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What is Republicanism?
• “…three beliefs derived from the Founders' understanding of republicanism: 

1. that ‘ordinary men and women’ are entitled to representative self-governance,

2. that ‘all who live in the political community’ should be able to ‘participate in public 
life as equals,’ and

3. that citizens should have freedom for different religious outlooks and other sorts of 
pursuits in their private lives. (Rogers Smith 1993, p. 557; citing Fuchs 1990, pp. 4-6)

• "The republican tradition is grounded on popular sovereignty exercised via
institutions of mass self-governance. It includes an ethos of civic virtue and 
economic regulation for the public good" (Smith 1993, p. 563).



The Riker Impasse (1955) re: Republicanism

• Under The Articles, The Republic was peripherally-directed in that:

Local governments by constitutional right take part in central decisions, 
direct their voting of their delegates to the center, form suballiances to 
control its policy, confirm federal decisions, and influence federal policy as 
much as does the federal government itself, there these local governments 
usually retain the primary loyalty of the citizen. (p. 453)

• However, The Constitution was centrally-directed because,
• The right of Instruction was not in the Constitution.

• Hence, after Ratification, "the states did not control the relation of citizens to 
the nation" (p. 453).



The Riker Impasse (1955) re: Republicanism
• The Senate, with respect to its role as a "peripheralizing institution" was a 

"failure" after Ratification (p. 455).

• State governments did purport to be sovereign and influential players at the 
national level after the signing of the Constitution, but "state governments, 
as state governments, could not hope to control national policy" (p. 454).

• "...the authors of the Constitution themselves were not aware that they had 
shut off all circuits for states to direct the nation" (p. 454).

• The idea that senators should "obey their immediate constituents is now 
almost forgotten" (p. 455).



The Riker Impasse (1955) re: Republicanism

HOWEVER,

• “the divergence from the peripheralizing institutions created by the 
Articles and established through the constitutional abidance to the 
new centralized form, especially from a Senate who historically did 
rely on local resolutions according to the doctrine of Instruction, 
has not been systematically examined” (Riker, p. 455).

• One of the problems is that "we have no clear indication as to the 
attitudes of the delegates at the Constitutional Convention toward 
the practice of instructing..." (Riker, p. 456).



Resolving the Riker Impasse re: Republicanism

To help solve Riker’s call for research, I intend to:

1. Systematically document the Founders' value of Instruction from 
1775 through 1789 (Chapter Four).

2. Document if the people did petition their government and 
whether Representatives took petitions seriously in terms of self-
government (Chapter Five).

3. Document if the Senate's treatment of Resolutions of Instruction 
was convincingly a continuation of "republican" values regarding 
the Founders' value of Instruction from Ch. 4 (Chapter Six).



The Claims of my Dissertation

• (C1) The American people and their representatives practiced their 

republican values openly before and long after Ratification, and 

• (C2) Their exhibitions of Instruction based on core republican values 

were widespread and prevalent across the nation. 





Lit. Review: Multiple Traditions, Liberalism

• Hartz, 1955/1991

• Nozick, 1974

• McClosky & Zaller, 1984

• Ware, 1996

• Lijphart, 1999

• Abbott, 2005

• Brettschneider, 2012



Lit. Review: Multiple Traditions, Authoritarianism

• Smith, 1993

• Bentham & Božovič, 1995

• Kam & Kinder, 2007

• Hetherington & Weiler, 2009

• Crabtree, Davenport, Chenoweth, Moss, Earl, Ritter, & Sullivan, 2018



Lit. Review: Multiple Traditions, Republicanism

• Bailyn, 1967

• Wood, 1969 

• Pocock, 1975

• Bellah et al., 1985

• Appleby, 1985

• Rahe, 1992

• Ericson, 1993

• Smith, 1993, 1997

• Shalhope, 2004 

• Kahn, 2007

• Wood, 2011

• Maloy, 2011

• Pettit, 1997, 1999, 2012



2nd Literature Review: Resolutions of Instruction

The doctrine and practice of passing ROI for federal representatives to 

adhere to after Ratification has been widely supported by historians

who have pointed to specific meaningful exhibitions of political 

action at the local, state, and national levels to suggest that the 

"republican" and not the "liberal" element of the culture was a 

prime influencer of political change.



Literature Review: Resolutions of Instruction



Literature Review: Resolutions of Instruction



Early ROI of National / State Scope



Dr. Grynaviski Collection: Resolutions of Instruction



Chapter 4
The Doctrine of Instruction from 1775 - 1789



Chapter 4, Hypotheses, Instruction 1775 - 1789

• (H1) the people and their representatives (Delegates) practiced 

Instruction as an expression of their "republican" values to cause 

significant action in changing national policy, and 

• (H2) there is no difference between the exertion of political change 

that Instruction had in American politics before and after the Battle of 

Yorktown.



Gathering Data: Instruct from 1775-1789

• I visited .gov and .org websites during 2014.

• Search for official political records regarding "Instruct" and "Instruction."

• Library of Congress (LOC), my search criteria during the Continental Congress (1774-1789) 
located documents about Instruction as well as other topics (https://memory.loc.gov). 

• Redirected within LOC to documents in, “A Century of Lawmaking for a New Nation: U.S. 
Congressional Documents and Debates, 1774-1875.”

• This new source provided a simple search engine and a search for "Instruct" and 
"Instruction" returned 55 results (in 2014). 

• After reading entries, there were 16 relevant results listed.

• Retrieved from: https://memory.loc.gov/ammem/amlaw/lawhome.html

• In 2018, the same search returned 100 results. 

• And, there is a very interesting view of Instruction by John Jay on August 17, 1785, pp. 
628-629, see: https://memory.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/D?hlaw:20:./temp/~ammem_PVxG::



Ch. 4: Evidence: No Difference before / after Yorktown

• Instruction used to solve land disputes between states

• Rhode Island (1778) and Delaware (1783)

• Instruction used to inhibit action in Continental Congress

• Salient processing of self-government

• Instruction used to call for conventions of the people

• Philadelphia (before) and Danville, KY (after)



Chapter 5
Petitions to Repeal the Alien and Sedition Laws



Chapter 5: Petitions to Repeal Alien and Sedition Laws

• Determine whether Americans as nonelected individual participants 
enjoined and signed petitions for the federal representatives to 
respond to regarding what they perceived to be impolitic and 
unconstitutional laws,

• Whether those representatives empowered the people by openly 
defending their petitions through a call for a repeal in Congress of the 
two laws as a demonstration of self-government.

• To accomplish this, I retell the essential storyline from the debate on 
the subject of the Alien and Sedition laws as recorded in the House 
Journal during eight different occasions during 1798 and 1799



Republican Hypotheses to Repeal Two Laws

• House records demonstrate that a lot of petitions by ordinary people
were signed and delivered which condemned the Alien and Sedition 
laws (Hypothesis 1).

• If affirmed, there would be a defense of the petitioners and the 
petitions by the Representatives in order to protect self-government
(Hypothesis 2).



Authoritarian Hypotheses to Not Repeal Laws

• These values, if present in the House debate, would have been 
expressed as an argument against the people’s right to exercise an 
ability to legitimately oppose and repeal a federal law because the 
petitions were argued to be an affront to a body of Representatives 
who hold an inherent power to care for the people (e.g., 
paternalism) (i.e., Authoritarianism) (Hypothesis 3).

• And, the petitions were argued to be illegitimate on various grounds, 
such as being passed by the people based on misinformation or 
disinformation (i.e, Authoritarianism) (Hypothesis 4).



Gathering Data: Petitions to Repeal Two Laws

• Library of Congress, specifically, A Century of Lawmaking for a New 
Nation: U.S. Congressional Documents and Debates, 1774-1875,

• in, Annals of Congress, House of Representatives, 5th Congress, 3rd 
Session, Alien and Sedition Laws,

• there are eight separate entries covering the debate on the Alien and 
Sedition laws according to the Journal of the House of 
Representatives

• Pages: 2429 through 2436, 2445 through 2454, 2797 through 2802, 
2855 through 2856, 2883 through 2906, 2906 through 2907, 2957 
through 2958, and 2985 through 3016.



Republican Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Livingston: "To what would the gentleman reduce the right of 
petitioning? Have the people not a right…to say to Congress, ‘You 
have done wrong. You have exceeded your powers.’ If they think 
so, who shall stop their mouths, since the Constitution has 
guaranteed to them this right?" (Entry #3).

• Mr. Claiborne: Who gave you "the right to stand on this floor, but the 
people?" (Entry #3).

• Mr. Claiborne: Virginians "choose to express themselves in many and 
strong language, and are unwilling to surrender any of their rights as
Republicans… the order would be obeyed; but the men who executed 
the order would be the first to say the law is unconstitutional." (Entry 
#3).



Republican Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Gallatin: It is reasonable that gentlemen would seek to repeal a law 
because "these laws were opposed on the ground of their 
unconstitutionality" and this causes to divide the people against the 
Government when they "render the administration of the Government 
unpopular." (Entry #5).

• Many of the signers had been "actively and usefully engaged in the 
service of their country during the Revolutionary war; and ever since that 
period have conducted themselves as good citizens and friends to the 
Government…" and they feel they are "irresistibly impelled" to object to 
the Acts due to the reasons stated in the remonstrances. (Entry #6).



Republican Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Gregg: Added "two petitions and remonstrances on the same subject, 
signed by 320 people" from Cumberland, which "had been formed by deputies 
from different parts of the county, and were signed by the yeomanry of the 
places from which they came; a yeomanry highly respectable, not only for their 
number, but also in point of affluence, respectability, and patriotism." (Entry 
#6).

• Mr. Bard: "presented several petitions and remonstrances from 1,487 
inhabitants of the county of Franklin, Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of 
the alien and sedition laws, which having been read..." (Entry #7). •

• Mr. Gallatin: Presented petitions from six hundred and seventy-eight people
from Chester County, "praying for the repeal of the alien and sedition 
laws." (Entry #7).

• Mr. Gallatin: Cited a total of 18,000 total signatures from his state, and these 
petitions urged the laws to be purged because they are "destructive of the first 
principles of Republican Government." (Entry #8).



Republican Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Livingston: "so serious and solemn a subject, that gentlemen 
would not shut their ears to the complaints of their constituents… to a 
regard for the Constitution, and his sacred oath, in its support; all of which, 
in his opinion, called for the repeal." (Entry #5).

• Mr. Eggleston: A full debate would allow a call for repeal, and if a 
majority is against the repeal, the House will hear the reasons for 
continuing the law "and the public will judge who are right." (Entry #5).

• Mr. Gallatin: The Revolution and the Conventions happened "for the right 
of self-government against one of the most powerful nations in the world, 
was to establish what? Not the inviolability of the Governor of the State, 
nor of the majority of either House of the Legislature, but to punish 
men who should promote resistance to the right of the people to govern 
themselves, to the principles of the Constitution, to the republican 
principle." (Entry #8).



Authoritarian Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Bayard: The party seeking the repeal of the Acts is connected with the 
French whom engaged in a "torrent of revolutionary opinion threatened to 
prostrate every mound of Government and social order. In this of moment 
delirium, they willingly enough connected themselves with the French 
interest…" (Entry #5).

• Mr. Bayard: Signals are given from party leaders to the people, so, "When 
the gentleman from Virginia, early in this session, gave notice of his design 
to move for the repeal of these laws, he must have known that he was 
scattering firebrands through the United States. … designed to put in 
activity every restless and disconnected spirit in the country—to overwhelm 
us with petitions and remonstrances." (Entry #5).

• Mr. Bayard: We have reason to believe, "there were many intriguers among 
us, employed not only to debauch the minds of the people, but acting as 
spies upon the country." (Entry #5).



Authoritarian Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Harper: "inquired whether it would be in order to strike out a part 
of this petition" to which the Speaker answered in the negative and 
Mr. Harper continued that he "could not help protesting against an 
atrocious libel contained in these petitions in that ‘the sedition law 
had, in its execution, been used as a means of private vengeance, 
personal enmity, and party resentment.’ A charge so unjustifiable, 
and so untrue…" that he felt compelled to protest the petition. (Entry 
#7).



Authoritarian Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Gordon: The petition from Amelia, "contained a libel upon every 
measure of the Government since its first establishment…a sort of 
threat, that unless the Congress shall proceed to repeal the two laws 
in question, the militia of that county would not obey the orders of 
the General Government." Allowing these petitions in the House 
creates a House to "be considered as a place consecrated to 
abuse." (Entry #3).



Authoritarian Evidence to Repeal Two Laws

• Mr. Gallatin: Objected to petitions to be a libel, and that Mr. Harper, "does 
not want to have the allegation examined, in order to discover whether it 
be true or not;" rather, "to dismiss the subject at once; to tell the people, 
‘You shall not be permitted to lay your petitions before us, if you dare to 
say that laws are carried into operation to gratify party spirit or private 
revenge… if they contain such allegations, we will reject your 
petitions." (Entry #7).

• Mr. Gallatin: The majority party argues that the people see the laws as, "the 
instrument of most unjust oppression, and to restrain that free 
communication of honest opinion which is the Soul of the Government. But 
when you come to inquire further… the advocates of the law [the majority 
party], the authority which they claim… extends to absolute and unlimited 
control" of the people (Entry #8).



Chapter 6
Resolutions of Instruction, 1789 - 1819



Ch. 6: Resolutions of Instruction, Senate, 1789-1819

• Were ROI from state legislatures substantively important to American 
politics as a practice of self-government?

• Did senators increasingly participate in the Instruction practice with 
respect to the ROI being sent to them from their state legislature?

• DID ROI "peripheralize" the Federal Government?



Hypotheses: Resolutions of Instruction, Senate
1. Instructions increased quantitatively over three decades after Ratification.

2. Instructions were increasingly sent to committee and passed over three 
decades after Ratification.

3. The presenter of the instruction changed over time, on average, from the 
president to senators. This happened because senators found messages from 
state legislatures to be more important over time.

4. The nature of the communication by resolutions changed over time from a 
description of what states were doing in territories and in need of lighthouses 
to much more serious actions being required of Senators in that they were 
instructed to amend the Constitution.



Gathering Data: Dr. Grynaviski Collection, L.O.C.

• Archival records regarding ROI submitted by state legislatures to the 
Senate from 1789 to 1819 as recorded in the Senate Journal.

• Links provided to me by my Chair, Dr. Jeffrey Grynaviski.

• I retrieved each entry online from the Library of Congress and copied 
the information into Excel, including the treatment of each ROI.

• I separate the archival records into three time-periods in order to 
ascertain if there are qualitative differences of ROI between the 
decades of: 1789-1799, 1800-1809, 1810-1819.



H. 1.



Evidence: Table 6.2, H1 confirm



Evidence: Table 6.3, H. 2, Confirm



Evidence: Line Graph 6.1, H. 3, Confirm



Evidence: Line Graph 6.2, H. 4, Confirm



Qualitative Finding
• State legislatures played an important role as a broker of power between 

the people and the federal representatives in regards for the maintenance 
of a Republic.

• From light houses to westward expansion and constitutional change, 
Instructions demonstrate that, to some degree, the state legislatures were 
organized to peripheralize the U.S. Senate in order to administer self-
government.

• However, there were clearly torrents of authoritarianism (race supremacy) 
embedded into the decision making process of ROI in regards for westward 
expansion.

• ROI may have been "Active on Arrival" considering "republican" norms.



Summary of Dissertation

Republicanism in America,

Examples of Self-Government from 1775 through 1819



Original Contribution, Research American Culture

• Provide a "Baseline" of Republicanism, 1775 – 1819
• Value of Instruction from 1775 – 1789 by the Founders
• Thousands of petitions by the people peripheralize the House, though denied 

by Majority, are avidly taken up by House members
• 116 ROI peripheralize the Senate, minus 1

• Bridge the breach between historians and political scientists
• Riker grossly underestimated ROI during antebellum era
• ROI were prevalent and did peripheralize the Senate, Committee System

• Study of Multiple Traditions!
• Find evidence of republicanism, 1775 – 1819.
• Find evidence of authoritarianism in House and through petitioning practice



Conclusion of Dissertation

• The evidence suggests that Americans did peripheralize the General 
Government after Ratification because of a belief in the republican values 
of freedom, virtue, and equality by all Americans across the nation.

• I systematically documented two practices of direct popular control, ROI 
and direct petition, by which the people and their representatives 
enjoined and sustained a formative republican political experience.

• On the other hand, republicanism cannot explain the experiences of 
authoritarianism or its inability to foster a common good of equality, 
virtue, and freedom with, considering this dissertation, Native Americans.

• Only a Multiple Traditions research agenda is capable of capturing the 
distinct elements of the American Culture and should be pursued.



Contribution to Political Science
Two Claims Confirmed

1. Republicanism was a customary political practice that 
continued long after Ratification because Americans openly 
practiced republican values as a means for supporting their 
values regarding self-government.

2. And, this happened at the federal level because republican 
values were the core values of the representatives too, 
shared across the nation.



The end.


