'
2 )

- o

-

. ; . BAILYN quILGPD N nIs BUNKI:R* '\ : ' e Y
; : b > el \1
4 " ST e e PR ".! b L/ -.__\ ] ; ...'. " '..- ;

Boom!... Boom!... What is that noise? Where is i¥ coming = = . o+ &
from? .Can: anybo@y tell us what that noise is?... . Maybe *° LA P AR

_ they re rehear51ng at Lexington and Concord I'll tell B R i G
- you i what it is. TIt's the sound of cannon around the Cﬁérles'..-” ¥ i
Warren Center at Harvard.l Dirk Hoerder's 'paper--and others .. IR s €

llke_rtr—have practlcally brought the place-down: The grow-',
) “ing assault is reduc1ng the .place to.rubble. The rebels have - _
D R reached Harvard, it's-about to fall, “and there's "o money in .7
: the budget to replace it. 1It's tragic. Bernard-Bailyn has,
retreated into his secret underground bunker, the oné he, had

). .~~built back in '68 to pretect him from. those crazed. manlacs—— ) 3 s ;ff,
7+ - the STUDENT RADICALS. -Look--thére he Ts now, Me's digging ' & Tyt
~- +his way out. Pauline Maier has him by the hand;y she’ s, lead- - L 3

ing hi through a hole in ‘the collapsed roof.?2. Thank God Dlrk o
got out: he .alone has surv1ved to t&ll. the tale. _i' I

~

The foundatlons of Ballyn ‘8. bunkerwere actually laid in the ?f. {'ﬁi';}l“
pericd after World War‘II**‘Whiie*ﬂarry—Trtman~ the young S

-chk leonﬂ J. Edgar\Hoover, and others wére trying to read .o : ‘_jfé

. " ,radlcals out of the American. present, ‘historians were trying. — T
to purge them from the gast 35 But when the realities of the .- e

s e 60"s made .this 1nterpretatlon untenable, somebody had to’ ) o :
' update the old interpretatién. Around here [Boston], the. S
o O updatérs ran from B to Z--Bailyn to Zobel. 4 Most ‘recently, - )
. in his.ordeal of Thomas Hutchinson, 3 Ballyn has ascended to .
o ‘a celestikl neutrallty, what he humbly calls "an ultimate . . . Ce
mode of - interpretation' - (Lemisch hums_!Ode’ to*Joy") " Ih . L
this ultimate mode, Hutchlnson is "savagely assaulted" by D e
adversaries who Bailyn neutrally sees as "inflamed mobs, " o .
.~ "paranoiac," "the subversive party," "extremists,” driven ' _ - - . -
' by "pagsion," and ! 'personal ‘discontent."® And ‘these same v o .
loonies appear 1n’Ballyn s version of Tom Paine, that "bank-"
- .rupt Quaker corsetmaker"--can you‘thlnk of anything worse?--
P 7"'a bankrupt Quaker corsetmaker," a "savage" and "enraged" -
1gnoqamus," whose writing was‘"slapdash " "crude" and - . S
sllghtly insane." . Get - thaﬁ— llghtlx 1nsane ‘ ‘ )

7

/ : ',Ballyn s current'detection of a lunatlc undercurrentntn the
- 'Amerlcan Revolutlon\repla s an.'earlier Bailyn version in - SR
.whithth revolutlonary crowds were united with thelr lead- . I
ers, and} like them, gooa elghteenth century: Commonwealthmen '
iThlS was/ most fulry spelled out not by Bailyn, but by- Pauline S /
b L Maier.: Opening her book with a Tocqueville quotation abouk . e
o '~ the Revolution beind marked by respect for law. and® order, 8 3
| ,/Jﬁhejgeve us a law ‘and order crowd" actlng out’ of an 1deology -
o shared with -their Whig’ lcaders "It is in a:'way a. -new con- B

L sensus, 1nterpretatlon, nd therterm consénsus, which we S -
— thpught was used.up, a. decade ,ago, deserves. revival here, L e
: just as thman has recently rev1ved it _to, descrlbc Foqel and R A

_Bnqerman s work on slavery.Z
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~With Madier's view, I have a few diSagreemen - I.was struck, "
for instance, by the contortions she went thr gh to fit 1nto‘
..her law and-order model those who . .advocated open dlsobedlence‘;
to the -Stamp Act~(1765V% - The movemcht*for business as usual j
.without the 'use of stamps involved a: direct confrontation thh _7
British authorlty, unlike''the more passive strategy, boycott.
But somehow, in her book, theytheme of the . movement towards
direct disobedience becomes tle very reverse of-what. 1t was—-
.a movenent, as she calls it,. "away from overt v101ence
Now I think that tomorrow,: instead of protestlng gas prices
by boycott, I'm going to tell them to £ill it up,” I''1l drive’ -
‘off without paying,, and get Maier to tell the judge that - =
thls is evidence of my deep respect.for law. And..she. sup—
‘ports her claim that "the people’ most/often worked through'
“T:i:i:f_restabLlshod governmental ‘channels”™ by citing Rhodé ™ 1sland, TR
e whose leglslature was the“pnlz one to endOrse dlsobedlcnce 12: .

: Some people 3ust can't be . squeezed ----- into Maler s congensus,
$0_instead’she just reads them out of. America.. For 1nstance,
‘she acknowledges that violent customs riots don ti€it her
pattern "Don'-t. worry,. the \violence.was prdbably due, she
says, ' to "yolatile" foreigni'seamen, n137 Irlshmen aoparently.,”h_
‘This_ libel.against Jack Tarr, forelgners in general, and. the
Irlsh in partlcular has a p051t1vely Boorst;nlan flaverunwr'

These excesses aren't typlcal of Maier's, 1mportant work She
has a more: scholarly teriperament~thah her mentorxr Ballyn—ﬂthat
-bankrupt Quaker corsetmaker with- his slapdash, -crude and
sllghxly insane wrltlngs . Her work deserves the central .
place it!s galnlng in the current literature, -and th®-problem
is that she's just plain wrong. Her book is, as she descrlbes
1t,'"to a large extent ... a study of polltlcal perceptron
‘a view of-the crowd from’ the top down, a series of assertlons
abdut:- what was on thelr minds based on projection downwards
from what she finds in the minds of Whig leaders: almost an

: old-tlme ‘intellectual history.  In the very act of trying to

“'make ‘the case .for: consensus, she presents an’ enormous amount
of evidence for conflict,. show1ng us again and again da- cfowd

" which is.in -fact self-wiljfled, out of control its. .alleged
leaders desperately stru gllﬁg to keep UReg i ARt 1

But here S Dlrk ‘Hoerder- worklng in the very belly of the
monster,, -across thehall from Maier at the Charles Warren /.-
Cehter, and nonethéless attemptlng to see 1ngs,f om the
‘crowd's point-of vx:ﬁsas well as from the.point of vﬂew of '/}
those 'we  think, of ag.-"lg¢aders.": 'He.sges other gaps in the:;

; arqument, plcklnq up, for- 1nstance,‘on the difference be-
tween pa531ve_and active: ‘resistance (241) . "He goes some
distance 1in establlshlnq “that" Boston was. a ‘class society. _

“But the paper's central v1rtue “fs—inmoving us-towards——

.seelnq dlstlnctlve class 1deoloq1es in rcvolutlonary oy

'.Boston
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: Hocrdex pro.,cntc us w1fh a complex and sophisticated picture =
of leadcrs somctimes: flttlnq Maicr's pattecrn and. sometimes . /. Y
not. Now lecaders™lead, now they follow the crowd: they oscil=""

late between controlllnq and initiating (240). Sometimes he - - = . -
finds obstacles to the "independent-articulation of 1nterests sy S el
(238). But what is novel and challonglng i's the promipence . 15
in his account of "self-led" (240), "self-organized" crowds =~ Ve
£242), going bcyond the control of thd"gentlemen (242); . S %e o L
crowds showing "independence.of action" (242), acting on : i TN
theilr own, expressing other grievances than their leaders ~— 777 T
‘(257) . Their independence reflects independent ttaditions o ’ : ;
(265), and, finally, a distinctive class feeling which is ...

tHéfg,'albclt "rudimentary" and W*ubmcrged"'(265) ' Hoerder .

shows us' the folly of projecting -ideds in the: hecads of crowds

" from ideas in the heads of elites. The closer we look, the - = - L
. more ev1dcncc we find of self- organlzatlon and-distinctive

ideas.  The previous failure to sce this was ah artifact of .

hlstorlans ideology and their sources.

Hoerdef's‘stross on selfjactivity-and the tensiéh between
leaders and crowds presents a serious challenge'to® Maier
“and Bailyn. But it could go farther. Bailyn is™in his | - :
_burkér, we rebels think we have hif surrounded, but-unless - -
Dirk and“Jesse and-many others in the growing rebel army ’ -
do better than we have,_Klng Bud III may come out of this v
.with his emplre intact. . S . -
So let me suggest some of the weakncsses that I. see in the 4
larger attack on the Bunker. If my: remarks lnCIdentally o T
present Bailyn- with an escapc route, they're inténded as a° I
few notes -for-a—handbook which mlcht finally lead to a B . o
successful rebellion. ’ .

" Hoerder would ‘be the flrst to aanowledqe that he hasn't
clqarly established. class, or class consc10usness, -Or -
distinctive ideologies. ‘Maybe they just.aren t there.
Or, maybe other methodologies might find more. If there
were. a conscious lower- class, you wouldn't get very far -
inside that consciousness by looking at the" fedrs of ‘the: )
upper‘class. . Nixon's terror of the Left tells .us some-, —
“*‘“““*v——thlng——lt S relevant evidenge--but not- that much about what

: " was in -the mind of the Left. And it won' t-ée—t07say, as

does Hocrder, that when the "wealthy and powerful" take

to. their guns, this is testjmony to the "class, chardacter"

of the actions of the crowd[%(244). - It may be testimgny )

toq;omc kind 'of consciousness on the part of the wealthy™

powerful, and Hderder docs present) plenty of eVIdgnce / - ‘ v
of ‘that kind of cons010usness, but such prejections tell , o /
.. mlus--little more about-the conscioushess of the lower
classes than did Maier‘s/projectipns from Whig leaders
into the mind of the crowd Holding to the notion of a
"history from the bottom up,' w15 just don"t see. how you"
establish lower-=class- consciousness without looklnq d1~
» rcctly into the mlnds»of.the lowcr classes : '
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Of.-course Hunrdor does, buL not”deeply cnouqh here;,- althouqh . “? 4

‘I think he has looked more ddeply elsewhere.l6 oOne of his ' .« "
tools is what has becen callod Rudé-fication, those wonderful

- tochnlqucs developed by George Rudé: Those tools—are. useful,'

_perhaps necessary, but ccrtalnly not sufficient to establlsh
“class consciousncss ,,or the lack of it.- Take. the technlque . -
of lobking at crowds' targcts-of destruction (243-244), -Just . . %
how much can we rcad rn the? information that rioters damaged. - i
.expensive window panes,-:coaches and coach houses? Somethlng,
cnough te make it worth doing, -and we'll all cdntinue, to do, *
it. But this kind of action is at best .a gross guide to, 5
what's on pcople's-minds. Looklnc at broken w1ndowpanes is ¥

. hanging a lot on a lltth, it*s not going to get you to. i

In readlng back: from targets of de-

" struction; we are once agaln progectlng 1nd1rectly into the . :
minds of the rioters: we'd do better to’ask.them dlrectl¥____,._ -
Yr , '

what s troubling them. And in order to do that adequate

we've got 'to get there before: the riot.. Studying the ex~- . :
plosion is ilj)uminating, but focusing on the riot may obscure ' L
causalities which can-be found only by the study of "normal"
daily life. Or, to put it another way, your p&cture of o . I
Attica mav be a very mlsleadlng "one if you-'begin 'with the } _—
DrlSOnerS UprlSlng . :

If we're looklng for dlstlnctlve values and tlass conscious- e
ness, we've got to get into the minds of Ordinary. people. ‘ '
If we say that people are actlng in accord with distinctive
traditions, we've got to examine those traditions. Other-

wise our statements about the advance or decline of the

- crowd's 1nﬂependence are ‘weak, as are statements-about. the.

degree of class consciousness, whether rudimentary, or more
fully .developed. Indeed, Hoerder;s overall scheme has a
faintly manipulative, even Maierian flavor, which ‘needs
further testing. Until we-look.into the minds of the

crowd,- how do we really -know that leadership got them mov1ng

. in 1765, then lost control, and later régained it?- Are we-

sure that théir external conduct is an adequate measure of-
.their attitude and consciousness? Behavior is not~synonymous .
with attitude. I can.easily conceive of coexistence hetween -

a fully developed class consciousness and a hlgh degree of R ‘
control by leaders. Conversely, I can imagine ‘a fully au- . -
tonomous and -uncontrolled crowd with just about no class’ '
consc1ousness There's no necessary correlation either way,

“and” we' re nots g01ng to.-know wnat s rudimentary, jor dis- , ulw./ !

‘tinerive, .o controlled“‘bv looki ng from the- oug31do R ;
Hoerder has kich informafion on variety of cr wd,act1v1- ) !
"ties of hc sort Which Efric Hobsbawn has called "pre- -
3011t1c11 It would be extrémely valuable were Hoerder

to-make-the link bctwccn thcso act1v1t1es and his’ polltlcal v—‘.l
rlOf’.

Getting into people’s minds requires--a number of assumptions
and approaches. One assumption which has been notably absent
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in the attack on Bnllxn is the idea that lower-class people ¢ T
can have ideologies. The attack on Bailyn'g ideolodical '
approach has led to a general bias by the attackers against

all idcological approaches. BRut this is a casc of throwihg

out the baby with the Bailyn. It makes perfect sense to me

to counter Bailvn's, 1dooloq1ral approach Wwith"a bétter ideo-
logical approach. Hoerder says that "rioters ... did not
simply act qn ... abstract.principles or. theories?.." but
rather when "imperial pOllClCS and practices had a 1ocal
impact and became issues in their daily lives" (252).

That may be a little condescending. Why should rioters be

such plodding pcople that they.can't act on abstract prln— _ e

c1plcs," valucs, ideologies?

’ I think the anchr has something to'.do with the idea- that

economics is what's rcally real. There is currently a boom
in this kind of thlnklnq in the ranks of the anti=Bailyn
army.. Thec boom comes in part out of the Marxist notion of
the prlmacx of basc over superstructuro, a notion whoso .
validity has not been demonstrated.20 ¢ really don't think

-the strugglc against Bailynism is going veéry far until the .

opposition.recognizes the possibility that all kinds of

people might have ideologies,. valuds, culture (more narrowly
perceived as "abstract principles”) and that econdémics might

not necessarily be the crucial determlnant of those princi- -

ples. Until we look at such things, we're not going to .
understand Puritans, or lynch-mobs, or fundamentalist anti- -
textbock movements, or anti- bu31ng protestors, or American

Revolutionary crowds. 21 - '

Just as we've got Eo begin to see economics as one of, many
contributors to- popular‘ldeology, we've got to study popular

"politics in the broader context of popular culture. Class
Ais an extremely complex affair, -and we can't really Begin

to understand it until we move from a narrow understanding
of .class as a merely structural. phenomcndn to class as -a
cultural phehomenon. There isn't a .section of the brain

labelecd politics, another one labcled ecconomics, another
one ldbeled values,'and another one labeled religion. I _”_
don't think you can adequately study sdlf -—activity.and in- o
dependent consciousness by looking narrowly at politics Co e
alone. We have -much to learn: from a black ‘history which/ :
has for quite a while moved casily from religion to folk- -
lore Fo tradntlon to pOllthS. And..the same goes for a

developing women 's history, whether, it is seeing the inter-

mixture of sex al politics ‘and medJcal ldeology,/the/poll—

‘tics .of: qu1ft maklnq, or the attemﬁts of nineteenth century~

womep to delay the' pace df the move westward: 22/ Such’ examples
offer assurance that it 1is poq51ble to do this. Other ex- .

“amples are Christopher Hill's The World Turned Upside Down, L

Herbert Gutman's work,-and. Natalile Davis and Edward Thompson

on charivari.?% 1In my. own work I'm trying to move deeper
. ’ {1 .

ce—t




'e'Here in Boston, on. Aprll 18 1975, for once‘the Blcentennlal ka

e

~1nto ‘culture and conécxousness through bloqraphies of ordinary
‘peopleh looking at popular. religion and 1deologles, valuespgpd_ 1
- visions, aspirations, despcratlons,-frustrations.. I-think:. X v;'

:?that secms Mo, me potentially j§u1tful ln connectlon w;th a ;ﬂﬂ&ﬁn' e
vdlStlnCtlve loWer class culture’ﬁ’ .7..“;ﬁ,wh‘ ST SR N

”In conclu51cn, we colonlal hlstorlans ‘need to .move- bevond PRI

in early Amerlca e : fg' ‘ L e e

" their children, the- 'songs’ they sang, the .gods they, WOrshloped
. and their personal “VYisions and secret.and despefate hopes for

I'm learning as. much about the ‘meaning of thel Amerdcan’ Revo_#
lution by asklng why men went' to sca, as I earlier: iearhed
from the more dlrectly polltlcal sfudy of imptissment.zs

P
[F

And close to home is al Young s stunnlhg study of Fope SJDay.'

tar and feathering in Boston. 26 Youno's exploration, of, antiﬁqf'

Stuart ideology. and the pollt;crzatlon of tradztional rxtual ; o)

- doed\ indeed get, into’ the mind of'the crowd. ‘Along .these' _f;;
. llnes, I found some- of’ Hoerder.'s most- lnterestzng material Ry eI

in his passing mentxon of Bible=- quotlng rioters (237, :267).
In instances 'su¢h as these in Hoerder's -work, there is- much ~,"~_

. ; i S .
. \ . : v A e

.5ollt1cs, to culture, and values ‘and ideds. ...Unless-ve doﬁw_ “,vén;;;fT
Ballyn\ln/hls Bunker may weather the storm ea51ly, qumte e e e

properly/confldent that we will never see ‘the - dlstlnctlve‘,,f_‘yz"'J‘
ahd- of ten moving realltles of»the llves of ordlnary people.:

-~

should mean something to us hlstorlans, shmnlng\through the -

gloom, the bullshit, .the plastic, and the corruption. We, ._Lnﬂh“.ﬂ;
want’ to” know what happened two hundred years ago ‘today, and_' : Te
" tomorrow!.-here in Boston, and in Lex1nqton on and’ Concord To el e

find out, we will have to expand. -enormously. our conception

. of politics and of history itself. . We will have -to loock. ats Lo
/how people worked, ‘the clothes they wore; thgholxdéys they, :

celebrated, the megmories they preserved and passed on to,

-a better llfe. e, LT . . e LT
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*This paper was orlqlnally presented, in SOmewhat lonqer form .

as a comment’ on two papers recad at the.Organizatibm. of Ameri=-
can Historians annual meeting in. .Boston; April 18, 1975..
(The 'rich tapestry of military metaphor is best understood.
'in context:
weére in progress.) Gne of these papers, Dirk Hoerder's - -
-"Grlevanccs and Interests of the Common Man: A Case Study of
R Bostorn From the Stamp Act to the Eighties," wds a .condensed -
W 7 - version of his "Boston Leaders and Boéton Crowds, 1765-1776,"

.subsequently published in Alfred F. Young, editor,: Thé Ameri-

- can Revolution: Explorations in. the History. of American
R ~'Radicalism (DeKalb, Illinois 1976), 233-271. -tCitations=-in .
- ,‘ " parentheses in'the text are to the publlshcd version of

Lexlngton and Concord Blcentcnnlal commemorations .

.Hoerder s essay'.)
. . the discussign of- the second’ paper presented at the OAH ses- .
= e 51on in order\morc ‘precisely to focus the issues:ynder . dis-

o . s-cussion.s. Aside from a few revisions and clarlflcatlons in

T v, the text,
~all in. the footnotes; other than this, I have made no .ef-
forts to update. I amr.grateful” to Gary B. .Nash for his

cr1t1c1sm N o A o IR
A - )

-Hoerdef s essay carries us quite far in a positive ditect&on
beyond ex1st1ng interpretations, and, now that..it is gen—
era;ly dvailable, I hope that it will be widely read. - The
book in which it appears should ‘also be brought to the at-
tention of RHR's readers.‘ The essays assembled by Alfred
., Young in The American Revolution reveal the existencc of a
- rich and varled Left to the left of elghteenth century- Whig
thought; taKen as a whole, the book adds up to a serious . -
challenge to the Bailyn paradlgmmdlscussed in this paper.
(For fuller comments on The American Révolution, see my
review, forthcomlng in the American- Hlstorlcal Review.)

R
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.. Bernard Bailyn, Professor of History at Haryard, is a
" membexr of-~the Administrative Committee 'of Harvard's

Charles warren Center for Studies in American Histmgy: e —

and is co-editor of'the’Center's journal, Perspectives
. in Amcrican History. Dirk Hoerder and Pauline Maier
e »were anong the Fcllows at_the Center 1in 1974-75. Bailyn
Ce « has played a cen ral role in. advgcatlng what he calls the

- S "rather‘old'fashloned view that the—American. Revolutlon P

For- publicatiéi in the RHR T Wave ORI tted™

" the significant-additions to.-my original paper are '

...... “a..— was above-all else an idoological, const1tut10n317 po—
. litical-— strugqle and not primarily a controversy between

social ‘groups’ undertaken to .force changes 'in the organi-

dtlon of “the’ soc1cty or‘the—oconomy—-—mBaxiyn —The—————

— f

LR TR LR

Idoolqglcal Origins .of.-the . American: Rovdlurlon,(tambrldqc,,
T r T ” " . ~ -,



ST L T1967) vi. "For somp. athct 1mpormnt works, hy Bamlyn, see:

SAEIO Zl'-:1ha_Qrﬂeal_eﬁ_mhemas_uutsh;nagn (Cambridge 1974); The 0ri-~

Lot .. .-ginsof Americ¢an Politics' (New York 1968) (see revrew by

e fi -__,.Jesse Lemlsch New chubllc,,May 25‘41968) W Ayttt - er;s-
,;';" . 52; Maler s WOrk; drvcussed below, stands onh its.own and- 1s-f

not to be. seen as .simply an extension of the ‘scholarship

g < . of her; mentor, Bailyn. Nonetheless, her writing has’

SR A <played a cruciali'role in shoring Up’Ballyn s collapsxng

o ) paradlgm at oné of its.weakest points? at & -tifé when .. o 7

~", <=~ . BAmerican historians were becoming more .inteiested in. j*-¢-4~;'“
s Ay ;" "non-elite groups, Maier, Ballynized the crowd, attempt= - s

. e ming to demonstrate that .the ideological complex wHhHich: r'“ff;

.-+ .. "¢ Bailyn hadifound-in ‘the colonial'elite was present in '
v ..., s .. " the crowd. Although it should be clear from the’ fol-

SR low:ng*thatvI—read*the“ev1dence*dlfferent}y——Ma1er~ha=' - “fT?ﬁF.~-“

Cm—— ‘nonetheless asked important- questlons about. the crowd: . " .
= 5 ~_th05e who ‘disagree with her must .come to terms with- her i
o T‘arguments andlher ev1dence 'f_ - L S "

. . frim e, v s
ot _fB.VSee Jesse LemlSCh On Actlve serv1ce ‘in. War and Peace'f“fJ -
- . Politics &and. IdeOlogyiln the., Amerlcan Hlstorical Pro- "
T $e551on (Toronto 1975) . f . N S

\

4. ’See HlLler B .ZObei ‘The Boston Massacre (New York 1970) . BT
: Compare Jesse LémlSCh “”Radlcal Plot ln BostOn (1770) ,f"*“%w;,h

LXXXIV (December 19705, 485~ 504 - - SRR ST

S [ s L ‘ :
e B Hutchlnson was a ﬂgyallst Governor of Massachusetts,a- i
' f;':: B V1ct1m of Stamp ‘Act - rloters, he’ later’went‘;nto ex%le-
' i bnqtandf Y SRS T - -

v

6, Barlyn, OrdeaI' ix, 37, 38, 2, 126, 127, 32, 34. lse—
'where, Bailyh™ has written that his way of seeing thlngs

: ‘ "makes rt p0551ble to approach that’ ultimate stage oﬂ
S e maturlty in- hlstorlcal 1nterpretatlon where partlsanthp
L L . is left behind. - Leaving his partlsanshlp behind, in "
P \the same.essay Bailyn notes that in not abollshlng slav-

. o ' ery the Revolutlonary leaders: refuse? "to allow the Revo--
s - . lutionary movement to.slide off into fanat1c1sm Bailyn,
' , - '-"The Central Themes.of--the. Amerlcan Revolutlon, in .

N .Stephen G. Kurtz and James 'H: Hutson, eds. "Essays on the'
joie=- . . /' American Revolution (?hapel Hlll, 1973), 15, 29. See re-
iy 0 "view by Gaky B. Nash willibm and Ma4y~Quarterly, third"™
e o »-ﬁn series, ‘XXXIf (Apr11,1974), 313=314.. For further discus-
;T ' " sion of- fanatlcasm and ‘Other matters,‘see ‘letters to _th¢ o
o edltor“from Ballyn and Nash 1bid XXXII (January 97ST,A ,,,,,,,,, '«w'-
v - . 182-185. ; ' o ST
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AJeéésgd,-w;lleernara;Bailyn, "Common Sense; Amerlcan HerltaqeLoDecem—
i o ber 1973, 36, 92, 37. Compare: Erlc Foner, Tom Paine and.
Revolutlonary Amerlca (New York 1976)
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8. Pauline Mdier,  From Resis Lnncc to Revolutioni Coloninl e

; Radicals~and the. Development of American ODpoaitIﬁn to iy
Brltaln, 1765-1776 (New York 3972), V1L ovie, g TR M i st T

.._._u.'-. P T . VLY, ey

9. Herbert G Gutman, "Thc World Two Cllomctr1c1ans Made, D | vgel
Journal of Negro History, LX (January 1975), 217~-219. - 4 BENE

- For Joseph Ernst's use of the tcrm in conncctlon w1th =) it AN Sy

Ballyn, see boleL‘footnote 18. - . T y o :

10 For a conslderatlon of confllctlng strategyES of oppo- 15 o # \
. sition to the Stam) Act, see Jesse Lemisch; "New York' s R NG
- ... Petitions and Resolves of December 1765: -Libérals vs. . 7. ToEdd re fe'
_Radicals," New York Hlstorlcal ‘Society Quarterly, XLIX
(October 1965), 313- 326

11. Mater;—Reststamnc e—toRevolution s

C12. Ibid.', .7'2.

13. Paullne Maler, "Popular Uprlslngs and civil Authorlty in t-

Elghteenth Century America," William and Mary Quarterly~ ca sy )
third series XXVII (January 1970), 17. — ’

14. Maier, Re&}stance to Revolutlon, xiii.

l5T-Jesse,Lemlsch, "The Amerlcan Revolution Seen From.the
Bottom Up," in Barton J. Bernstein, Towards a New Past: .
‘Dissenting EssAys in American History (New York 19%8), .~ ' .. %
3-45, ] : o - : ’ .-

"16. Dirk Hoerder, "People and Mobs: Créwd Action .in Massa- Lo
chusetts During the American Revolutibn, 1765-1780% '
(Ph.D.” dissertation, ‘Free University of Berlin,.1971). Lot

17. Hggrder,'ibid., Chapter III ("The Crowd in.MassaChusétEs v et
History--An Institution"). ’ w e R
’ -c. . i .
18. Joseph Ernst,. "'Ideology' and an Economlc Interpretallon . Wi
_ of the Revolution," im Young, ecditor, The American Revo= A t
lution, -159-185, offers another important.critique of— . 5
Bailyn. He correctly sees in Bajilyn's:work "a too- - : ,1“
simplistic consensus view of coldnial Hehav1or (167). © .
(Here jhe draws on Alfred Young s excellent' "The Ballyn_.‘—~LQﬁ7 L
The51s and the Problem of 'Popular' Ideologyh" unpub- . . - ' i
~lished paper qusented at Organization. of Amerlcan His-"~ ' :
torians annual meetin Denver, Apr11“1974) -1 agree e
with Ernst's contentlon that "the exploratlon of ideas | o

during ‘the. era bf thel American Revolutibn’ oféep has ! L -

_ divorced .thought from social reality" (161). . (He-is = =~ ~ -

—also critical-of—Edmund—and-Helen Morganls:ldisembodied
abstractions" (165) and.of William Appleman Williams' . S
. H_"tendency ..%¥ to. discuss economic beliefs:on tho same . e
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hlgh level of abstractlon cmploycd by Bamlyh'iﬁ hlS tfeat- A F e
ment of polltréal bcllefs L |l68] ool A

- "There is," says Ernst,’ ."too much analy51s of"’ the Revolu- ) %%
“tion! *_supcrstructure—-ldcas, principles,. polltlcs, and ' E“,’
E“Tturc-—and .too little of its substructure--polltlcal ' ok

¥ economy" (160). But this polarlzatlon is too SmeIistlc-ﬂ
and exclusive; it ’'ignores’ a major missing 1ngred1ent._ b4
There has 'in fact’ been-very little analysis of popular = #
..ideas, principles,.and- cglture in Revolutionary America. 75
. Thus Ernst is--dcubtles§ without intending ‘to--in cffect . oy
1dent1fy1ng the Study of- ideas with the study of elite PRI e

- ideas (of whichthere has been a great deal, although I . : - *. =°

. cannot agree that there has. been "too much"; -‘we need -~ ! Pt

i " better studlcs of celite thought, not. fewer.) While it. - ' i

may - be; useful to turn 1n addition to politicdl economy, o LR,
we cannot afford 'to.pass over the study of popular ideas - . o et
and culture. (But see 179-181 for some exploration_of
economlc aspects of "the mentallty of the urban’ poor.")
“ -
"Brnst seeks the "connections’ and 1nterrelatlons" between - = -
- superstructure and substructure (160) .But the connec- -
L tions seem all to go one way: it~is "econonlc considera- .
tions" that are of "fundamental importance" (160); "what .-
the colonists—s$aid and did about their economic problems
provided the essential impetus for what is cogmonly
called the 'revolutionary movement'" (182). -In this way
~of looklng at things, the perFectly reasonable contention --
that "values shaped behav1or (165) is perceived narrowly,
~ and 'is all but-dismisséd. T ST & .
" 19. 'iself-interest, not constitutional principle, brought the
merchants and mechanics togethHer in a common cause"
'(Ernst, ibid., 178). Compare Pauline Maier: "Bailyn's . e
theary is contested in part by critics who- 1naccurately T e
reduce the controversy to one between principles and in-
terests as motivational factors" (Maier, "Why Revolu- *

. tion? - Why Democracy?"- Journal of Interdisciplinary.
History, VI [Sprlng 19761, 713).

- 20. Sce preceding—footnotes concernlng—Ernst .For further B
= 7 discussion of the gcneral problem see*N&oml Welssteln,_
Q-/ Virginia Blaisdell, Jesse Lemjsch, ,The Godfathers:

~ Protection Sobletles (New Haven 1976) .

Freudians, Mayxists, .and the ac1ent1f1c and Polltlcaigl '

,21 ‘As-- left act1v1sts, a fallure ‘to look deeply at popular - !

. N H values, ideas, principles and cultire and a resort to a T
A simplistic class analysis will kcep usS out of téuch with ™ o

-~ and .uncomprehending the- quevances and- asplratlons of . s

‘many Americans who will quite reasonably see our analy- }

cis as. unappealing, irrelevant, and possibly hostile.
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g For instances gmuch,xn contemporarﬁi&éft'thinking might well : .~ . °
Y. have to underqo the, most serious ré&consideration if his- g Tt S
Y .torian of religion William G McLoughlin s correct ‘in hlS B
c * contention that America is.!a nation of pletlsts " "comr
s mitted to..a moralistic approach to life": - McLoughlin, - £l o2

~“"PYetism and the American Character," American Quarterly, ' ; X
XVII - (1965), 186. With a Baptist elected as president, _ . e
perhaps it is time for American Leftists to come to-a : - ey R

better understanding of ‘the role of pietistic rellqlon b LI NG o T} - i
American life. , ) '(_ . \ A ;

——— o e |

W Writing in 1969, MCLOughllD defined American. pletlsm in ; S, Dot
Dok language that 1nev1tably resonates with the experlence "of . ;
. thoseawho participated in the New Left of the 'sixties: . s
e ~ Amerlcan pietism is the béltef that every individuale :
e is himself responSLble for deciding. the rightness i v
\ .. . or wrongngss of every issue (large-or small) in’
. - _terms.of’a higher moral law; that he must make this' .
N ) decision the moment he is confronted with any ques- o ——
L -7+ ¥ “tion in order to prevent_any-complicity with evil; ;
. and having made. his decision, he must commit hlm— ,
self. to act upon.it at once, taking every- opportunlty”

PR and .utilizing every possible method to implement his
: . - decision not only for himself and ih his own home
‘ o - or community,.but throughout-the- natlon and, the - :
- fworld. (173). . L > -
: If, as McLoughlln contends, pletlsth perfectlonlsm "llesi T
LI . at the basis of American civilization" (164), Amerlcan'f‘ .
: radicals would be wise to- stop making simplistic®translé- ~ . f;
tions to American soil of various. foreign models, includ-" ' v
ing the currently. fashionable Italian Communist Party. ST T
- A socialist party of order may appeal to Italians (I C T

dontt. know), but there's very little in the historical
) record, to indicate that so pallld a vision will arouse
A - a nation. of pletlStS S ,
22. Vlrélnla Drachman, The_Attltudes of Male/and Female 1 T

I Pﬂy51c1ans Toward Women Patients: -An Investigation of

’ tHe Relatlonshlp f Feminism to Medical Care in Late
19th Century Amer ca"'(unpubllshed Ph.D. dissertation,
g . State University of NFW York,/ Buffalo, 1976);_Bat;ici& .
b Mainardi,-"Quilts: The Great Amerlcan Art," Radical — _- ./ L j
- America, / . (1973), No. 1, 36- 68; Amy Kesselman,; . o LT
~ "Diaries and Réminiscences of Women on. the Oregon S /

Jrﬁ_[‘- ! Tgell A Study/in Consciousness” (unpubllshed paper

Froon . i " presented at. e:kshlre anference on_ the HlStOIY[Of "
= __ _ 7" Women, 1974).

73., For a suggestive study of -the movement across the bt s S 3 -
C Atlantic of the ideasiof one of the radical groups Hill ) -
.deals with, see J.F. Maclear, "New England and the Fifth v o
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. patents to children. '-Tracing such submersiohs and re~~

{5 L : ‘. ‘ » _' Y, \ .
Monarcby Thc Quest for the. Mlllenlum in Early Amerlcan SIS S
Puritanism,” William and Mary Quarterly, third series, A ol e TR

XXXII- (April 1975), 223-260. But note.Maclear's ‘ahis=- \
torical ‘assumption that "the prophetic vision .., pasaed 3 |
away" with the dcath of the last Fifth Monarchist (258). RN |
" Ideas do not die so abruptly as pcople,'and,'also unlike . ‘
people, they are generally reincarnated in some form.- Jd
Even ideas.that are not written dowr are passed omr from ' 6 “*

emergences, and figuring out the workings of popular. \ a, -di iV
memory,,overlay, and recall, are important and challeng- '
ing tasks. -Some of the methodological questlons which

-

. oral .history must be concerned with also have great ) »
-.relevance for .periods. beyond the - reach of oral hlstory

- 2 et
See also Rhys Isaac's ‘exciting wOrk on evangellcal ;ew LT
ligion in Virginia,- including.-hig, "Preachers,and Patriots: == .,

Popular Culture and the Revolutlon in Vliglnlaq" 1n Young, :
editor, The’ Amerlcan Revolutlon, 125~156 . _ U ‘

Jesse Lemlsch, "Jack Tar_ln the Streets- Merchant Seamen
in the Politics of Revolutionary America," William and

~Mary Quarterly, third seriesl xXv (July 1968), 317-407.

(Also available in Bobbs-Merrjill reprint H-431 and in
Alfreéd F. Young, editor, Dissent: Explorations in_the

History of American Radlcallsm\[DeKalblwlgﬁinois, 19681, - - .
37-82.) . T e ] S

25.
.’ ’
26. 7,

—~roe “‘-

Alfred F. Young, "Pope s Day, ‘Tar and Feathers, and

‘Cornet Joyce, jun.': From Ritual to'Rebellion if = : '
Boston, 1745=1775," unpublished paper presented at' . - .- -
__Anglo-Amerxcan Labor Historians Conference,” 'Rutgers ) .
University, 1973 Young develops this: work further .in -t
hls’forthcomlng The Crowd and the’ Comlng of The Revolu-

-~ tion: From Ritual to Rebellion in Bostonr—"‘“i"‘ B et e

Jesse Lemlsch—s Blcentennlal Schlock)exhlblt will~ open at. the ‘ :. ) !/
May 2 and run through - : o

- 1199 Gallery (43rd St. and 8th Ave.)
“the flrst or second week’ 1n June.






