














' The mystique of government rests partly on something similar
to an aura of" infallibilityfwnich in turn depends partly on f} T

the ability to project an image of omnmpotenoe. —Success—— ar—

T T “defiance destroyed‘part—of the‘British-mystique— e ST
Carolinians would never again stand in quite the same awe. ' o
And a government that has lost the power to command the

respggt_gi_iggzgg:lgcts has lost much of its power to compel

= obedtence.

Inladditigna_scme,naanle_iasr__.that sovernment in."

general hadhlost some-ci-its mystique. Men like Benjamin

Smith were concerned about the future roIe oi“the*lower—

I l_nlasses. As _some _ne wrote the following summer, “the

_ richer folk were terrified at a spirit which themselves LT

had’conjured;upr_but.instead of endeavouring to reduce the

fffire they had kindled, like the: sluggish tortoise, they

” S

'shrunk within their own shells at every supposed danger "39

"Some had seen. the face of anarchy and were afraid; they would

"\not have been human if they had not blamed 1t directly on -

Arerdy ] 'Britain, forgetting thelr own part in it. By an emotional

_;.short circuit, obnoxious»British policy'was considered to ;
 be directly responsible for instigating anarchy in the.'”

*colony.. Although Laurens had no part in inciting the mob,
'his comment in 1774 illustrated the process by which -Britain—
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ey " became the scapegoat. "ve are," he wrote, "threatened with

9g, ¢, Gazette, June 2, 1766,
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- _pthers it doubtless occurred“immediatelys~—§nreither_case,_____““i;,

35~;_theAimportant~resuit—was~that~theqﬂuuumr“ofranarghI:::;;j1;::::i_‘

Aprobably alienated fully as many conservatives as it ¥ n' S
frightened others into taking refuge in the British fold. 3 '

"_" To the less conservative anarchy appeare more‘?~‘

remote. Doubtless for men such as Gadsden thelr experl-

;iences were—exhilarating. Ultimately these experiences
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'ﬂwould help to change the “tone of politics' within a few

month“the conductﬂfﬁsﬁﬂ}4kmmxawaEbuse_nnn1d bezin to show ff o
.the effects. To the extent that upper-class leaders incited

'-1bwer-class violence a democratizing influence was at work

'.on politics. Successful cooperation in extra—legal activities

T ———

nwould have inoreased rapport. Douth_‘s‘his‘personality and—————___

previous experience pre-diSposed Gadsden to see the main
threat to colonial liberty in British policy,-not in 1oweré?
class turbulence. Violence that seemed to.pretect the

1. b

colony against a measure that appeared tyrannical undoubtedly

increased the number of his persuasion. At least when the

/

Oommons met, i;_showed itself anything but frightened by

o

*hefOcteber_days‘

i Henry Laurens to John Laurens, Feb. 8, 1774;!in
Salley (ed ), "Letters from Henry Laurens to His Son John,"

8. Co. Hist, Mag., III (July, 1902), 140, =




