered, to such a Degree, that were it to prevail a Century
more we should be reduced to meagre Pigmies.” 1If this were
not encugh to swear his readers off tea, he added a number of
specific disorﬁers resulting from tea drinking, including
"mischievous Effects on the nervous System” and "spasmodick
{convulsive) Affections.” Then, to satisfy the taste buds

of his readers, the author continued, "But if we must,
through Custom, have some warm Tea, once or twice a Day, why
may we not exchange this slow Poison, which not only destroys
our Constitutions, but endangers our Liberty, and drains our
Country of so many Thousands Pounds a Year, for Teas of our
own American Plants; many of which may be found, pleasant to
the Taste and very salutary according to our various Cone-
stitutions.," A description of seventeen brews followed.
Finally, PHILO-ALETHEIAS called upon "the Gentlemen and
Ladies of the first Rank" to take the initiative and set the

exanple by givipg up tea.la Although many Americans disbe-

lieved stories like this,>?

no one ever publically refuted
them through the columns of the Gazettes. Some people would
believe anything, and the reports were convincingly written.
This type of propaganda no doubt had some effect, but not
encugh, The radicals still must keep the tea from being
landed.

The propaganda barrage continuved without letup., The

18purdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz,, 13 Jan. 1774, p. 1, cols,
» 1-3, 7

19 Arthur Meier Schlesinger, The Colonial Merchants and the
American Revolution 1763~1?66 \ I<, 7y, P. 207,
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author of "A Constitutional Catechism" exemplified frequent
contributors to both Gazettes, Americans must accept no
dutied tea., The Tea Aet was "unconstitutional, cruel, and
unjust." Why? "Because it is forcing our Property from us,
without our Consent, by Virtue of Power alone; which is no
less a Crime, in the Scale of Justice, than downright Rob-
‘bery.“20

The other reason for opposition, the financial loss to
American merchants by the East India monopoly, received scant
attention in the newspapers. It was not neglected completely,
however. HAMPDEN in number four of his "THE ALARM" feared
"a permanent Monopoly"” that would prove a great loss to col-

21 A New Englander, writing under the name

onial merchants,
A MERCHANT, listed reasons for opposing the "dangerous tende
ency of introducing dutied tea.” It would drain the colonies
of political liberty and circulating currency. And of prob-
able direct interest to himself, he was afraid that "those

gentlemen that have dealt in that article will altogether he

22 Yet

deprived of the benefit arising from such busiress.”
writers overlooked the moncopoly issue to such an extent that
it seemed to count for very little, As compared with the

issue of taxation, it certainly was unimportant outside mer-

cantile circles. But merchants were often the radical lead-~

20pyurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz,, 30 Dec. 1773, p. 2, col. 2.
211bid., 25 Nov. 1773, p. 1, cols, 1-2.
22Rind, Va. Gaz., 25 Nov. 1773, p. 3, col. 2.
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ers in the northeran port cities., 1t is probable that the
monopoly threat was an underlying issue, more so than the
propagandists made use of. The loss of profits to a few in-
dividuals was not the stuff that would rouse a,natien.23
sop ¥

This time, with intense propaganda and disturbing news
filling the pages of the Gazettes, Virginians did not keep
gquiet, The first comments to be published were, interesting-
ly and perhaps significantly, by Virginia Tories, In a let-
ter to Alexander Purdie in November 1773, LARDON HONDURAS
voiced sentiments neither printer had previously printed
from any non-local source, "I am very sorry to see,"” this
correspondent wrote, "that some wrong headed and restless
People at Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, seem to be en-
deavouring unseasonably to revive the Disputés which were so
happy put to Sleep after the Mother Country had generously
given up the Contest in the Matter of the Stamp Act.” He
was glad to be able to buy tea so much cheaper than before.

And, in a postscript, the writer wished the radicals would

_ 23 prthur M. Schlesinger, in his Colonial Merchants, p.
2622f, writes that radical activities were a1l directed by
mercantile interests for economic reasons. To him, the mon-
opoly issue was the only real issue. Others were just for
effect. It is probably true that merchants took a leading
role in opposition to the Tea Act, but Schlesinger's doubt-
ful statement on p. 270 that the monopoly issue was the only
one necessary to force the colonists to go as far as they
did in opposition is not, and cannot bs, proved. The coio-
nists were aroused by the issue of taxation without repre-
sentation, not by the problem of the economic well«being of
a small special interest group. There is no reason to be-
lieve that they would not have gladly accepted the tea if
the duty had been removed,
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listen to their own advice and allow the tea consignees the
same freedom to dispogé of their property, the incoming tes,

as the radicals reserved for tbemaalvea.24

Purdie printed o
reply, signed by THOUSANDS, a month later, After tearing
apart LANDON HONDURAS's argument, he concluded: "For my own
Part, I do most heartily congratulate my Countrymen on the
Firm and virtuous Opposition made in Boston, New York, and
Philadelphia, against the Admission of this Ministerial Tea;
and I have no Manner of Doubt but that the generous Love of
Liberty, which has hitherto distinguisbed the Virginians,
will unite them in the same wise and well judged Opposition.
I am not mistaken, Mr. Purdie, when 1 say these are the
Sentiments of THOﬂSAﬁDSQ“ga

Another Tory writer was CORPORAL TRIM, a resident of
Suffolk, Virginia. Appearing in the next issue of Purdie's
Gazette after the HONDURAS piece, this article also expressed
pleasure at the prospect of cheaper tea. UNorecver, Parliaw
ment must be supreme over provincial assemblies as it has the
.duty to regulate and protect the Empire. The House of Bur-
gesses did not have that power or responsibility, evem it if
had pretensions. "If I can but once ma%& a rich Bride,” the
correspondent concluded with a jab, "and get into the House
of Burgesses, 1 shall think it a very fine Thing to be
[called] a Member of Parliament.” Meanwhile, CORPORAL TRIM

24pyrdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 25 Nov. 1773, p. 2, col. 2,

25ybid., 23 Dec. 1773, p. 1,-col. 1. For the continuation
of tHRE dispute between LANDON HONDURAS and THOUSANDS, see
bﬁlOW, po 56 .
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accopted Virginia's dependence on the supreme British Parlia-
mantizs

Until events in the North, especially in Boston, sube
stantially changed the situation, these were the only comments
on the Tea Act troubles by Virginians. And they disapproved

of what they read in the Virginia Gazeties.

Rk
News was coming in from the North. Facts were replacing
the old confusiong and contradictory reports, The tea was
actually on its way. Ship captains, fresh from London, began
telling suspenseful Boston, New York, and Philadelphia that
the tea vessels had left before them. Throughout December

1773, Virginia Gazette subscribers read excerpts of letters

from the North. The tea ships were hourly expected. The
people were firm. They would stop by any means the landing
of any tea that arrived. Newspaper readers were left on the
edge of their seats. From Boston, for example, came word
that “"four or five committees come in every day to consult
with the leading men of the town, and consent the necessary
measures., There were 13 or 1400 names some days ago to a
paper in this town, obliging themselves to destroy the tea,
or be destroyed in the attempt, in case it should come on
shore. The whole town and neighborhood are arming them-

selves.” If the tea consignees did not send the tea back to

281pid., 2 Dec. 1773, p. 1, col. 1. This was reprinted in
the Massachusetts Gazette and Boston News-Letter on 13 Jan.
1774 as "a Piece of Humour," Bee Bchlésinger, Prelude,
p. 180, —
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London immediately upon its arrival; “they must look to the

27 Meanwhile, New York radicals

safety of their own lives,"
were. also "menacing Destruction” to anyone who might attempt
to market the expected leaf, The appointed commissioners

28

immediately resigned, There was a '"great noise'" over the

Tea Act in Charleston. "It will be prevented landing without

29

doubt,” a Seouth Carolinian wrote.” A Philadelphia correspon-

dent hoped that when the tea arrived that "every Citizen will
prove himself worthy of Liberty."sa

England was disturbed, Reports circulated in London that
"the American Colonies are expected soon to enter into a genw-
eral Association not to import any Tea from England” until
the duty was ramcved.sl In the light of this possibility,
some Londoners asked, "who can be sure, after all the attend-
ing Expense and Trouble, that the Americans will buy it at
all?“sz The reporis were disturbing, and as it turned out,
they were true.

Then, with Purdie and Dixon's issue of December 23, 1773,

came definite word. A month before, the "much detested"” tea

27Rind, Va. Gaz., 30 Dec. 1773, p. 3, col. 1.

28pyrdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz,, 2 Dec. 1773, p. 1, col, 2;
23 Dec. 1773, Supp., p. 2,7col. 2,

?%Rind, Va. Gaz., 30 Dec. 1773, p. 2, col. 3.

3npgrdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 2 Dec. 1773, Supp., p. 2,
COl . . .

31tbig., 23 pec. 1773, Supp., p. 2, col. 1.
321pid., 2 Dec. 1773, Supp., p. 1, col. 2.
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had arrived in Boston on board the ship Dartmouth after an
eight~week voyage from London. The "very great ?erment”

over that "pernicious Article” was now reaching its height.

A notice, calling for a public meeting, was posted throughout
the Town, "That worst of Plagues,” it said, "the detested
Tea, shipped for this Port by the East India Company, is now
arrived in this Harbour. The Hour of Besﬁrﬁction; or manly
Opposition to the Machinations of Tyranny, stares you in the

33 4wo more tea ships arrived soon after., Rind's

Face."
journal carried a letter of one Bostonian on the arrival of
the dutied tea, "What will be done with it I cannot say;
but I tremble for the consequences, should the consignees
pot consent to reship it. I am persuaded, from the present
disposition of the people; that no alternative will do. The
bells are now ringing for a general muster."34
A long news item in Purdie and Dixon's paper told what
happened next. On November 29, a town meeting was moved
from Faneuil Hall to Old South Church to accommodate the huge
crowd. The master and the owner of the'naxtmouta were told
that attempts to land tea would be at their peril. An organ-
ized watch guarded the vessels to make sure no tesa was re-
moved, The tea consignees, including two sons and a nephew
of Governor Hutchinson, remained in the safety of Castle

William. They declared that it was "utterly out of our

ssxbid,,‘za Dec. 1773, p. 2, col. 2.

34pind, Va. Gaz., 30 Dec. 1773, p. 3, col. 1.
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Power" to reship the tea without further word from London.
They would store the tea until they received further orders,
but the radical nmeeting would not hear ¢f it. Then Governor
Hutchinson took action. ¥From his home in Milton, he sent a
message by the sheriff to the assembled crowd for it "forth-
with to disperse,..at your utmost Peril.” The mob answered
their governor's warning with "a loud and very general Hiss,”
A resolution, backed and pushed by Samuel Adams and John Han-
cock passed without dissent., Bostonians would prevent the
landing of dutied tea even at the "risk of their Lives and
Praperties‘“sﬁ

To intimidate the consignees and anybody who might help
them, propagandists used the Boston press, Purdie and Dixon
copied one broadside that described any attempt to land tea
as betraying "an inhuman Thirst for Blood, and will also in
a great Measure accelerate Confusion and civil War."” T¥Writing
ag THE PEOPLE, this propagandist assured "such publick En-
emies of this Country that they will be considered and txeat-
ed as Wretches unworthy to live, and will be made the first
Victims of our Jjust Resantment;"aa

On January 6, 1774, news of the c¢limax reached Williams-
burg. A hastily written notice, sent by an express rider who

was "departing immediately” from Boston, informed the other

colonies of an "interesting Event.” On December 16; the

aspurdie and Dixon, Va. Gaz., 30 Dec. 1773, p. 2, col, 1.

361pid,, 6 Jan. 1774, p. 2, cols. 1-2.





























































































































































































