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Rise Up!
A Broadside That Helped Light the Flame of the American Revolution,
Calling for Revolutionary Unity Against Great Britain
1. [American Revolution]: [Adams, Samuel]: BOSTON, NOVEMBER 20,
1772. GENTLEMEN, WE, THE FREEHOLDERS AND OTHER INHABITANTS OF BOSTON...APPREHENDING THERE IS ABUNDANT REASON TO BE ALARMED THAT THE PLAN OF DESPOTISM, WHICH
THE ENEMIES OF OUR INVALUABLE RIGHTS HAVE CONCERTED,
IS RAPIDLY HASTENING TO A COMPLETION, CAN NO LONGER
CONCEAL OUR IMPATIENCE UNDER A CONSTANT, UNREMITTED,
UNIFORM AIM TO INSLAVE US...[beginning of text]. [Boston: Edes & Gill,
November 20, 1772]. Broadside, 13 x 12 inches. Signed in manuscript “William
Cooper” and addressed in ink to the Select-Men of “Kingston” below the text.
Ink notation on verso reading “To the Select Men of Kingston.” A few areas of
paper loss, most significantly to the right side of the document, affecting all or
part of some eighty-seven words. Some portions expertly backed with archival
tissue to stabilize losses. Minor toning, some bleed through from ink notation on
verso. In a half morocco and cloth folding case, leather label.
An astonishing survival from the early years of the American Revolutionary movement, this is the circular letter issued by Boston’s Committee of Correspondence,
which had formed less than three weeks earlier at the behest of Samuel Adams.
The Committee called for close coordination between the colonies, and as such,
this broadside circular letter can be considered one of the earliest attempts to unite
colonial protest against the British Crown. The call prompted other colonies to
create their own Committees of Correspondence and helped galvanize resistance
to imperial authority. Printed evidence of the activities of the Committees of
Correspondence – especially at such an early moment and with content of such
high import – are extraordinarily rare in the market.
As tensions between the British Crown and its American colonies were growing
in the early 1770s, the need for unity and concerted action among the rebellious

Americans was becoming ever more apparent. At a town meeting in Boston on
November 2, 1772 a standing “Committee of Correspondence” was formed to
encourage and facilitate collective resistance, and to assert the rights of American
colonists. This text, dated November 20, is a reaction to British attempts to provide
salaries to judges in Massachusetts, thereby making them entirely dependent on
the Crown for their appointment and continued support. The Committee decries
such a strategy, stating that “we cannot but be extremely alarm’d at the mischievous Tendency of this Innovation; which, in our Opinion is directly contrary to
the Spirit of the British Constitution, pregnant with innumerable Evils, & hath
a direct Tendency to deprive us of every thing valuable as Men, as Christians,
and as Subjects, entitled, by the Royal Charter, to all the Right, Liberties and
Privileges of native Britons.”
“Drafted by Samuel Adams, this letter is addressed to the several towns of the
Province and urges a united front against British maladministration. This effort
of Adams to arouse the populace against British tyranny constituted, according
to historians, probably his greatest contribution to the Revolution. Declaring
that ‘We are not afraid of Poverty, but disdain Slavery,’ the incendiary Adams
reminded the colonists of their forefathers’ ardor for civil and religious liberty,
and warned of the dire results to be expected if the measures of the British court
are allowed to pass unchecked” – Rosenbach.

The town of Kingston, Massachusetts, to whose selectmen this broadside is addressed, was an early and ardent supporter of the Boston Committee of Correspondence and the revolutionary movement. By 1774, the town had established
its own committee, headed by John Thomas. During the course of the next year,
Kingston armed and equipped thirty-three Minutemen to serve with a company
from Plymouth County headed by Theophilus Cotton. By the end of the war,
almost 100 Kington men would serve in the Continental Army. Kingston was also
the site of the construction of the legendary American warship, the Independence,
which wreaked havoc on the British Navy throughout 1776 before being defeated
off the coast of Nova Scotia.
The copy of this broadside at the American Antiquarian Society (addressed to
the Selectmen of Concord), as well as the copy sold by Rosenbach in 1948 (sent
to the Selectmen of Milton), are both somewhat defective, as is the present copy.
Considering the purpose and nature of this document, it is not surprising that
copies survive in less than ideal condition, especially given the fact that the text
would have been positively inflammatory to British colonial authorities, and
therefore was likely to be destroyed by Royal authorities.
A rare and explosive colonial American broadside that helped unite the colonies
and spark the Revolutionary War.
BRISTOL B3428 (citing five copies). SHIPTON & MOONEY 42317. FORD
1608. ESTC W9556 (recording four copies). ROSENBACH 14:12.
$22,500.

Clicking on any item – text or image – will take you to our website
for easy ordering and to view any additional images.

Striking French Views of the American Revolution
2. [American Revolution]: Ponce, Nicolas: RECUEIL D’ESTAMPES REPRESENTANT LES DIFFERENTS EVENEMENS DE LA GUERRE QUI A
PROCURE L’INDÉPENDANCE AUX ETATS-UNIS L’AMÉRIQUE. Paris:
M. Godefroy, [1784]. Sixteen engraved plates: engraved titlepage with vignettes,
twelve scenes, two maps, and a final plate celebrating the peace of 1783. Quarto.
19th-century red morocco, rebacked; spine gilt, gilt dentelles. Light foxing. Very
good.
A very nice collection of Revolutionary views, one of the few contemporary publications to illustrate scenes from the Revolution. The first leaf is an engraved
title with explanatory text and vignettes of battles. The plates illustrate the tarring and feathering of a tax collector; the battle of Lexington; the surrender at
Saratoga; the attack of French forces on the island of Dominica; the surrender
of Senegal; the capture of Grenada; Galvez capturing Pensacola; the capture of
Tobago; the surrender of Cornwallis; and three more scenes of fighting on Guadeloupe; with two sheets of maps, and a series of vignettes commemorating the
Treaty of Versailles in 1783. Howes calls this the first French book to mention
the United States on the titlepage. Scarce.
HOWES C576, “aa.” SABIN 68421. CRESSWELL 303-307, 333-342. OCLC
3944245. BEINECKE LESSER ANTILLES COLLECTION 359.
$4500.

A very rare and highly decorative work,
one of the most important Revolutionary
War maps of Boston, that Krieger & Cobb
cite as “the only German map of Boston
[made] during the Revolutionary period.”
The present map is an outstanding work
on many levels. Boston and its environs
are depicted on the eve of one of the most
momentous events in American history,
the Siege of Boston, which gave George
Washington his first important victory. A
remarkable topographical work, the varied
nature of the land is expressed with great
virtuosity in finely engraved hachures. The
superlative mapping of the coastline and the
harbor is derived from J.F.W. Des Barres’
Map of the Port of Boston.

An Important Map of Boston in 1776
3. Beaurain, Jean Chevalier de (cartographer): Frentzel, Georg Friedrich
Jonas (engraver): CARTE VON DEM HAFEN UND DER STADT BOSTON. Leipzig: Johann Carl Müllerischen, 1776. Copper engraved map of greater
Boston, with troop positions highlighted in original hand-color. Sheet size: 22 x
26 7/8 inches. In excellent condition.

The map captures the moment when British
forces, still in control of Boston, prepare
to face George Washington’s Continental
forces. Boston, on a narrow peninsula, is
shown to be in an increasingly precarious
defensive position. In an improvement over
its predecessor, Frentzel’s edition makes
a clear reference to the Battle of Bunker
Hill (June 17, 1775), noting the “Ruinen
von Charles=town.” Around the city, the
placement of the respective forces is depicted with unparalleled accuracy, with the
British troop lines highlighted in blue and
the Continental troop lines in red. Three
divisions of Washington’s forces are placed
with one at Cambridge, one at Charlestown Neck, and another above Roxbury.
The observer will notice that the British
commanders elected not to place troops
atop Dorchester Heights. Washington
later took this ground, giving him an irrepressible advantage over the British in
the ensuing siege. The British were compelled to leave the city in March 1776.
This second version is much rarer than Beaurain’s original work, which was printed
earlier that year with French toponymy. Preserved in the present version at the
upper right is a highly decorative and iconographically emblematic title cartouche.
Beaurain, in homage to the French sympathies to the rebel cause, depicts an
Englishman cruelly trying to depose a banner from the Tree of Liberty, against
the will of an indignant American.

Although the conflict inspired considerable interest in Germany, this map is the
only German map of Boston printed there during the Revolutionary period. Late
in 1776, Leipzig master-engraver G.F.J. Frentzel created a new edition of the map
that was faithful to Beaurain’s original, and it was printed as part of the Geographisches Belustigungen zur Erläuterung der Neuesten Weltgeschichte, an extremely
rare German book on the early days of the War of Independence.
LC Quarterly Journal 30 (1973), pp.252-53. CRESSWELL 706. KRIEGER
& COBB, MAPPING BOSTON, p.181, pl. 27. Pedley, The Map Trade in the
Eighteenth-Century, pp.27-30, figs. 4 & 5. NEBENZAHL, PRINTED BATTLE
PLANS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 18. SELLERS & VAN EE,
MAPS AND CHARTS OF NORTH AMERICA & THE WEST INDIES 924.
$27,500.

The King of Spain Writes About Indian Revolts in New Spain, 1651
4. [California]: Philip IV of Spain: [AN EXCEPTIONAL LETTER, SIGNED,
BY KING PHILIP IV TO THE VICEROY OF NEW SPAIN, WITH REFERENCE TO THE THREATENED REVOLT OF THE INDIANS OF
SINALOA AND NUEVA VIZCAYA DURING THE COMMANDING OFFICER’S ABSENCE IN CALIFORNIA]. Madrid. March 27, 1651. [2]pp. Folio.
Minimal edge toning, else fine.
An important letter from the King of Spain, Philip IV, regarding Indian revolts
on the California border in the mid-17th century. The King is also asking the
Viceroy’s opinion as to whether it would be advisable to place the government
of Sinaloa under that of Nueva Vizcaya or to agree to its complete separation.
Little is known of the thirty-year period in California before the arrival of Kino,
making this letter of special interest to historians of the Golden State. The letter
reads, in part and in translation:
“...In a letter from Don Diego Guardo Faxardo, my Governor and Captain General of the provinces of New Vizcaya, dated 14th June, 1649, he gives an account
of the intended rising of the Taraumares Indians who live in the midst of those
provinces and that of Sinaloa; and, foreseeing the danger that might arise should
the Indians retire towards that part, he decided – the officer commanding the
garrison having set out for the Californias – to send a responsible person to command the troops and to catch the enemy in the midst of their preparations and
make them my subjects...that he found the Captain of the Garrison showed much
resistance because the said province was always under the Government of Nueva
Vizcaya and their predecessors had refrained from nominating a commanding
officer of the Garrison merely to please my Viceroys of New Spain, which had
led to much inconvenience, for, not being under their command in military matters, the good effect gained in the other way was lost; because they do not wish
to come under the rule of the Governors of the provinces of New Vizcaya....I
therefore request you to make full investigations and notify me, together with
your own opinion on the subject.”
Previously offered as item 4293 in Maggs’ Bibliotheca Americana V (1926).
$12,500.

is also known by several other names, including
the Saskatchewan Rebellion, the Northwest Uprising, and the Second Riel Rebellion (the first Riel
Rebellion occurred near Manitoba in 1869 and is
also known as the Red River Rebellion). Both the
1869 and 1885 actions were led by Louis Riel, the
leader of the Métis people.
Chronologically, the lithographs are as follows:
1) “Battle of Fish Creek.” This battle occurred on
April 24, 1885 and resulted in a stunning victory
when around 200 Métis soldiers overcame a superior
force of 900 government soldiers, and temporarily
halted an advance on Batoche.
2) “Battle of Cut Knife.” On May 2, 1885 a force
of Cree warriors held off a superior group of Canadian army units.
3) “The Capture of Batoche.” Effectively the end
of the rebellion, the Métis were soundly defeated
in the second week of May after they ran out of
ammunition on the third day of fighting. This action forced Riel to surrender on May 15.
The Métis are one of the recognized aboriginal
groups in Canada who trace their roots to the first
interaction between First Nations people and the
earliest European settlers, usually French, and
largely as a result of the fur trade. The Métis are
among the earliest mixed-race people in Canada,
and developed a separate, distinct culture based
on their ancestral origins, usually stemming from
the coupling of an indigenous woman and a male
European settler.

Large Chromolithographs of the Riel Rebellion
5. [Canada]: [North-West Rebellion]: [Blatchly, W.D.]: [THREE HANDSOME COLOR LITHOGRAPHS DEPICTING THREE OF THE MOST
IMPORTANT BATTLES DURING THE NORTH-WEST, OR SECOND
RIEL REBELLION]. Toronto: Toronto Lithographing Co., [ca. 1885]. Three
color lithographs. Cut Knife and Fish Creek: approximately 20¼ x 26¾ inches;
Capture at Batoche: approximately 19½ x 26¼ inches. Cut Knife and Fish Creek
trimmed about ¾ inch along the top margin and about 1¼ inches along left margin. Capture at Batoche trimmed slightly more but evenly in each margin and
adhered to backing board. Overall good plus.
A trio of rare battlefield views depicting three of the major skirmishes fought
during the North-West Rebellion in Saskatchewan in 1885. This series of battles

By the 19th century the Métis were well-assimilated into French-Canadian culture, and many worked as fur traders for the North-West Company or Hudson’s
Bay Company, or supplied furs as independent trappers. When those companies
pulled out of the Red River and Saskatchewan regions in the mid-to-late 1800s,
the Canadian government took over the land and began to enforce their will on
the Métis people.
The first armed conflict between the Métis and the Canadian provincial government occurred in 1869 in the Red River region, where Louis Riel led an unsuccessful rebellion. Some fifteen years later the Métis formed their own provincial
government in western Saskatchewan after hearing that the Canadian government
was sending mounted police to enforce Canadian law in the region. This Second
Riel Rebellion occurred in a series of skirmishes between the Métis and the Canadian armed forces between March 26 and May 12, 1885. Though led by Louis

Riel, the Métis ultimately lost again to the Canadian government. Still, both
rebellions helped the Métis gain some measure of recognition and respect from
the Canadian government that they would very likely not have earned otherwise.
The lithographs were produced by the Toronto Lithographing Company, purveyors of patriotic views of famous Canadian wars. In this case, the company
assigned W.D. Blatchly to paint the scenes for the 1885 conflicts; Blatchly was,
at the time, one of the leading artists in all of Canada.
An excellent series of lithographs illustrating three important events in the famous
rebellion, with outstanding display appeal.
$3750.

In the Midst of the Lunch Counter Sit-Ins
6. [Civil Rights Movement]: [Congress of Racial Equality]: DON’T BUY AT
WOOLWORTH [caption title]. [New York City. ca. 1960]. Broadside handbill,
printed in red, 8½ x 5½ inches. Moderate toning, small v-shaped chip to top edge,
mounting remnants on verso. Still very good.
A very rare surviving ephemeron from one of the earliest, most important, and
most successful campaigns of the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s. The Woolworth department store, then almost ubiquitous throughout the United States, was
targeted by the leaders of the Civil Rights Movement, especially the Congress of
Racial Equality (CORE), because of its continuing practice of segregating lunch
counters in its Southern stores. CORE launched a major effort in late 1959
and early 1960 to persuade Woolworth, and other retailers with lunch counters
such as Kress and McClellan stores, to integrate its lunch counters. They first
attempted to have the policy changed privately by asking various store managers
to simply start allowing African-American diners in their cafes. When management refused, believing that allowing African Americans to dine would result in
significant losses to their businesses, CORE sprang into action.
Through a series of sit-ins at segregated Woolworth lunch counters in Greensboro, North Carolina, Nashville (where John Lewis was among the protesters),
and other southern locations, CORE attempted to bring wide-scale awareness to
and obtain legal relief from unjust Jim Crow segregation policies. The campaign
was ultimately successful, but not without major incidents of violence during the
process. Sit-ins at segregated lunch counters often turned into fights when White
customers took umbrage with the peaceful, nonviolent protests by African American and sympathetic White protesters, and attacked them where they sat. Still,
the protesters remained, and returned, and were often arrested for their “good
trouble.” These efforts at nonviolent protest to change segregationist policies
in stores like Woolworth were advertised with homespun flyers like the present
example, and other efforts in New York and elsewhere to encourage customers
to boycott Woolworth until their lunch counters were integrated.
This handbill is printed evidence of both the good trouble and bad danger mentioned above. The language on the flyer itself is understandably passionate, informing readers that student protesters face arrests, fines, expulsions, and threats
of beatings from “segregationist hoodlums” who “brandish knives, hammers,
and baseball bats.” All the while, according to the flyer, Woolworth continues
to allow “discriminatory seating” when all it takes to remedy the situation is a
change of policy from Woolworth management in New York City. The flyer
ultimately calls for a boycott of the store: “DON’T BACK the knives and hammers of segregationist hoodlums WITH YOUR MONEY.” CORE ends the flyer
by encouraging protesters to join their picket lines and to “Ask all other men of
goodwill not to shop jimcrow.”
CORE also printed a similar handbill in dual-language English and Spanish. Both
versions are exceedingly rare. The present example shows only three institutional
holdings in OCLC – at Penn State, the Virginia Historical Society Library, and
the University of California, Davis.
A sobering relic from the Civil Rights Movement.
OCLC 48688112.

$1250.

The Rebel Government of Cuba Abolishes Slavery in 1869
7. [Cuba]: [Slavery]: DECRETO No. 54. ASAMBLEA DE REPRESENTANTES DEL CENTRO ABOLICION DE LA ESCLAVITUD...[caption
title]. Camagüey, Cuba. February 26, 1869. Pictorial letterpress broadside, 18½
x 13 inches. Numbered “54” in manuscript, bearing the embossed red seal of the
Republica Cubana, and signed in ink by Salvador Cisneros y Betancourt, Eduardo Agramonte, Ignacio Agramonte Loyn áz, Francisco Sánchez y Betancourt
and Antonio Zambrana Old horizontal folds, minor creasing, handful of small
edge chips. Small hole in bottom margin just touching one ink signature. Very
good condition.
A rare and significant pictorial Cuban decree from the provisional rebel government abolishing slavery on the part of the island they controlled, issued by the
radical faction of the Cuban nationalists fighting against Spanish rule in the first
months of the Ten Years’ War.
This proclamation is illustrated with a dramatic woodcut signed “LFR” depicting
an ill-clad but exultant freed slave and a rebel celebrating in front of the Cuban
flag. This decree stipulated freedom for all the enslaved people of Cuba, in hopes
that they would join the revolutionary struggle. The decree also provided for
eventual compensation to slaveholders, and ordered that freed individuals must
serve the revolution either through military service or by continuing with their
previous work. Among the important leaders who signed the present document
were Salvador Cisneros y Betancourt (as president, just below the printed text)
and Ignacio Agramonte y Loynáz (as secretary, to the left of the engraving).
The practical effect of this decree was modest, as the rebels only controlled limited territory before their ultimate defeat, and their territory was generally under
the control of more conservative military commanders, but such a proclamation
joined a growing chorus of abolitionist sentiment in Cuba, which finally realized
the end of slavery in 1886. A powerful statement of anti-slavery policy in mid19th-century Cuba, with a striking illustration of a jubilant slave celebrating his
short-lived freedom. Rare, with no copies recorded in OCLC.
$6500.

An Important Book-Length Manuscript on Constitutional Theory
and South American Independence Movements
by the Progenitor of the Du Pont Dynasty,
Sent to Thomas Jefferson for Comments
8. [Du Pont de Nemours, Pierre Samuel]: [MÉMOIRE] AUX RÉPUBLIQUES
ÉQUINOXIALES, ET A CELLES QUI LEUR SERONT NATURELLEMENT
CONFÉDÉRÉES. [Paris]. March 1815. [2, manuscript title],[viii, manuscript
letter],138,[3, index]pp., with original foliation of main text in manuscript. Approximately 17,500 words. Quarto. Original plain brown wrappers bound into
contemporary three-quarter morocco and marbled boards, gilt morocco label on
front board. Minor shelf wear. Mild foxing, moderately but evenly toned, binder’s
ticket on front pastedown. Very good. In a blue half morocco slipcase and chemise.
An important manuscript treatise on constitutional theory, and a proposed system
of government for the new republics emerging from the independence movements
of South America, by French-American writer, economist, publisher, government
official, and aristocrat Pierre Samuel du Pont de Nemours. Du Pont wrote
numerous influential treatises on political and economic theory. This, his last
major work, was never published and only survives in the present manuscript.
This is almost certainly the manuscript Du Pont loaned to Thomas Jefferson for
his comments and advice in the spring of 1816.
Du Pont first came to prominence with his major economic treatise, Physiocratie,
ou Constitution Naturelle du Gouvernement le Plus Avantageux au Genre Humain,
written in 1768, in which he coined the term “physiocracy.” He went on to become
an economic advisor to Jacques Necker and King Louis XVI, serving as Inspector
General of Commerce. Although he initially supported the French Revolution
with other moderates like Lafayette, he soon became its victim, and was awaiting execution in 1794 when the Terror ended with the downfall of Robespierre.
Still at odds with the French government, he emigrated to the United States in
1799 with his son, Eleuthere Irenée du Pont, and there founded E.I. du Pont de
Nemours & Co., creating one of the great family dynasties in America.
Pierre Samuel du Pont continued to write important works of political theory, and
became a friend and correspondent of many leading figures in the United States,
most notably Thomas Jefferson, whom he had first encountered in Paris in the
1780s. Between 1800 and 1817 they exchanged dozens of letters on various topics, including this manuscript. In 1800, at Jefferson’s request, he drew up plans
for a national educational system. In 1802 he returned to France, where he was
an important promoter of the Louisiana Purchase. He remained in France and
took an active part in the restoration of the monarchy in 1814. In the spring of
1815 he fled Paris during Napoleon’s Hundred Days and returned to the United
States, where he remained until his death in 1817.
Du Pont’s last major work, Républiques Équinoxiales, was never published and,
until the emergence of this manuscript from the estate of a Du Pont descendant,
only known through references in his correspondence. Du Pont and Jefferson

corresponded about the work in 1815 and 1816. The first reference appears in
a letter dated May 26, 1815 where, amid a broader discussion of various political
developments in South America, Du Pont alludes to what would prove to be one
of his final literary undertakings and the impetus behind it:
“Ten or twelve large republics are being created on your continent. They will
establish themselves and grow stronger, although a few might be temporarily
vanquished by the strength or weakness of European Spain. Three of these republics, which are already united, have done me the honor of consulting me....
They had no idea yet about representative governments, and they had experienced
the danger of tumultuous assemblies.”
In mentioning this “consultation,” Du Pont refers to an occasion which must have
occurred in Paris at some point in 1814. The collapse of Spanish government
during the Napoleonic era had opened the door for independence movements
in the Spanish colonies in the Americas. At that stage Manuel Palacio-Fajardo,
representing the state of New Granada, approached Du Pont and asked him to
draft a constitutional guide book for the practical and economical management
of his fledgling republic.
The present manuscript has a dedicatory inscription to “Don M. Palacios” on
the fly leaf. The main body of the manuscript, presumably executed in at least
one secretarial hand, has the dedicatory epistle to Manuel Palacios-Fajardo in
a second, distinctive (and likely authorial) hand. The colophon is dated with a
holographic signature: “Paris 13 Mars 1815, Du Pont (de Nemours),” also in Du
Pont’s hand. The manuscript shows abundant corrections in ink (quite likely in
Du Pont’s hand), with period repairs and pasted corrigenda to certain passages.
The slightly later engraved ownership bookplate and various later owners’ inscriptions tie the manuscript to the Du Pont family, including Frances “Fanny”
du Pont (née Solana), Alexis and Elizabeth du Pont, and [A.I.] du Pont.
The overall scope and narrative content of this newly rediscovered manuscript
demonstrate that it must be the formerly “lost” treatise. It is clear that the chapter headings in the present copy (as outlined below) conform to Du Pont’s more
general interests and views on agriculture, economics, constitutional theory, and
anthropology; these were themes which he discussed with an unwavering consistency throughout his other works.
The body of the manuscript consists of sixteen chapters (several having complex
groupings of subsections). The chapter headings are as follows: 1) “Objet et
motifs de cet ouvrage”; 2) “Apperçu général”; 3) “Principes de la société”; 4)
“Application de ces principes aux nouvelles républiques américaines”; 5) “Des
mâitres et des esclaves”; 6) “Des engagés pour dettes”; 7) “Avantages de la liberation des esclaves”; 8) “Dignité et droits des propriétaires des terres et de mines”;
9) “Obligations attachées a la haute dignité des propriétaires des terres”; 10)
“Principes des finances”; 11) “Des rapports entre les différentes classes d’hommes
et de citoyens – articles de la constitution”; 12) “Hierarchie des administrations
publiques inférieures”; 13) “De la représentation nationale”; 14) “De quelques

having prepared right now. But I need to give the former one
to Don Pedro Gual, who has been sent to the United States
by the republics that consulted me and that are united as New
Granada. It may be that General Palacio has not received either
of the two copies I sent him; and the opportunity of transmitting one personally to a civil officer of these republics is not
to be neglected.”
Jefferson returned the manuscript sometime around the beginning
of the new year, 1816, as may be inferred from his Dec. 31 and
Jan. 3 replies to Du Pont. Having delivered the desired copy to
deputy Don Pedro Gual, Du Pont then resent the manuscript
of Républiques Équinoxiales to Jefferson for his commentary. On
March 31, 1816, Du Pont writes:
“I have the honor of sending you again my little gospel for the
use of the Spanish republics, which I brought to you four months
ago. Thank God I have had and will still have several copies
of it to give away, as I have only one secretary....This book on
republics, newly born, to be born, or to be restored, is one of
my writings for which I most desire your approval and blessing.
I would like to find a good writer to translate it into Spanish.”

institutions nécessaires”; 15) “De la grande confédération américaine”; 16) “Résumé de ce travail.”
One final observation on the “state” or “edition” of this manuscript: it seems
likely that this particular copy represents a second (or possibly third) authorial
recension of the text of Républiques Équinoxiales. This is evidenced not only by
the frequent revisions and corrections throughout, but also by a statement Du
Pont makes in the manuscript’s prefatory letter to Don Manuel Palacios, wherein
he remarks on the superiority of this present state of the text: “J’ignore si la
première copie du Mémoire ici joint a pu vous parvenir, et je vous envoie une
seconde en peu corrigée.”
Shortly after completing the manuscript Du Pont fled Paris to escape the returning
Napoleon. By the time he wrote Jefferson in late May he was in Delaware. In
December 1815, Du Pont visited Monticello and left a manuscript of Républiques
Équinoxiales with Jefferson for his perusal. Du Pont had asked Jefferson on several
earlier occasions to proofread and critique his latest writings, but only shortly
after its dispatch, he asked Jefferson to return the manuscript. He explains the
reason for this in his letter of December 20:
“If you have read the Mémoire aux Républiques Équinoxiales, I would be grateful if
you could send it back to me, either directly if your franking privilege allows it,
or through either the president or the secretary of state, who could get it to me
under their countersignatures. I will send you another copy of it, which I am

On April 24, 1816, Jefferson wrote Du Pont a long letter from
his second home, Poplar Forest, discussing the manuscript in
depth. Jefferson was critical of Du Pont’s proposed system. In
his observations on the dangerously oligarchic structure Du Pont recommended,
Jefferson directly criticizes the arguments found in chapter twelve of the present
manuscript, “Assemblée communal, seconde section: des assemblées de canton,”
and in its concluding chapters, feeling that the upper levels of government were
too far removed from “the people.” However, he praised Du Pont’s “moral principles” and provides a ringing endorsement of his democratic theories of government. Jefferson evidently returned the manuscript to Du Pont with this letter.
Until now the unpublished treatise, Républiques Équinoxiales, has been known solely
through the foregoing letters. Nevertheless, there are several crucial indications
that the present manuscript is the working copy, now coming to light after two
centuries in the care of the Du Pont family. The title and dates of composition,
which match those signaled in the Jefferson correspondence; the dedicatory inscription and letter to M. Palacios, whom Du Pont identified as his intended recipient
in his letter to Jefferson of Dec. 20, 1815; and, finally, the colophon, which Du
Pont signed and dated, together allow for little doubt that this particular copy is
identical with the literary work which Du Pont himself described, and thereafter
sent twice, to his friend, Thomas Jefferson.
A monumental political work by the progenitor of the Du Pont family, a work
thought lost for almost 200 years.
Gilbert Chinard, The Correspondence of Jefferson and DuPont de Nemours (Paris,
1931). Founders Online provides access and translations of dozens of letter between Du Pont and Jefferson.
$75,000.

The First Printing of the English Bill of Rights,
with Other Critical Acts Establishing the Modern English System
of Government, and the Theoretical Basis for the American Revolution
9. [English Bill of Rights]: William III (King of England, 1689-1702) and
Mary II (Queen of England, 1689-1694): AN ACT DECLARING THE
RIGHTS AND LIBERTIES OF THE SUBJECT, AND SETTLING THE
SUCCESSION OF THE CROWN. [bound in:] [SAMMELBAND OF EIGHTY
PARLIAMENTARY ACTS]. London. 1685-1692. Various paginations. Small
folio. Later suede, gilt leather label. Corners rubbed, boards a bit scuffed. Later
ownership inscription and modern bookplate on front pastedown. First leaf backed
with tissue. Light scattered tanning and foxing, a few marginal dampstains. Last
few leaves dampstained, but generally quite clean internally. Very good.
A sammelband containing eighty Parliamentary Acts, from the end of the reign
of King James II and the early portion of the reign of William and Mary, including the first printing of the English Bill of Rights passed by Parliament in
December 1689.
The English Bill of Rights was the culmination of the coup d’état known as the
Glorious Revolution in which James II was deposed and William of Orange and
his wife Mary (daughter of James II) were brought in to replace him. James II,
a Catholic monarch, fathered a legitimate son in 1688, creating the possibility of
a Catholic succession in Protestant England. James II had already ruffled quite
a few feathers by trying to reestablish Catholicism, displacing Anglicanism as
the only official church in England; he was also considered to be too pro-French
and was highly autocratic. The leading Whig noblemen, joined by a few key
members of the Tory party, called on William of Orange to lead an army from
the Netherlands to claim the throne. James II fled England in December 1688,
leaving the Protestant William and Mary to rule the kingdom jointly.
The “Act Declaring the Rights and Liberties of the Subject...” provides for several
immutable political and civil rights, including the freedom from unilateral royal
interference with the law, including the imposition of new taxes; freedom to petition the monarch; freedom of election of Parliamentary members, and freedom
for those members to speak out freely and without reprisals while in Parliament;
freedom for Protestants to bear arms; and freedom from a standing army in times
of peace, requiring Parliament’s consent to convene the army. It also specifically
overturns several of the Acts passed by James II as unlawful and unjust.
Not only did the English Bill of Rights add to the rights set forth in the Magna
Carta, it also established very clearly the order of succession to the reign of William and Mary. The throne would go to any of Mary’s heirs or issue, thence to her
sister Anne of Denmark, and finally to any of William’s heirs by later marriages.
It also specifically barred a Catholic from the throne, stating:
“Whereas it hath been found by experience, that it is inconsistent with the safety
and welfare of this Protestant kingdom, to be governed by a Popish Prince, or by
any King or Queen marrying a Papist...it may be enacted that all and every person

and persons that is, are, or shall be reconciled to,
or shall hold communion with the See or Church of
Rome, or shall profess the Popish religion, or shall
marry a Papist, shall be excluded, and be for ever
uncapable to inherit, possess, or enjoy the Crown
and government of this realm....”
The monarch was also now required to swear an
oath to uphold the Protestant religion.
The enactment of this new set of laws was the
beginning of modern-day British Parliamentary
government, moving power out of the hands of
the monarch and into those of Parliament and a
ministerial system. The English Bill of Rights also
served as a model for the founding documents of
both the United States and Canada.
Some of the other Acts in the sammelband which
led up to the passing of the Bill of Rights are of
particular note, as well as key pieces of legislation
in establishing the new relationship of the Crown,
the Parliament, and the people:
“An Act for Removing and Preventing All Questions and Disputes Concerning the Assembling and
Sitting of this Present Parliament.” Feb. 23, [1689].
Passed just after Parliament passed the Declaration
of Right on Feb. 13, which declared that the throne
was vacant and thus free to be offered to William
and Mary, this act declares the current Parliament
is a valid body and its decisions, such as offering
the throne to outsiders after ousting the King, are
true and lawful.
“An Act for Establishing the Coronation Oath.”
April 9, 1689. A new coronation oath was needed
in order to remove the absolute power from the
hands of the monarchy. Under the new oath the
monarch swears “to govern the people of this kingdom of England, and the dominions thereto belonging, according to the statutes in Parliament agreed on,
and the laws and customs of the same.” Under this new oath the monarchy was
answerable to and bound by the laws passed by Parliament, rather than having
free license to act on any tyrannical whim which may occur.
“An Act for the Abrogating of the Oaths of Supremacy and Allegiance, and Appointing Other Oaths.” April 4, 1689. Negates legal loyalties to the previous
sovereign, swearing fealty to the current rulers, William and Mary, and also
swearing to “abhor, detest, and abjure as impious and heretical” the position that

persons excommunicated or otherwise condemned
by the Pope may be murdered by their subjects
with impunity.
“An Act for the Better Securing the Government by
Disarming Papists and Reputed Papists.” May 11,
1689. Mandates the disarming of anyone subscribing to the Roman Catholic faith, removing from
their possession “any Arms, Weapons, Gunpowder
or Ammunition.”
“An Act for Exempting Their Majesties Protestant
Subjects, Dissenting from the Church of England,
from the Penalties of Certain Laws.” May 4, 1689.
Though Catholics were not guaranteed freedom from
persecution, this act did provide for the protection
of other Protestant religions outside the Anglican
Church, such as the Quakers, who to this time had
been heavily persecuted.
“An Act for Impowering Their Majesties to Commit
without Bayl, Such Persons as They Shall Find Just
Cause to Suspect Are Conspiring Against the Government.” May 28, 1689. Empowers the monarchy
to imprison persons suspected of treason, though the
act notes that “nothing in this Act shall be construed
to extend to the prejudice of the ancient Rights and
Privileges of Parliament.”
“An Act for the King and Queens Most Gracious,
General, and Free Pardon.” May 20, 1690. Having been on the throne for more than a year and
feeling secure in their position, William and Mary
issued this general pardon to their subjects who
might have supported James II, with quite a few
exceptions, including a list of thirty-one specific
individuals (one of them already deceased).
The other acts in this volume cover a wide range
of subjects. Some repeal previous acts passed by James II, while others govern
trade or the military. One specifically provides for the “Rebuilding, Finishing and
Adorning” of St. Paul’s Cathedral in London. Another deals with the complete
cessation of trade with France. At least half a dozen acts deal with the taxation
on wine, beer, or spirits, and two with the taxation of tobacco.
Overall, an illustrious collection of English laws, including the foundational
document of British and American government.
ESTC R236544.
$22,500.

Using Poll Taxes to Disenfranchise Voters in Reconstruction Georgia
10. Farrow, Henry P.: [Georgia Reconstruction]: THE INJUSTICE OF
POLL TAXES [caption title]. [Atlanta. ca. 1867]. Broadside, 15¾ x 10 inches.
Text printed in three columns. Old folds. Minor foxing, spotting, and creasing.
Very good.
An eloquent appeal against the disenfranchising poll tax, by a southern champion
of Reconstruction. Henry Pattillo Farrow issued this appeal on behalf of the poor
of all races in Georgia, at a critical moment in the history of Reconstruction and
the future of voting rights in the state, while the Reconstruction Constitutional
Convention was meeting. Georgia led the way in making the poll tax a bulwark
against fundamental change in race relations in the South. Despite the opposition presented in this broadside, the poll tax was retained in the final draft of
the Georgia Reconstruction constitution adopted in 1868, and was carried over
in the 1877 revision.
After serving in the Confederate Army, Farrow was a Georgia state attorney general
and a federal district attorney who strove to cooperate with northern efforts at
Reconstruction, and ensure the state’s compliance with the Sherman Reconstruction
Bill. Here he argues for removal of a provision in the proposed Reconstruction
constitution for the state of Georgia which permitted the imposition of a poll
tax for “educational purposes.” In part, Farrow’s statement on the poll tax reads:
“There is, in the humble judgment of the writer, no species of taxation ever
assessed by any government more violative of the principles of the science of
political economy and of common sense than taxation of that kind. A poll, or per
capita tax, is not upon property; is not upon a profession, a trade, or a business;
but it is a tax on man’s inalienable rights – ‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.’ All who are in the enjoyment of those inestimable and inalienable rights
ought aid in supporting the Government which protects those rights. There is
no disputing that self-evident, axiomatic proposion [sic]. Yet, can a man be so
poor, so destitute, as to live without yielding some return in the way of tax to the
Government which protects him? Can you point to a single citizen of Georgia,
white or black, who pays no tax? You can not do it.”
Scarce, with only seven institutional copies recorded in OCLC, at Yale, Duke,
Williams College, University of West Georgia, University of Michigan, Vanderbilt,
and the American Antiquarian Society. Hummel adds a copy at the University
of Georgia. A fine example of early and ultimately unsuccessful resistance to the
institution of poll taxes in the South.
HUMMEL 594. OCLC 191231416, 166645823, 86110718.
$1750.

Bloody Kansas
11. [Fish, Reeder McCandless]: THE GRIM CHIEFTAIN OF KANSAS, AND
OTHER FREE-STATE MEN IN THEIR STRUGGLES AGAINST SLAVERY. SOME POLITICAL SEANCES, INCIDENTS, INSIDE POLITICAL
VIEWS AND MOVEMENTS IN THEIR CAREER. By One Who Knows.
Cherryvale, Ks.: Clarion Book & Job Print, 1885. [4],145pp. 16mo. Modern
marbled cloth. Very good. In a half morocco box.
This copy bears the bookplate of William Elsey Connelly and two inscriptions
concerning this book and its history. In one he writes: “Topeka, Aug. 20, 1913.
J.B. Abbott did not write The Grim Chieftain of Kansas. It was written by Reeder
M. Fish, associate editor of ‘The Baldwin Criterion.’ Lillie K. Sherwood was the
daughter of Reeder M. Fish.” A rare account of James Lane’s struggles in organizing the Free-State party in Kansas. “The most graphic and complete presentation
of an era altogether the most remarkable in the history of the most important
personage (i.e., James Lane) known in the early struggles of Kansas” – Preface.
“Lane was, to say the least, a controversial figure; many of his actions could be
criticized. Still, he had his defenders and Fish was one of them” – Graff. This
is an important narrative of the bitter wars on the Kansas border preceding the
Civil War. Goodspeed’s bought the Streeter copy for $125 in 1968.
GRAFF 1327. HOWES F149, “b.” STREETER SALE 2029. EBERSTADT
133:587.
$2000.

Arguing for a Woman’s Right to an Education
12. Higginson, Thomas Wentworth: WOMAN’S SUFFRAGE TRACTS. No.
4. OUGHT WOMEN TO LEARN THE ALPHABET? [wrapper title]. Boston:
For Sale at the Office of “The Woman’s Journal,” 1871. 20,[4]pp. Original selfwrappers, stitched as issued. Mild soiling to outer leaves, even toning. Very good.
A scarce suffrage tract reprinted from The Atlantic Monthly of February 1859,
in which noted author, abolitionist, and supporter of women’s rights Thomas
Wentworth Higginson chronicles the historical difficulties faced by women in
their efforts to become educated. Higginson cites history and mythology to
highlight the unnecessary and unfair practices and arguments that have led to
women’s “historic position of degradation.” Women, argues Higginson, have
been victims of a past that has been largely “a period of ignorance, of engrossing
physical necessities, and of brute force – not of freedom, of philanthropy, and of
culture.” Higginson contends that “the long subjection of woman has been simply that humanity was passing through its first epoch, and her full career was to
be reserved for the second.” In other words, the present “times are altering the
whole material position of woman” through “inevitable social and moral changes”
such as education. “A new era is begun,” argues Higginson, and “the time has
come for woman to learn the alphabet.”
Following Higginson’s text is the “Constitution of the American Woman Suffrage
Association,” consisting of five articles. The preamble of the constitution states
that the organization formed because “a truly representative national organization is needed for the orderly and efficient prosecution of the Woman Suffrage
movement in America....”
Scarce, with just twelve copies in OCLC.
KRICHMAR 3784 (ref). OCLC 14225747.

$875.

Clicking on any item – text or image – will take you to our website
for easy ordering and to view any additional images.

One of the Most Important of the Las Casas Tracts
13. Las Casas, Bartolomé de: AQUI SE CONTIENE UNA DISPUTA O
CONTROVERSIA; ENTRE EL OBISPO DÕ FRAY BARTHOLOME DE
LAS CASAS...Y EL DOCTOR GINES DE SEPULVEDA.... Seville: Sebastian
Trugillo, 1552. [61] leaves, lacking final blank. Titlepage printed in red and black,
with text surrounded by a four-panel woodcut border; text printed in black letter. Small quarto. Contemporary mottled calf, spine gilt tooled, edges sprinkled
red. Front hinge rubbed, head of spine slightly chipped. Scattered contemporary
manuscript annotations, occasionally trimmed. Faint dampstaining along lower
edge, light tanning. Very good.
The first edition of Bartolomé de las Casas’ fifth tract advocating the better treatment of Amerindians by the Spanish. In it he offers his account of his epochal
disputation with Gines de Sepúlveda on the topic of the morality and legitimacy
of enslaving the American Indian. Sepúlveda did not have the sagacity or selfpromotion savvy of Las Casas, so his side of what happened at the disputation is
inferred from Las Casas’ account.
During the 16th century the question of the legitimacy of enslaving American
Indians and black Africans occupied several Spanish writers, the most famous of
whom was Las Casas. His disputations with Ginés de Sepúlveda on the subject
were sponsored by the Crown and were more than just show, for in the end, the
King adopted the drastic change in policy that Las Casas advocated.
Las Casas, the first great historian of the New World, arrived in Cuba in 1502
and spent most of the ensuing years in the Caribbean and Mexico until his return
to Spain in 1547, so his arguments are based on personal observation and not
on Aristotelian theory, as were those of Sepúlveda. He had witnessed firsthand
the destruction of the American Indian population via the diseases the Spaniards
brought with them and through mistreatment and war, things he continually
fought against as a priest. After his return to Spain and throughout his old age
he launched a series of attacks on Spanish policy. He engineered the publication
of his arguments against Sepúlveda in a series of nine tracts printed in Seville in
1552 and 1553. The first and most famous of these tracts is Brevissima Relacion
de la Destruycion de las Indias, which describes the numerous wrongs inflicted upon
the Indians, mainly in the Antilles.
All of the Las Casas tracts are of great significance, both for their immediate effect in reforming the Spanish colonial system to some degree, and as an extremely
early example of European concern with the human rights of native peoples.
EUROPEAN AMERICANA 552/13. SABIN 11234. MEDINA, BHA 147. CHURCH
91. JCB (3)I:168. USTC 335514.
$22,500.

“First and only contemporary printing in separate book form”
of the Emancipation Proclamation
14. Lincoln, Abraham: THE PROCLAMATION OF EMANCIPATION,
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, TO TAKE EFFECT
JANUARY 1st, 1863 [cover title]. [Boston: J.M. Forbes, December 1862]. 7pp.
Miniature, 3 1/4 x 2 1/8 inches. Original printed salmon wrappers. Slight soiling
to wrappers, light tanning. Very good. In a cloth chemise and half morocco and
cloth slipcase, spine gilt.
The first and only contemporary printing of Lincoln’s historic act in separate
pamphlet form, the seventh edition overall. The preliminary proclamation of the
Emancipation Proclamation was issued on September 22, 1862, shortly following
the Battle of Antietam, and declared the freedom of all slaves in any Confederate state that did not return to Union control by January 1, 1863. A quotation
by Alexander Stephens (“Vice President of the so-called Confederate States”)
entitled “Slavery the Chief Corner-Stone” is printed on the rear wrapper. This
small pamphlet was printed by John Murray Forbes in Boston for distribution
by Union soldiers to Blacks at the front lines, and legend has it that he printed
a million copies. Its scarcity in institutions and in the market, however, would
seem to belie that notion; it is among the rarest of editions of the Proclamation,
no doubt because of its small size.
EBERSTADT, LINCOLN’S EMANCIPATION PROCLAMATION 7. MONAGHAN
147.
$23,500.

New Hampshire Calls for a Constitutional Convention
15. [New Hampshire]: STATE OF NEW-HAMPSHIRE. IN THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES, APRIL 5th, 1781. WHEREAS THE PRESENT
SITUATION OF AFFAIRS IN THIS STATE MAKES IT NECESSARY
THAT A FULL AND FREE REPRESENTATION OF THE INHABITANTS THEREOF SHOULD MEET IN CONVENTION FOR THE SOLE
PURPOSE OF FORMING AND LAYING A PERMANENT PLAN OR
SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT.... [Exeter. 1781]. Broadside, 12½ x 7½ inches.
Some creasing. Small hole, with loss to two words. Very minor foxing. Contemporary ink inscription on verso: “March & April 1781 No. 2.” Overall very good.
New Hampshire broadside announcing an important constitutional convention.
In January 1776, New Hampshire became the first of the thirteen colonies to
adopt a constitution and create an independent commonwealth government. The
1776 constitution, however, had not been submitted to the people, and it severely
limited the ability of most New Hampshire citizens to participate in the selection
of their representatives. The present broadside, implicitly noting this problem,
calls for the different towns and districts of the state to choose delegates to
convene for the drafting of a new constitution. Numerous conflicts and amendments caused the convention to last for over two years, and the constitution was
rejected by the people of the state four times before it was finally approved and
put into effect in June 1784. The constitution itself greatly expanded manhood
suffrage in the state, included an extensive bill of rights, and is notable as one of
the earliest documents establishing the republican form of government adopted
by the Framers in Philadelphia in 1787. NAIP records three copies.
EVANS 17250. WHITTEMORE 303.
$7500.

Early New York Laws, Including for the Suppression of Slave Revolts,
from an Important Printer, with Distinguished Provenance
16. [New York]: ACTS OF ASSEMBLY PASSED IN THE PROVINCE OF
NEW-YORK, FROM 1691, TO 1725. EXAMINED AND COMPARED
WITH THE ORIGINALS IN THE SECRETARY’S OFFICE. New-York:
William Bradford, 1726. [10],124[i.e. 128],121-252,261-319,[1, blank],20,[6]pp.
(mispaginated, as issued). Woodcut arms of King George I on the titlepage. Folio. Contemporary calf, boards ruled and tooled in blind, raised bands. Wear and
soiling to boards, a few spots of loss where leather was stamped, corners bumped,
joints cracked (but binding is still strong), small wormhole to spine. Occasional
foxing and tanning throughout. Bookplates of Henry F. DePuy and William Smith
on front pastedowns (see below), typed note laid in, pencil inscriptions on front
free endpaper and titlepage, occasional marginal annotations in a contemporary
hand throughout. Very good. In a blue cloth chemise with blue half morocco and
cloth slipcase, spine gilt with red morocco gilt label.
The Henry F. DePuy copy of Bradford’s important early printing of the New
York Acts of Assembly, collecting all legislation passed between 1691 and 1725.
Included are acts “for quieting and settling the Disorders that have lately happened within this Province” (1691), “for restraining and punishing Privateers
and Pyrates” (1693 and 1698), and “against Jesuites and Popish Priests” (1700),
as well as numerous acts “for Regulating Slaves” and one for “Baptizing them”
(1706). A law of 1712 is “An Act for Preventing, Suppressing and Punishing the
Conspiracy and Insurrection of Negroes and Other Slaves,” and a law of 1716
prevents the “Selling and giving of Rum or other Strong Liquors to the Indians.”
Other acts relate to Queen Anne’s War as well as the continuing conflicts with
the French and Indians. The final twenty pages contain additional ordinances for
“Regulating & Establishing Fees” for various public officials and for “Regulating
the Recording of Deeds and other Writings.”
William Bradford (1663-1752) was the “pioneering printer of the English middle
colonies” (DAB) – the first in both Pennsylvania and New York. He originally
settled in Pennsylvania, where he began operating a printing press in 1685 and a
bookstore in 1688. Controversies within the Quaker community, with Bradford
supporting the dissident, George Keith, led to the temporary seizure of his types
and paper in 1692, and in 1693 he moved to New York as the colony’s first public
printer. Bradford’s “accomplishments were not inconsiderable and his importance
as a printer remains untarnished. His establishment was a veritable seed farm for
future printers, having had as apprentices John Peter Zenger, Henry DeForest,
James Parker, and his own son, Andrew; and he was himself the progenitor of
four generations of printers and publishers. He printed New York’s first lawbook
(1694), the first published proceedings of an American legislature (New York, 1695),
the first New York paper currency (1709), the first American Book of Common
Prayer (1706), the first history of New York (1727), and the first copperplate plan
of the city (1730), as well as New York’s first newspaper” (Alexander J. Wall, Jr.,
“William Bradford, Colonial Printer, A Tercentenary Review” in Proceedings of
the American Antiquarian Society, October 1963, pp.361-384).

Henry F. DePuy (1859-1924) was an important collector of early Native American
material, particularly captivity narratives, as well as American colonial material and
Constitutional history. DePuy was also well respected as a scholar, publishing a
bibliography of colonial treaties with the Native Americans and another on Jesuit
missions in America. At the time of his death, he was working on a bibliography
of Bradford. There is also a typed note laid in from George Parker Winship on
John Carter Brown Library letterhead, discussing typographical details of this
volume. The bookplate of William Smith is accompanied by a note in DePuy’s
hand: “This bookplate I bought from a dealer and inserted in this book for the
reason that when I bought the book in 1902 from A.S. Clark he told me that he had
bought this book with others which he showed me from Mr. DeLancey who had
told Mr. Clark that when Wm. Smith the Historian of New York left the country
at the close of the Revolution he had left these books with Mr. DeLancey’s family
for safe keeping. At least one of the other volumes that Mr. Clark obtained at
the same time had Wm. Smith’s book plate – it was The Laws of N.J.”
A major early New York imprint, from the press of its first printer, with a distinguished provenance.
EVANS 2785. ESTC W11515. TOWER 613.
$12,500.

Paine’s Exhortation at a Crucial Moment in the Revolution
17. [Paine, Thomas]: THE AMERICAN CRISIS. NUMBER III. By the
Author of COMMON SENSE. Philadelphia: Printed and Sold by Styner and
Cist, [1777]. pp.[2],27-56. Modern three-quarter morocco and marbled boards,
bound in antique style, spine gilt lettered. Titlepage trimmed, slightly repaired
at fore-edge. Light tanning and dampstaining. About very good.
The very rare third part of the series by Paine, written to boost the morale of
American troops. The pamphlet is dated “Philadelphia, April 19, 1777” at the
end of the text. The verso of the titlepage prints proclamations by Gen. George
Washington dated April 6 and 8, 1777, offering pardons to all army deserters
who rejoin their corps before May 15, 1777. Paine thus wrote the pamphlet in
mid-April 1777.
In the text Paine predicts that Philadelphia will be a target of the British armies,
as indeed it was that summer. Paine also warns of the consequence of a British
victory over the rebellious colonists: “Britain, like a gamester nearly ruined, hath
now put all her losses into one bet, and is playing a desperate game for the total.
If she wins, she wins from ME my life; she wins the continent as the forfeited
property of rebels; the right of taxing those that are left as reduced subjects;
and the power of binding them as slaves.” Paine goes on to argue that complete
independence is the only path forward.
The separate pamphlet editions of The American Crisis, all of which are rare, were
printed in various cities and towns, and all seem to be distinguished by having
caption titles only. The older references, such as Evans and Howes, describe the
Philadelphia printings of Parts I-III, but later findings by Edwin Wolf 2nd and
R.W.G. Vail have uncovered other early editions of this vitally important American political work. See especially Wolf’s explanation of the various Philadelphia
editions of the first three parts of The American Crisis printed by Styner and Cist
(“Evidence Indicating the Need for Some Bibliographical Analysis of AmericanPrinted Historical Works” in PBSA 63 [1969], pp.266-68). Accordingly, the
present copy is the second state.
GIMBEL 20. SHIPTON & MOONEY 15494. HOWES P16. SABIN 58207.
EVANS 15494. HILDEBURN 3595. ESTC W31713. REESE, REVOLUTIONARY HUNDRED 46.
$27,500.

“...it is a curious paradox that enlightened nations
should have less sense than enlightened individuals.”
18. Paine, Thomas: [AUTOGRAPH LETTER, SIGNED, FROM THOMAS
PAINE TO WILLIAM PETTY, FORMER EARL OF SHELBURNE AND
PRESENTLY THE 1st MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE, CONCERNING
THE CURRENT PRECARIOUS POLITICAL SITUATION BETWEEN
ENGLAND AND FRANCE]. London. November 20, 1787. [3]pp., on a folded
folio sheet, docketed on the blank fourth page. Old folds, minor toning. Near
fine. In a cloth chemise and half morocco and cloth slipcase, spine gilt.
A politically-charged letter from Thomas Paine to his friend, William Petty, former
Earl of Shelburne, who was made the first Marquess (or Marquis) of Lansdowne
in 1784. Petty was Prime Minister when the treaty ending the Revolutionary
War was negotiated between the United States and England. In this letter Paine
discusses the tense relationship between England and France, and stresses the
importance of an amicable resolution to their differences. He writes that “this
infamous business of perpetual wrangling between England & France...would be
called by a coarser name” if the conflict was between two individuals instead of
two nations, warning of the potentially cataclysmic results of a war.
Here the author of Common Sense opens his letter by extending his thanks to
Lansdowne for the kind invitation to the latter’s country home, Bowood House,
and explains:
“I had the honour of receiving your Lordship’s favour of the 27th Sepr. and am
much obliged to you for the kind and genteel invitation you gave me into the
country. I had written to your Lordship my thanks and discanted a little on the
then state of public affairs, but they appearing to grow every day more perplexing, I determined to lay it aside – this, together with the hopes of seeing your
Lordship in town at an earlier period, than mentioned in your letter, will I hope
interest you to excuse the omission.”
Paine proceeds to expound on the precarious political situation between France
and England, ultimately hoping for a lasting peace between the two nations:
“Sincerely do I wish that this infamous business of perpetual wrangling between
England & France might end. It would be called by a coarser name than I chuse
to express were a like case to happen between two individuals; and it is a curious
paradox that enlightened nations should have less sense than enlightened individuals. I most heartily wish that some great line of Politics, worthy of an opposition
might be struck out. Peace might be easily preferred were proper persons in
the management of affairs. There are those in France who would very heartily
concur in such a measure, and unless this be done, it appears, at least to me, that
something worse than war will follow, for tho’ France is not in a good condition
for war, England is still worse.”

Rights of Man was another successful
attack by Paine on the institution of
monarchy. As a result, Paine was a
hero to the revolutionaries in France,
though he would fall in and out of
favor with various regimes in Paris
until he left France for good in 1802.

Paine concludes his letter noting he is enclosing a pamphlet (not present here)
which has just made its appearance. He is most likely referring to his own work,
Prospects on the Rubicon; or An Investigation into the Causes and Consequences of the
Politics to Be Agitated at the Meeting of Parliament, published the same year in London. The present letter could be viewed as a distillation of this latest pamphlet
by Paine, in which he urges the British government to reconsider yet another
war with France that would result in disaster for both countries. At the time,
England and France were not currently at war with each other, but the possibility
of it was omnipresent, especially after battling on opposite sides of the American
Revolution, which resulted in weaker defenses and larger debts for both countries.
Paine, an Englishman who emigrated to America just in time to help spark the
American Revolution, would become enmeshed in the French Revolution shortly
after penning this letter. He moved to France in 1790, and would publish his
seminal Rights of Man in 1791, in full-throated support of the French Revolution.

William Petty, second Earl of Shelburne and later the first Marquis of
Lansdowne, is best remembered as
the Prime Minister who forced a
liberal peace treaty with the United
States on his unwilling king in 1782.
During his long political career
Shelburne exhibited consistently
pro-American sympathies, first as
Southern Secretary from 1766 to
1768, and most importantly as Prime
Minister from 1782 to 1783. Though
Prime Minister for only a short time,
it was under Shelburne’s leadership
that the Treaty of Paris was negotiated between Great Britain and
her rebellious colonies, ending the
Revolution and formally recognizing the United States of America.
After his elevation to Marquess
and retirement from active politics,
Lansdowne maintained an active
sympathy for Americans and their
new nation, and commissioned the
famed “Lansdowne Portrait” of George Washington, perhaps the most famous
image of the first President.
The present letter was first sold at Christie’s London in 1994 in the auction of
the historical archives held by Petty’s country estate, Bowood House, which Paine
references in this letter. Since then the letter has been accompanied by a copy
of the 1791 edition of Paine’s A Letter to the Earl of Shelburne, Now Marquis of
Lansdowne, on His Speech, July 10, 1782, Respecting the Acknowledgement of American
Independence. This was Paine’s response to Shelburne’s speech regarding the likely
consequences for Great Britain given the new independence of America. The present copy of the work carries a pencil inscription on the half title reading, “bought
1933 L,” likely written by the then-current Marquis of Lansdowne in that year.
A thoughtful letter by Paine as he grappled with the fraught political climate
in France and England. It is interesting to note that this letter comes from the
writer most responsible for sparking the American Revolution, writing to one of
the men chiefly responsible for ending it.
$25,000.

The First French Edition of Rights of Man
19. Paine, Thomas: DROITS DE L’HOMME; EN RÉPONSE A L’ATTAQUE
DE M. BURKE SUR LA RÉVOLUTION FRANÇOISE...TRADUIT DE
L’ANGLOIS, PAR F. SOULÉS. AVEC DES NOTES & UNE NOUVELLE
PRÉFACE DE L’AUTEUR. Paris. May 1791. viii,148pp. Original salmon colored
boards, remnants of later spine label. Slightly rubbed, else a fine copy.
A lovely copy in contemporary condition of one of the most important editions
of Paine’s great polemic, Rights of Man. This is the first French edition of the
book, following the first English publication by about six weeks and reprinting
the original text as it appeared in the suppressed first English edition. This edition thus preserves Paine’s original language before it was toned down by later
British publishers, as well as publishing for the first time a preface written solely
for this edition.
Paine was moved to write this work in response to Edmund Burke’s Reflections on
the Revolution in France, which describes the destruction of the old order in France
and voices fear of the danger of wholesale revolution. Paine replied with Rights
of Man, in which he “laid down those principles of fundamental human rights
which must stand, no matter what excesses are committed to obtain them...[it
is] the textbook of radical thought and the clearest of all expositions of the basic
principles of democracy” (PMM). Arguably it is Paine’s most important work,
even more influential, in the end, than Common Sense.
The first edition of Rights of Man was published by Johnson in London on Feb.
22, 1791, a date chosen to honor the (unwilling) dedicatee, George Washington;
however, the publisher, intimidated by government agents, suppressed it on the
day of publication, and only a few copies escaped destruction. The next British
editions, although heated enough to raise a storm of debate, were toned down.
This first French edition is thus the second edition of Paine’s original text, as
well as the first to directly address the revolutionaries he was applauding. The
titlepage gives the date of May 1791 in the imprint. This edition would seem
to precede another edition with a collation of xii,227pp. and without a month
specified, which was issued by the same publisher. The NUC locates only two
copies of the present edition.
A rare and significant edition of one of the greatest political works.
PRINTING AND THE MIND OF MAN 241. HOWES P31 (not citing this
ed).
$4500.

The Unseating of William Keith
20. [Pennsylvania]: TO THE KING’S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY IN
COUNCIL...[caption title]. [London. 1726]. [2]pp. printed on the recto of two
folio sheets. Worn along edges, some small tears and separations on folds neatly
repaired. Overall good. In a cloth clamshell case, leather label.
This document, probably printed for limited circulation to some British government body (possibly the Privy Council), publishes three petitions to the Crown
relating to the governorship of Pennsylvania. Sir William Keith, who was appointed lieutenant governor of Pennsylvania by the original proprietor, William
Penn, shortly before Penn’s death, gained considerable popularity with the Assembly and the artisan class in the colony, all of whom wished for greater freedom
in conducting their affairs. The merchant class was generally aligned with the
interests of the proprietors. Keith served as governor from 1717 to 1726, when
the tensions in the colony erupted in riots, which Keith did little to suppress.
The Penn family immediately sought to replace Keith with one of their Loyalists,
Patrick Gordon. In the first of these three petitions, William Penn’s grandson,
Springett Penn, implores the King to appoint him to the governorship so Gordon might continue his family’s interests. The second petition, from Alexander
Spottswood on behalf of William Keith, encourages the Crown to allow Keith to
continue, arguing “that nothing less than an extraordinary Portion of Prudence
could enable a Governour to conduct your Majesty’s subjects there in that Peace
and Tranquillity which Sir William Keith has all along done.” The last petition
is from a group of Keith supporters, urging both an adequate pension for the
former governor and the extension of his office.
It is likely that this document, presenting the opposing petitions, was printed
in London in 1726, at the point when news of the disruptions in Pennsylvania
reached there. Since these are petitions to the King and the affair was dealt with
hastily, it is probable that it was printed for circulation to the Privy Council or
the Council on Foreign Plantations to advise the Crown. They did, removing
Keith and appointing Gordon. Keith remained in the colony until 1728, when
he returned to England. Business reverses landed him in debtors prison in 1734,
and he died there in 1740.
An important document, not listed on OCLC, not in Cohen, and very rare.
DAB X, pp.292-93.
$6500.

A Pair of Documents Concerned with the Snyder Rebellion
in Pennsylvania in 1809, an Early “States’ Rights” Challenge
Involving Chief Justice Marshall and President Madison
21. [Pennsylvania]: [Snyder Rebellion]: RESOLUTIONS OF THE PENNSYLVANIA ASSEMBLY. [Philadelphia]. April 3, 1809. Letterpress broadside,
10 x 8 inches, docketed in manuscript on verso. Minor wrinkling, old folds,
some mathematical computations on verso. Very good. [with:] [AUTOGRAPH
LETTER, SIGNED, FROM JOHN HEINER TO SAMUEL JOHNSON OF
NEWTON, NEW JERSEY, COMMENTING ON THE SNYDER REBELLION]. Indiana, Pa. May 8, 1809. [2]pp. on a folded folio sheet. Docketed in
manuscript on verso. Old folds, minor foxing, small chip to lower edge. Very good.
An interesting pair of documents relating to the “Snyder Rebellion” – a shortlived, controversial, early American “States’ Rights” challenge to a prolonged
legal dispute that pitted federal authority against Pennsylvania claims from 1778
to 1809. The rebellion – which manifested itself as a brief period of political
resistance – was an attempt by the governor of Pennsylvania, Simon Snyder, to
prevent enforcement of the final judgement by the Supreme Court in the Gideon
Olmstead case. “Republicans anxious to demonstrate that the federal government
in their hands would respect the rights of states found the case embarrassing;
Federalist newspapers gleefully pounced upon it as an example of their opponents’ hypocrisy. The issue split Pennsylvania Republicans” – Founders Online.
Beyond the political embarrassment the case caused President Madison, it was
also an example of Supreme Court Chief Justice John Marshall’s expanding view
of federal power as opposed to state prerogatives.
The situation began in 1778, when Gideon Olmstead, a Connecticut resident who
had been impressed into the British Navy, and three compatriots mutinied and
took over a British vessel, the Active, during the American Revolution. When
the Active sailed into American waters, it was captured by a Pennsylvania-owned
ship, the Convention. A dispute arose over the maritime prize for the captured
vessel. Pennsylvania courts awarded the prize to several interested parties, including the state of Pennsylvania, while the United States Supreme Court awarded
the entirety of the prize to Olmstead and his fellow mutineers. Pennsylvania did
not concur, and the case dragged on for the next thirty years. In 1803 federal
courts awarded the entirety of the prize to Olmstead; Pennsylvania did not comply.
Finally, in February 1809, Chief Justice John Marshall ordered that payment of
the full maritime prize be made to Olmstead, issuing a legal opinion that state
courts and legislatures do not have the right to annul federal court decisions.
One week later federal marshals showed up to serve papers to the surviving
daughters of former Pennsylvania state treasurer David Rittenhouse, who had
become legally responsible for paying Pennsylvania’s share of the maritime prize
to Olmstead after Rittenhouse failed to secure a bond to indemnify himself should
the state judgement be reversed. When they arrived, the marshals found the
daughters’ house surrounded by state militiamen at the order of Governor Snyder.
The marshals were able to gain entry to the house and arrest one of Rittenhouse’s

daughters. At a writ hearing for Rittenhouse’s daughter, William Tilghman of
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court sided with federal authorities and ruled that the
federal government held jurisdiction in the original Olmstead dispute.
During the events of the spring of 1809, Governor Snyder wrote a letter to
President James Madison, calling on the author of the Virginia Resolutions to
side with state authority. Snyder expected sympathy, which he did not receive.
Madison sided with the federal government, pointing out to Snyder that he was
duty-bound not only to agree with the decisions of the Supreme Court, but actively enforce them as the executive power in the country. Seeing no way out,
Governor Snyder backed down and paid the $18,000 owed to Olmstead and his
fellow petitioners. The case stands as an early example of the tensions between
state and federal authority in the United States.
The first document here is entitled Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Assembly and
was produced by Snyder in concert with the Pennsylvania state legislature in the
midst of the Snyder Rebellion. It prints a series of resolutions railing against the
“unconstitutional exercise of power in the United States’ courts.” Snyder and the
Pennsylvania Assembly argue that the Constitution does not satisfactorily address
disputes between state and federal authorities. The document ultimately calls on
the “Senators in Congress...to use their influence to procure an amendment to the
constitution of the United States, that an impartial tribunal may be established, to
determine disputes between the general and state governments....” The document
is signed in type by the speakers of both houses of the Pennsylvania Assembly and
Governor Snyder. No copies of the broadside appear in OCLC, and no copies
appear in auction records; it is a unique example, as far as we can tell.
The second document is an autograph letter, signed, written in 1809 by a Pennsylvania man named John Heiner, writing from Indiana, Pennsylvania. The letter is posted from nearby New Alexandria. Heiner’s letter regarding the Snyder
Rebellion reads, in part: “what do you think of Snyders army Since they are all
taken prisoners = god send they all will be hung, and Snyder be the hang man
and after they are all hung = then Gen. Laycock is to Hang Snyder = and so in
Rotation until every Snyder write [Snyderite] is hung.” Heiner also addresses the
Embargo Act, as his letter continues “let me know how you New Jersey people
or French lads feel since the Embargo is taken [care] of – we all feel here as free
and Independent people but before we cood [sic] not....” Clearly, Heiner was
no fan of the Embargo Act, and he was not alone. Many northeastern shipping
concerns bitterly opposed President Jefferson’s policy, which effectively ended
all trade with Europe during the current war between France and England. The
Embargo Act had just been superseded by the Non-Intercourse Act, which went
into effect on March 1, 1809, and allowed trade to Europe, except for France and
England. Hence, Heiner’s relief.
A fascinating pair of unique documents relating to a little-known states’ rights
clash in Pennsylvania in the federal period of the United States.
“Madison’s First Public Crisis: Olmstead v. the Executrices of the Late David
Rittenhouse,” Founder’s online website.
$2750.

Contemporary Account of the Tupac Amaru Uprising
and Its Suppression
22. [Peru]: [Amaru, Tupac]: [MANUSCRIPT DOSSIER CONCERNING
TUPAC AMARU AND THE EARLY INDEPENDENCE MOVEMENTS
IN PERU, RECORDING HIS GRIEVANCES AND GOALS FOR THE
INDIGENOUS POPULATION, AND THE GOVERNMENT’S DEATH
SENTENCE]. [Cuzco, Peru]. 1781-1785. [32]pp. manuscript, in a contemporary
hand. Folio. Gathered leaves, remnants of old stitching. Very good. In a cloth
chemise and half morocco and cloth slipcase, spine gilt.
A remarkable contemporary manuscript account documenting the grievances, goals,
and fate of the famed indigenous Peruvian leader, Tupac Amaru. Jose Gabriel
Condorcanqui, better known as Tupac Amaru II (1738-81), traced his lineage back
to the pre-conquest Inca leader, Tupac Amaru, and led a mass uprising of indigenous Aymara and Quechua in Peru against Spanish authority. He has achieved
mythic status as a liberator of native peoples. Determined to achieve justice for
his people, whom he saw as oppressed by cruelty and excessive taxation, he made
efforts at conciliation, but they all failed. After leading an armed rebellion, Tupac
Amaru was captured and executed by being quartered and beheaded, his limbs and
head being sent to various parts of the kingdom as a warning to others.
The present dossier (in Spanish) opens with the text of two letters Tupac sent to
the municipal council of Cuzco City, on January 3 and 9, 1781. “Since I began
to free the natives, the City has hanged some, and worst of all, without allowing
them Confession....I have always sought to avoid deaths and hostilities and I call
upon the Council to cease these excesses” (translated from the Spanish). He explains his motives for the uprising and demands justice for his people, as well as
reforms, such as the appointment of some native officials in each of the provinces.
No disloyalty to the King is intended and justice alone is demanded. Although
these letters have since been published, their appearance in such a manuscript at
such an early date is remarkable.
The text of Tupac Amaru’s letters is followed by an apparently unpublished description of the events during the uprising, arranged chronologically and by province,
contained on pages 5 to 30. This compendium is written from the Spanish point
of view, and the Indians are viewed as “devilish lions” (translated from the Spanish) and accused of every kind of wickedness and atrocity, including the murder
of colonial authorities and the violation of Spanish women. Tupac’s ally, Tomas
Katari, is mentioned frequently. The compendium concludes with details of the
forces used against the uprising, with numbers of troops given, as well as names
of regiments and their officers, and the celebrations in Cuzco following Tupac’s
capture. It is an important early record of the Spanish crown’s response to the
Tupac Amaru uprising.
The last two pages contain the sentences set down by Col. Andres Mestre, dated
from Tucuman, Argentina in 1781, after taking into account the accused’s confessions of guilt concerning their having helped the Indian rebels: “...the guilty

parties to be shot as traitors to king and country, and as a warning to all, their
heads are to be cut off and exhibited in various parts of the city [with each head
described in detail]. Before execution they are to be led about the city and their
sentences read aloud by the official towncrier” (translated from the Spanish).
This manuscript was offered in Maggs’ Bibliotheca Americana catalogue in 1925,
and was later sold by the William Reese Company to a private collector in 1997.
It is a remarkable and important contemporary record of Tupac Amaru’s grievances and goals in his own words, and of the Spanish government’s response and
solution to the problem caused by his rebellion.
MAGGS BROS. 465:3188 (this document).
$12,500.
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A Contemporary Report Not Published
Until Fifty Years After the Akron Race Riot of 1900
23. Quine, C.R., compiler: THE AKRON RIOT OF 1900 [wrapper title]. [Akron. 1951]. 23pp., plus eight leaves with illustrations from photographs. Quarto.
Original printed blue wrappers, side stapled. Minor soiling to covers. Near fine.
A rare and detailed account of the little-studied Akron Race Riot of 1900, yet
another example of an angry white mob overreacting to the arrest of an AfricanAmerican man falsely accused of sexual assault of a white girl. From the Introduction: “The following detailed story of the riot is an account prepared in 1908 by
the late Harry S. Quine (1877-1928), now presented with some minor deletions
and additions. At the time of the riot Mr. Quine was a reporter for the Akron
Democrat and a witness to most of the events described in the article. The present writer, his brother, was also an eye witness to many of the happenings of that
night.” As far as we can ascertain, though the report was originally prepared in
1908, it was never published until the present work.
The Akron Race Riot of 1900 started like too many others. On August 22, 1900,
an African-American bartender named Louis Peck was arrested in Cleveland for
the abduction and sexual assault of a six-year-old white girl from Akron named
Christina Maas. Following his return to Akron, Peck confessed to the crime (the
veracity of his confession has been questioned ever since), was arraigned, and bail
set at $5,000. Peck was them moved to Cleveland, possibly to avert the lynching
that the white residents tried to mete out over most of the next day.
On the morning of August 23, the Akron newspapers printed an exaggerated
version of Peck’s confession, in red ink no less, which helped incite a white mob
that destroyed much of downtown. The mob tried to break into the police station, and by evening began to shoot into the building. The police returned fire
into the crowds. Two children were killed in the crossfire. Incensed, the mob
used dynamite to blow up the City Building and the Courthouse in a desperate
attempt to reach Peck. The violence lasted until early the next morning, at which
point the governor of Ohio called for martial law and eventually took control of
the city. Over thirty men were eventually convicted of crimes related to the riot
(though seventy-five were indicted according to the present work). When the
dust settled, over $100,000 worth of damage was done to downtown buildings,
which is enumerated on the last page of the present work.
Louis Peck was convicted of sexual assault after a twenty-minute trial during which
he was denied legal representation. Thirteen years later, Peck was pardoned by
Governor Cox for wrongful imprisonment, largely because the prison warden and
members of the Ohio State Board of Administration had “grave doubts” about
Peck’s guilt.
In the present work, Quine touts the positive aspects of Akron life, industry, and
trade in the first few pages before turning to a detailed account of the 1900 event
beginning with a section titled, “Then Came the Riot.” What follows in the next
fifteen pages is the first-hand account of reporter Harry S. Quine, entitled “The

Riot of 1900 – The Darkest Night in Akron’s History.” The account is engaging
and lucid, with a reporter’s eye for a good and important story. The photographic
plates include numerous images of Akron before, and more importantly, just
after the conflagration, showing the damage done by the rioters; a reproduction
of the front page of the Akron newspaper on August 23; portraits of some of the
key players in the tragedy, including Louis Peck; and a group shot of the grand
jury who “vigorously investigated the riot and brought seventy-five indictments.”
OCLC locates just five copies of this important account, at New York Public,
Akron-Summit County Public Library, Kent State, the Ohio History Center, and
the University of Akron.
OCLC 1232590.
$1250.

An Important Early Critic of European Colonialism
24. Raynal, Guillaume Thomas François: HISTOIRE PHILOSOPHIQUE
ET POLITIQUE, DES ÉTABLISSEMENS & DU COMMERCE DES EUROPÉENS DANS LES DEUX INDES. Geneva. 1775. Three volumes. [4],iii,iiiviii,719pp. plus folding map and three plates; [4],viii,622pp. plus two folding
maps and two plates; [4],viii,658,iv pp. plus folding map and three plates. Thick
quarto. Contemporary mottled calf, spines gilt, leather labels. Some light wear
to hinges and corners. Contemporary ownership inscription on each flyleaf. Internally clean. Near fine.
The elegant Geneva edition of this work, the handsomest of the contemporary
editions. Abbé Raynal’s critique and history of the European colonization of
much of the rest of the world is one of the most famous historical works of the
Age of Revolution. While often tripping over his facts, Raynal was among the
first widely read writers to attack the morality of European exploitation of native
peoples and the institution of slavery.
It was widely believed that he only
served as the front figure for Diderot
and others in making his charges.
The book was first published, anonymously, in Amsterdam in 1770, and
many other editions followed; this
is by far the best. Raynal’s position
made him the hero of many who
defied the establishment, and the
book was an important philosophical
work, especially for openly attacking
slavery as a fundamental violation
of human rights. It became a key
text of the American Revolution,
and Raynal became a correspondent
of Franklin, Jefferson, and Adams.
SABIN 68080. BELL R44 (1st ed).
CLARK I:292. JCB, LES NOUVELLES FRANCES 180. SOWERBY, JEFFERSON’S LIBRARY
466. HOWES R84 (ref).
$2750.

the new Republic, led by Gen. Fabre
Geffrard. Redpath also served as
director of Haiti’s campaign to
attract black emigrants from the
United States and Canada. It was
hoped that the selective emigration
of skilled African Americans to Haiti
would elevate conditions on the
island, and weaken slavery and racial
prejudice in the U.S. The Civil
War and the Emancipation Proclamation, however, dampened the
enthusiasm for emigration among
American blacks, who hoped for
freedom and expanded rights in
the United States.

By a Noted Abolitionist,
Encouraging American Blacks to Emigrate to Haiti
25. Redpath, James, editor: A GUIDE TO HAYTI. Boston: Haytian Bureau
of Emigration, 1861. 180,12pp. plus frontispiece portrait and colored folding
map. 12mo. Original brown pebbled cloth, stamped in blind and gilt, spine gilt.
Boards stained, soiled, and lightly worn, corners bumped. Moderate tanning
throughout, uneven toning to upper margin of some leaves, occasional minor
foxing, old tideline in frontispiece. Short, closed tear to folding map at binding
stub, extending about three inches into the image area, and small separations at
a few crossfolds. Good overall.
Third edition, designated “tenth thousand” on the titlepage, first published in
1860. This is the so-called “Geffrard edition,” featuring a frontispiece portrait
of the general who had recently become the leader of Haiti, and with Geffrard’s
“Invitation” to American blacks to emigrate to Haiti replacing Redpath’s “Notice”
in the second edition. James Redpath is best known for his aggressive abolitionist views, and as co-author, with Richard Hinton, of an important handbook to
Kansas Territory and the Rocky Mountain gold region, issued in 1859. In 1860,
Redpath was appointed the official Haitian lobbyist for diplomatic recognition of

The text gives a history and description of Haiti, followed by its
constitution, laws relating to emigration, descriptions of available
lands, and a brief section on “how
to go, and what to take to Hayti,”
all providing a wealth of information for prospective emigrants.
The essays collected by Redpath
provide a detailed view of Haiti
at an important moment in its history, when Geffrard was instituting a series of
governmental, economic, agricultural, and education reforms. The final essay
is Redpath’s own “Parting Word” addressed “to the Blacks and Men of Color in
America,” in which he asserts that the future of Africans in the United States is
“annihilation,” and that the only way to save their race is to leave the United
States, ideally for settlement in Haiti: “Pride of race, self-respect, social ambition, parental love, the madness of the South, and the meanness of the North, the
inhumanity of the Union, and the inclemency of Canada, – all say to the Black
and the man of color, Seek elsewhere a home and a nationality.” That place,
Redpath argued, could and should be Haiti.
This third edition also features a much superior map to that in the previous two
editions. Produced by the Colton firm of New York, it shows the Republic of
Haiti in the west and the eastern “Spanish part” of the island, all handsomely
rendered and with great detail. The publication history of this work is interesting.
It was originally issued in 1860 by the Boston publishers, Thayer & Eldridge, who
proceeded to go bankrupt just after it was published. Redpath then published
subsequent editions under his own Haytian Bureau of Emigration imprint, as here.
LIBRARY COMPANY, AFRO-AMERICANA 8707. BISSAINTHE 7646. CUNDALL
490. SABIN 68525. John McKivigan, Forgotten Firebrand: James Redpath and the
Making of Nineteenth-Century America (Ithaca, 2008), pp.61-83.
$750.

The First Martyr of the Haitian Revolution
26. [Saint Domingue]: [Rouxel de Blanchelande, Philibert-François]: PROCLAMATION DE M. LE LIEUTENANT GENERAL AU GOUVERNEMENT,
CONCERNANT LES TROUBLES ACTUELS DE LA COLONIE, EN DATE
DU 12 NOVEMBRE 1790. Port-au-Prince: de l’Imprimerie de Mozard, November
12, 1790. 4pp. on a folded sheet. One pencil underlining, else fine. Untrimmed.
A rare imprint related to a skirmish which precipitated the beginning of the Haitian Revolution. Philibert-François Rouxel de Blanchelande, French general and
governor of Saint Domingue from the end of 1790 through the revolution, led
French Royalist forces against the rebel Haitians. He eventually lost Haiti to the
revolutionaries, and met the guillotine in Paris in 1793. Here Rouxel addresses
the small revolt led by Vincent Ogé, a wealthy free Haitian who attempted to
secure voting rights for free men of color in Haiti. Rouxel refused to allow Ogé’s
request. As a result Ogé organized between 250 and 300 free men of color who
successfully repelled several detachments of colonial militia in October 1790 before
being driven into Spanish-controlled Santo Domingo in November, the month
this proclamation was printed. Eventually Ogé himself was captured, imprisoned,
and executed, broken on the wheel in the public square in Cap Français on Feb.
6, 1791, after which he became a martyr to the cause of Haitian independence.
An important piece related to early stirrings of the Haitian Revolution, which
blew wide open just a few months later, in April 1791. Only one copy recorded
in OCLC, at the University of Louisiana, Lafayette.
All early printing from the 18th-century Caribbean is rare, especially those that
mention revolutionaries by name.
OCLC 8225195.
$4250.

Facing a Slave Insurrection
27. [Saint Domingue]: EXTRAIT DES REGISTRES DE LA CORRESPONDENCE DES COMMISSAIRES NATIONAUX-CIVILS AVEC L’ASSEMBLÉE
COLONIALE DE LA PARTIE FRANÇAISE DE SAINT DOMINGUE
[caption title]. Cap Français [Saint Domingue]: Chez Dufour du Rians, [1792].
7pp., on one folded sheet. Quarto. Printed on grey paper. Near fine. Untrimmed
and unopened.
An extract of the correspondence dating from January and February of 1792 between the Colonial Assembly of Saint Domingue and the commissioners sent by
France to address the slave insurrection on the island, demonstrating the tensions
between the two groups. The commissioners, for their part, initially wanted to
adopt a policy of conciliation and hoped that the rebellion would burn itself out,
while the provincial government was much less willing to accept the immediate
damage to the island caused by the uprising. A rare Saint Domingue imprint,
not in OCLC or Roquincourt.
$3500.

Organizing the Female Abolitionists of Massachusetts
28. [Slavery]: [Women]: THE ELEVENTH MASSACHUSETTS ANTISLAVERY FAIR [caption title]. [Boston. February 8, 1844]. [1]p., printed in two
columns on a folded folio. Light dust-soiling and toning, tiny chip to integral
blank. Very good condition.
An interesting abolitionist text produced by a committee of thirty notable Boston
women in 1844. The committee solicits support for their annual anti-slavery fair
to be held in Amory Hall in Boston. The text reads, in part: “If you wish slavery
to cease, you cannot more effectually aid in its extinction, than by upholding
this Fair.” The text page is still attached to its integral blank, which was likely
intended to be used for addressing the leaflet after being folded as a mailer.
Many of the women who sign their names here in type were members of the Boston
Female Anti-Slavery Society, and remained prominent activists for the abolition
after the splintering of the organization later in the 1840s. The fair advertised
here was likely intended to benefit the larger Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society,
which began its work in 1835. The abolitionist efforts by groups of women such
as this in Massachusetts were effectively channeled through their annual fairs,
which provided a substantial source of revenue to the larger anti-slavery cause.
The list of signatories to the present circular is headed by Maria Weston Chapman,
with a number of other familiar names following hers, such as Susan C. Cabot,
Thankful Southwick, Catherine Sargent, and Anne Warren Weston, among others.
OCLC records just eleven physical copies. Not in Dumond or the Checklist of
American Imprints.
LIBRARY COMPANY AFRO-AMERICANA COLLECTION 6493. OCLC
51593599, 1132896496.
$1500.

Pennsylvania Quakers Defend Their Rights
as Conscientious Objectors and Call for Reconciliation
with the Crown at the Outset of the Revolution
29. [Society of Friends]: [American Revolution]: Pemberton, James: THE
TESTIMONY OF THE PEOPLE CALLED QUAKERS, GIVEN FORTH
BY A MEETING OF THE REPRESENTATIVES OF SAID PEOPLE, IN
PENNSYLVANIA AND NEW-JERSEY, HELD AT PHILADELPHIA THE
TWENTY-FOURTH DAY OF THE FIRST MONTH, 1775. [Philadelphia.
January 24, 1775]. Letterpress broadside, 13¼ x 8 inches. Old folds, a few short
fold separations, a few small edge chips. Minor tanning, slight offsetting from
being folded into itself. Overall, still a very good copy. Untrimmed.
A rare broadside expressing the essential Quaker tenet of conscientious objection
during the early moments of the American Revolution. Signed in type by James
Pemberton, Clerk of the Meeting, this broadside explains why Quakers have refrained “from joining with the public resolutions promoted and entered into by
some of the people.” The reason: Quakers are required to be “peaceable subjects,
and to discountenance and avoid every measure tending to excite disaffection to
the king, as supreme magistrate, or to the legal authority of his government....
We are, therefore, incited by a sincere concern for the peace and welfare of our
country, publicly to declare against every usurpation of power and authority, in
opposition to the laws and government, and against all combinations, insurrections, conspiracies, and illegal assemblies.”
Pemberton also argues against the turmoil he sees coming at the outset of the
American Revolution; the present broadside was printed just a few months after
the conclusion of the First Continental Congress in October 1774 and three
months before the Battle of Lexington and Concord. Rather than war, Pemberton
writes that “decent and respectful addresses” from American authorities “would
avail towards obtaining relief, ascertaining and establishing the just rights of the
people and restoring the public tranquility; and we deeply lament that contrary
modes of proceeding have been pursued, which have involved the colonies in
confusion, appear likely to produce violence and bloodshed, and threaten the
subversion of the constitutional government, and of that liberty of conscience, for
the enjoyment of which, our ancestors were induced to encounter the manifold
dangers and difficulties of crossing the seas, and of settling in the wilderness.”
The “contrary modes of proceeding” is likely a reference to the First Continental Congress; the “liberty of conscience” is a right for which the Quakers would
struggle for in the years to come.
Quakers, who refuse to take up arms as a matter of their religious beliefs, were
suspected during the American Revolution of treason, and were often persecuted.
In August 1777 the Continental Congress passed a resolution permitting the
imprisonment of Quaker objectors, and the Pennsylvania Council acted upon
that resolution. The author of the present broadside, James Pemberton, and
twenty-one fellow Quakers were arrested on September 3, 1777 for their supposed disaffection to the American cause, and for their refusal to take an oath of

allegiance. They were told they could go free if they signed a note promising
not to engage in any activities which would prejudice the American cause during
the Revolutionary War. Pemberton and his cohorts refused and were eventually
sent to Fredericksburg, Virginia and imprisoned there until April 1778.
“During the first Continental Congress the Massachusetts delegation were invited
by the Friends to attend a meeting at Carpenter’s Hall. Pemberton addressed
them, urging them to grant liberty of conscience to the Friends and Baptists in
their province. This incident is said to be one of the chief reasons for John Adams’
animosity toward the Quakers. Holding to his religious convictions, Pemberton
was opposed to the Revolution. With others of his faith he refused to take the
oath of allegiance to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or to promise not to
give aid to the enemy...” – DAB.
Though there are twenty-two copies in ESTC at just twelve institutions (including
five copies at the Library of the Religious Society of Friends alone), this broadside
is rather scarce in the market. Only two copies have sold at auction since Streeter,
each over a decade ago. The Streeter copy sold to Sessler for $275.
A foundational document on American conscientious objection, issued by an
important Quaker minister at the outset of the American Revolution.
EVANS 14052. STREETER SALE 766. HILDEBURN 3293. ESTC W28039.
SABIN 94928.
$4500.
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Over 100 Men Urge a “No” Vote
on Municipal Suffrage for Women in Massachusetts
30. [Women]: [Massachusetts]: VOTERS OF MASSACHUSETTS! LOOK AT
THE FOOT OF YOUR BALLOT AND VOTE “NO” ON THE QUESTION.
“IS IT EXPEDIENT THAT MUNICIPAL SUFFRAGE BE GRANTED TO
WOMEN?” [N.p., likely Boston. Early 1900s]. Printed handbill, 6¼ x 5¼ inches.
Uniformly toned, small chip to left margin. Very good.
A rare handbill campaigning against municipal suffrage for women in Massachusetts in the early 20th century. Before the passage of the 19th Amendment to the
United States Constitution, suffragists in various states worked to gain municipal
voting rights, which would allow them to at least have a voice in local elections,
town meetings, and the like. Here, a large group of Massachusetts men vociferously cajole voters, “whether men or women” to vote against a ballot measure to
grant municipal suffrage to women, implying that women already had the right
to vote in state elections, but not local elections. However, the twenty-two men
(many of whom were notable men of letters or Massachusetts politicians) who
print their names at the bottom of the handbill (and claim that eighty more men
stand behind them) were largely active in the late-19th century, arguing that the
handbill emanates from before passage of the 19th Amendment. It is also possible
that the creators of the handbill have used historical evidence from these various
men on the subject of women’s suffrage at a later date. Among the notables listed
are Charles W. Eliot, Charles Francis Adams, Charles Eliot Norton, and John
Fiske. There is a notice printed at the middle of the handbill stating that this is
an “Extract from Address to the People of Massachusetts,” a rather common title
which does not exactly narrow down the source. This handbill may relate to the
temperance movement, as women in some communities attempted to obtain local
voting rights to outlaw liquor. No copies listed in OCLC.
$375.
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