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FOREWORD

A national gallery of art has, for us as a nation, a peculiar respon-
sibility. It is more than a pleasure dome, though one hopes it will
always be that too. It must somehow represent our best selves;

it must embody our values, and help provide some inkling of who
we are by bearing witness to who we have been. This anagogical
role, more felt than definable concretely, jumps to the fore when
the nation, and this institution, are faced with the phenomenon of
a Bicentennial.

Who is there more logical to keep what Yeats called “the
ceremony of innocence” alive than just such a national gallery,
there on the national Mall, at the very foot of the Capitol itself?
Yes, but what, exactly, should it be doing as July 4, 1776, floats two
hundred years away?

The obvious first suggestion was, years ago when all this had to
be decided, a super-survey of American art. Nothing wrong
with that, certainly; it would take its place among other and wholly
admirable exhibitions of a similar sort throughout the land. But
the National Gallery of Art presents as a matter of course a survey
of American painting of its own,; it had had a loan show on that
theme borrowed from Boston and New York not long before;
there exists together among museums of Washington a truly
extraordinary representation of this field; we would want to be
as generous as possible in lending our own American objects at just
that time to Bicentennial shows in this country and abroad,
while other institutions would be scrambling for the material we
would need; and furthermore, the event being commemorated
happened not during the past two centuries but in that one year,
two hundred years ago.

We are, by nature, an historical institution, and might not it
be our particular responsibility to face that historical challenge
head-on?

One solution might have been to have an exhibition of American
art—perhaps all the American arts—in the year 1776. Interesting
archaeologically, no doubt, but one has to be realistic: the major
creative achievement of this polity in that year was not in its
artistic output.

The idea thus emerged of exploring the possibility of an
exhibition dedicated to all the visual manifestations of what might
be called The World in 1776. There was Captain Cook, after
all, discovering fascinating artifacts; there was the sophistication
of the Chinese at the court of Emperor Ch’ien Lung; there was
the tension between neoclassicism and romanticism in the
creative centers of Europe.

It was in pursuing this that we instituted a series of discussions

with leading scholars of the eighteenth century, probing this
and alternative concepts that might help illustrate the broader
cultural context out of which our revolutionary experiment
emerged. Limiting a show to that one year, or even to a few on
either side, turned out to be strangely unproductive. The very
dynamics of the shift from the rococo to emerging neoclassical
and romantic developments could not be documented by examples
drawn from a time-frame that sat so near the still center of that
stylistic cyclone. Seventeen-seventy-six turned out to be a good
year for declarations but not a particularly outstanding one for art.
One day, when Frederick Cummings, Jr., a specialist in eight-
eenth-century French painting (and subsequently Director
of the Detroit Art Institute) was here to worry this bone with us,
the discussion kept coming back to Thomas Jefferson as one
of the inescapable forces in not just American, but the world’s
intellectual and artistic life. And then everything came clear. Who
was there more central to the fourth day of July 1776 than the
author of the Declaration of Independence himself? And yet
Jefferson’s reach, through his reading, looking, travels, and own
artistic output, could encompass the whole visual context we
wanted to present, most particularly so by putting it into the
perspective of antiquity so that our visitors, by arching back into
their own heritage, might learn by the example of the value placed
by our founding fathers on theirs.
Since then, this institution has been extremely fortunate in
the help offered it in bringing this concept to fruition. An inter-
national scholarly Steering Committee was formed under the able
chairmanship of Sir Francis Watson, meeting in Washington
and London; other renowned scholars have contributed essays,
catalogue entries and information; lenders from this country and
abroad have been generous beyond our fondest hopes; the Exxon
Corporation has helped underwrite the exhibition and funded
a film so that the show can reach an audience not limited by time
and space; and we are particularly fortunate to have had on our
own staff, overseeing the whole undertaking for the Gallery, the
talented W. Howard Adams, assisted by a very dedicated team.
Alfred North Whitehead, in his Rhythm of Education, stressed
the value of “the habitual contemplation of greatness.” An
art gallery, at any time, is or should be in that business. For a
national art gallery, in a Bicentennial summer, Thomas Jefferson
will give us all the chance to contemplate a greatness in which one
cannot help but find, in his own words, “the ring of eternity.”

J. CARTER BROWN, Director
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CHRONOLOGY

JEFFERSON IN AMERICAN HISTORY 1743-1826

Year Concurrent Events in the Arts
1743 Thomas Jefferson born at Shadwell, Virginia, the son of Peter

Jefferson and Jane Randolph
1744 Bach, Well Tempered Clavier, Book 11
1746  Peter Jefferson made the executor of the estate of William

Randolph of Tuckahoe; established there with his family
1747 Handel, Judas Maccabeus
1748  End of War of Austrian Succession (King George’s War) Gainsborough, Cornard Wood
1749 Johnson, The Vanity of Human Wishes
1750 Gray, Elegy in a Country Churchyard
1751  Peter Jefferson returns to Shadwell with his family
1752 Jefferson at school of Rev. William Douglas of St. James Parish,

Northam
1753 Completion of Tiepolo’s frescoes at the Residenz, Wiirzburg
1754  Peter Jefferson made county lieutenant of Albemarle County
1756  Outbreak of Seven Years’ War (French and Indian War)
1757  Death of Peter Jefferson Soufflot’s Sainte-Geneviéve (Panthéon) begun
1758  Jefferson begins attending school of Rev. James Maury,

Albemarle County
1759  Capture of Quebec Voltaire, Candide

Johnson, Rasselas

1760  Death of George II, accession of George I1I Rousseau, La Nouvelle Héloise

Jefferson enters College of William and Mary
1762 Jefterson begins to study law with George Wythe Rousseau, Emile
1763 By the Treaty of Paris, French relinquish Canada
1764 Completion of Tiepolo’s fresco in the throne room of the

Royal Palace, Madrid

1765  Stamp Act

Patrick Henry speech against the Stamp Act
1766 Jefterson visits Annapolis, Philadelphia and New York

Begins his Garden Book
1767  Jefferson admitted to the Bar

Work begun at Monticello (building)

Death of Governor Fauquier; arrival of Lord Botetourt as
1768  governor of Virginia Royal Academy of Arts founded in London

XV



Year

Concurrent Events in the Arts

Jefterson elected burgess for Albemarle County to Virginia
Assembly

1769

Jefferson signs the Association, an agreement not to import or
consume goods from England

1770

Shadwell destroyed by fire

Jefferson appointed lieutenant of Albemarle County by
Lord Botetourt

Jefferson moves to Monticello

Death of Lord Botetourt

Boston Massacre

Lord North becomes British prime minister

Repeal of colonial duties except that on tea

Gainsborough, The Blue Boy
Burke, Thoughts on the Cause of the Present Discontents
Goldsmith, The Deserted Village

1771

Jefferson reelected to Virginia Assembly

Completion of Ledoux’s Pavillon de Madame du Barry
at Louveciennes

1772

Jefterson marries Martha Skelton

Birth of first child Martha

Burning of British schooner Gaspée while chasing a smuggler

at Providence, Rhode Island

Samuel Adams forms Committees of Correspondence for action
against the British

Choderlos de Laclos, Les Liaisons Dangereuses
Haydn, “Farewell Symphony”
Completion of Ledoux’s Hotel Guimard

1773

Jefferson involved in the creation of a Committee of Corre-
spondence of the Virginia Assembly and meets with a group of
younger radicals at the Raleigh Tavern, Williamsburg

Death of Dabney Carr, Jefferson’s close friend and brother-in-law
British Parliament passes Tea Act

Boston Tea Party

First cast-iron bridge in Coalbrookdale, Shropshire, England
Goldsmith, She Stoops to Conquer

1774

Birth of Jefferson’s second daughter Jane Randolph

Jefferson writes “A Summary View of the Rights of British
America”

Through division of his wife’s property, including Poplar Forest,
Jefferson becomes a substantial landowner; acquires Natural
Bridge

Boston Port Bill closes Boston to trade

First Continental Congress meets in Philadelphia, resolves

to ban trade with Britain

Death of Louis XV; accession of Louis XVI

Gliick, Iphigenia in Aulis
Goethe, The Sorrows of Werther
Lord Chesterfield, Letters to His Son

1775

Jefferson elected to Continental Congress in Philadelphia
Asked to draft a Declaration on the Necessity of Taking up Arms
Draws up reply to Lord North'’s conciliatory motion

Death of second daughter Jane Randolph

Battles of Lexington and Concord

Capture of Fort Ticonderoga

Second Continental Congress in Philadelphia

Washington appointed commander-in-chief of American forces
Battle of Bunker Hill

Beaumarchais, The Barber of Seville produced in Paris
Completion of Gabriel’s Place Louis XV (Place de la Concorde)

1776

Jefterson drafts Declaration of Independence

British evacuate Boston

Thomas Paine publishes “Common Sense,” urging independence
of the 13 colonies

Battle of Trenton

Jefferson appointed a commissioner together with Franklin

and Deane to negotiate a treaty with France, but declines

Adam Smith, An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the
Wealth of Nations
Gibbon, Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire

xvi



Year Concurrent Events in the Arts

Birth of Jefferson’s only son who dies after a few weeks

1777  Battle of Princeton Bélanger, Bagatelle
Marquis de Lafayette joins Washington’s army
Surrender of Burgoyne to Gates at Saratoga

Birth of Jefferson’s third daughter Mary (Maria)
1778  Treaty of Alliance between United States and France Sheridan, The School for Scandal
War between Britain and France

British peace offers rejected by Congress

1779  Jefferson elected governor of Virginia
War between Britain and Spain

1780  Birth of Jefferson’s fourth daughter Lucy Elizabeth David, Count Potocki

Death of fourth daughter Lucy Elizabeth

Tarleton raid on Monticello Legrand and Molinos’ dome to the Halle aux Bleds
1781  Jefferson appointed to commission for peace settlement with Rousseau, Confessions

Great Britain, but declines
Surrender of Cornwallis to Washington at Yorktown

Birth of Jefferson’s iifth daughter Lucy Elizabeth
Death of Jefferson’s wife Martha
Jefterson appointed peace commissioner to Europe but unable

1782 to sail Completion of Falconet’s statue of Peter the Great in
Lord North’s government resigns St. Petersburg
British open peace negotiations with Vergennes and Franklin
in Paris

Florida conquered by Spain

Jefferson elected to Congress
Treaty of Versailles brings Revolutionary War to a close and

1783  establishes recognition of the independence of United States Montgolfier launches first manned balloon
by Great Britain
William Pitt the Younger becomes British prime minister at
age of 24
Jefterson appointed one of commissioners in Europe to draw up ~ David, Oath of the Horatii
treaties of commerce Beaumarchais, The Marriage of Figaro
1784  Jefferson settles in Paris at Cul-de-sac Taitbout Reynolds, Mrs. Siddons as the Tragic Muse
Death of Jefferson’s fifth daughter Lucy Elizabeth Completion of Chalgrin’s Sainte-Philippe du Roule

Antoine Rousseau, Hotel de Salm, Paris

Jefterson appointed to succeed Franklin as minister to France
and moves to Hotel de Langeac, Paris

1785  Publication of Notes on the State of Virginia
Diamond necklace scandal in France leads to greater unpopularity
of Marie-Antoinette

1786  Jefterson visits England, and goes on tour of gardens
Bill for Religious Freedom passed by Virginia Assembly Mozart, The Marriage of Figaro

Jefterson tours south of France and northern Italy; sends a
model based on the Maison Carrée at Nimes for the new state
capitol at Richmond Mozart, Don Giovanni
1787  Jefterson attends Assembly of French Notables which meets David, Death of Socrates in Salon
to resolve financial difficulties of the government without success
United States Constitution drawn up

1788  Jefferson goes on a tour of the Rhineland and visits Holland Mozart, last three Symphonies, Nos. 39, 40, and 41
with John Adams to negotiate a loan for the United States Goethe, Egmont

xvil



Year

Concurrent Events in the Arts

1789

Jefferson returns to the United States on leave, but, asked by
Washington to be his secretary of state, never returns to Paris
Meeting of the Estates General at Versailles

Storming of the Bastille and outbreak of the I'rench Revolution;
French Declaration of the Rights of Man; abolition of feudal
privilege

George Washington inaugurated as first president of the
United States

Mozart, Cosi Fan Tutte
Blake, Songs of Innocence
David, The Lictors Returning the Sons of Junius Brutus

Jefterson appointed secretary of state and settles in Philadelphia

1790  at 274 High Market Street Burke, Reflections on the Revolution in France
Marriage of Jefferson’s eldest daughter Martha to Thomas Mann
Randolph
Paine, Rights of Man
1791 Mozart, Magic Flute and Requiem (left incomplete at death)
Boswell, Life of Johnson
Enmity between Jefferson and Hamilton comes into the open Haydn begins writing and performing 6 “London” Symphonies
1792 and Jefferson attacked in the Federalist press Mary Wollstonecraft, Vindication of the Rights of Women
Birth of Jefferson’s first grandchild
1793  Jefferson resigns as secretary of state David, Death of Marat
Execution of Louis XVI and Marie-Antoinette Canova, Cupid and Psyche
Foundation stone of capitol laid, Washington
Jefterson returns to Monticello and sets up nailery Haydn, “Military” & “Clock” Symphonies
1794  Is offered and refuses post as special envoy to Spain to negotiate Stuart and Revett, The Antiquities of Athens
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WILLIAM HOWARD ADAMS

Of all the Founding Fathers, with their remarkable talents,
learning and accomplishments, Jefferson stands alone in his life-
long commitment to the arts, “panting” after them, as his kinsman
Edmund Randolph wrote, and in the end, leaving us a legacy
not only of concrete achievements in his architecture and designs
but more importantly, the record of a uniquely creative man
whose example is unmatched in the first two hundred years of the
Republic. Lewis Mumford has called him “one of the true
figures of the Renaissance,” and the remarkable range of his
abilities and training stands as the exemplar of the ideal humanist
education. His capacity for learning was evident from an early
age, and by his mid-thirties he had already assembled a library that
had few equals in the colonies for its scope and organization.

Philosophy, history and languages were natural and inevitable
fields of study for a young Virginia squire marked for leadership
in a society that was as English in its culture as that of the English
themselves, and that valued the standard cultivated attributes
of an eighteenth-century gentleman in the Renaissance tradition.
But the ideal classical education in America was grafted onto a
native stock that had been bred and trained for survival on the
frontier, where hunting, surveying, soldiering, breaking horses and
building shelters were skills of practical necessity. Both these
strains were a part of Jefferson’s inherited tradition: the love of
pure learning encouraged by his father, who insisted on a correct
classical training, and the necessity, through his father’s example,
of the mastery of those exacting tasks demanded of the pioneer.
The joy, intelligence and skill with which he combined these
qualities in architecture, design and the organization of his
surroundings, whether it was a drawing room, a garden, an anatomy
theater, a university or a set of goblets, can be seen in the works
themselves. The development of that eye and the mind and
imagination behind it is the subject of this exhibition.

An aesthetic biography of a man such as Thomas Jefterson
poses many problems, since his personality and interests reflected
some of the strongest tendencies as well as paradoxes of the
complex age in which he lived. We look back from the other end
of the telescope, reducing and distorting through the prism of
our own twentieth-century eyes the lost world that shaped his
remarkable vision and the hopes for the political experiment in
which he played such a creative role. Nor can we neatly separate
the artist from the political activist, the architect of the capitol at
Richmond from the author of the Declaration, the master de-
signer of the “academical village,” the University of Virginia, from
the drafter of the Statute of Virginia for Religious Freedom.
The spirit of the Revolution, which Jefferson articulated and em-
bodied, was to create the framework of a new society reflecting
in its constitution, statutes, buildings, furniture, songs and
mottoes, the sober, republican, civic virtues drawn from the ancient
examples of Greece and Rome. The Revolutionary general
Charles Lee spoke for many when he said that he once regretted
“not being thrown into the World in the glorious third or fourth
century of the Romans but now it seemed that the ancient
republican dreams at length bid fair to being realiz’d.”

Jefferson’s life stretches across one of the most revolutionary
periods in the history of art as well as government. He was born
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before the artist David and survived the poet Byron, and it is

not surprising to find his interests and tastes combining by turns
the elements of the classicist and the romantic. The more we
study the evidence, the supposed polarities of romanticism and
classicism that once were thought to identify and explain the
strange emotional energy of the art of the late eighteenth century
are not so clearly discernible. The duality, “the merging
paradoxes,” that more accurately characterize the late Enlighten-
ment, in the words of Henry Steele Commager, can be traced

in Jefterson’s own personality through his letters, his libraries, and
his aesthetic predilections. But because of his looming historical
presence as a principal figure in the American Revolution, as

third president of the United States, and as the visionary negotiator
of the Louisiana purchase and because of the ubiquitous portrait
impressions which each generation of Americans absorbs on
stamps and currency, it is all the more difhicult to come close to the
creative wellsprings of such a person and to assess his contribu-
tions to the American tradition in the field of the arts.

First of all and lest anyone be misled, Jefferson was educated
and trained as a lawyer, not as an artist or architect. His artistic
skills were learned in the Renaissance tradition of the amateur
coupled with the practical necessities of conveying visual ideas,
plans and designs to workmen who could carry them out. He
seems to have taken a certain pleasure in the use of his hands, to
translate or to record with pen, to try the etcher’s tools or to
simply manipulate a set of carpenter’s tools which he kept in his
study in the president’s house. There is a letter written from
Paris saying that he had been unable to finish some drawings for
a carriage because the weather had not permitted him to work in
the light of the open courtyard, but it is the only glimpse we have
of his personal working habits, as far as drawing is concerned. Both
his granddaughter, Cornelia Randolph, and the young architect,
Robert Mills, who practiced their draftsmanship at Monticello
under Jefferson’s eye, ended by being more accomplished than
their tutor. Except for his encouragement, however, there are no
references to his own personal contribution to their instruction.

In his essay “Jefferson and the Arts,” Fiske Kimball points out
the paucity of artistic stimulation in Jefferson’s Virginia and
in his education. It may well have been the memory of these short-
comings that prompted him to include instruction in art in his
proposed reforms for the curriculum at the College of William
and Mary. The eighteenth century was, nevertheless, an age
of speculation on the theory of art and its function in an ideal
society, and from his readings in Hogarth, Burke and Lord Kames
among others, Jefferson indulged his taste in the philosophical
analysis of abstract systems fashionable at the time.

It would again be misleading to claim, however, that Jefferson
subscribed to any particular aesthetic ideas, nor can we conveniently
identify him with our latter-day academic labels as a romantic
or neoclassicist. As Eleanor Berman put it,

Jefterson had no philosophy of art any more than he had a

philosophy in our twentieth century concept of that discipline.

His writings do not contain a body of knowledge about art

organized into a clearly constructed, formal system. His

aesthetic ideas express in effect a constellation of attitudes
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which are communicated via hundreds of observations occuring
in all sorts of other connections throughout his voluminous
writings. . . . Their formal inconsistencies cannot be counted as
they change from one decade to the next in the context of

the experiences of that long and active life.

We must substitute conjecture for fact in much of what we
know about Jefferson’s earliest interest in the arts and the
haphazard aesthetic experiences open to a clever, rich young man
growing up in Virginia in the 1750s and 1760s on the very edge
of European civilization. His only significant travel beyond the
narrow fringe of the settled Tidewater and the sparser reaches of
the Piedmont, where he was born, was a trip to Philadelphia
in 1766 to be inoculated against smallpox. While he was in
Philadelphia, it was Jefferson’s good fortune to meet Dr. John
Morgan, who had studied in Edinburgh, London and Paris before
taking the Grand Tour of Italy, bringing back a respectable
collection of paintings, prints and books on architecture. All this
represented a visual and intellectual feast for the young Virginian
and was perhaps his first serious introduction into the arts asa
concrete experience, undreamed of in the rural society that
Jefterson had known.

Three years later, when Jefferson began his first plans for
Monticello, he designed the central room as a gallery for paintings
and sculpture. As the plans of the house evolved and changed
over the years, it was in this west room and the later reception hall
that he assembled what has been called the first art collection
in America. Undoubtedly he had been inspired by Dr. Morgan
during that first visit to Philadelphia as well as by his own wide
reading in the art guides of the day. Because he grew upina
province with almost no paintings or sculpture, it is remarkable
that Jefferson was able to develop an eye for the visual arts at all.
In the surviving but incomplete inventory of his collection
there are over sixty paintings listed, not to mention the sculpture
of first rank, which included seven of Houdon’s masterpieces.
When he returned from France he brought some eighty crates of
Louis XV furniture to enrich the Monticello collection further,
making it incomparable in America up to that time.

It requires the utmost imagination to reconstruct the scanty
resources that Jefferson could have found or known in that
provincial society to stimulate his eye or imagination in the years
before he began his collecting and the building of his own private
museum on the Virginia mountaintop. Here and there a few
great houses of some architectural pretensions were oases of cul-
ture in an endless forest, the houses surrounded perhaps with
formal gardens such as existed at Mt. Airy or Rosewell where
Jefferson’s friend, John Page, grew up. More often, civilization
was represented by a cluster of less imposing frame or stone struc-
tures, organized into a self-contained, working village with its
network of shops, barns, cribs, slave quarters, and occasionally,
near the mansion, a neat family schoolhouse like the one that still
survives at Tuckahoe, where Jefferson first encountered the
world of books. Perhaps it was some memory of the spirit of this
intimate, human, village setting of his earliest educational experi-
ence that informed his brilliant plans for the University of Virginia
near the end of his life.
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Books of philosophy, poetry, natural science and history with
words and few pictures were the standard classroom fare. If we
accept the proposed library that Jefferson drew up for his friend,
Robert Skipwith, in 1771 as describing his own intellectual
topography and interests in his late twenties, then we can geta
reasonable picture of his development and tastes during his
formative years. At an early age, he began “to collect a library,
not merely amassing a number of books, but distinguishing them
in subordination to early art and science,” Edmund Randolph
later wrote. In the chapter on painting in the list of books
recommended to Skipwith are such standard eighteenth-century
studies as Webb’s Essay on Painting, an Inquiry into the Beauties
of Painting, Jonathan Richardson’s Theory of Painting and Essay
on a Connoisseur, Leonardo da Vinci’s Treatise of Painting,
William Gilpin’s Essay on Prints and Hogarth’s Analysis of Beauty.

The importance of Jefferson’s early reading and of the aesthetic
inspirations he received from literary sources as he shaped his
own taste in art, particularly sculpture, architecture, and land-
scape design, becomes all the more obvious when one attempts to
identify the few works of art which Jefferson would have known
as a young man beyond commonplace family portraits and
engravings.

In 1781, he wrote in his Notes on the State of Virginia that,
as far as architecture in the former colony was concerned, “the
first principles of the art are unknown and there is scarcely a model
among us sufficiently chaste to give an idea of them.” But he
could have directed the criticism to painting and sculpture as well.
Even when the first copies of old masters to be shown in Virginia
were exhibited in the Kings Arms Tavern at Williamsburg in
June 1773, we can only say that Jefferson, who was in the neighbor-
hood, might have seen young Mathew Pratt’s copy of Benjamin
West'’s copy of Correggio and Guido Reni. But his own letters and
Journals of that date are absolutely silent.

Jefferson’s enthusiasm for sculpture and for public commissions
in particular, which he was later to champion with a critical
eye that chose Houdon and Canova over more mediocre sculptors,
may have been kindled by Lord Botetourt’s statue ordered for
Williamsburg by the colony in 1771, but he left no record of that
possible spark of inspiration. In the same year he had completed
the “hermit’s” room, the first structure at Monticello, and it
was probably during that spring that he drew up a list of famous
sculpture he desired to decorate the grounds in casts or copies. As
Professor Seymour Howard has suggested, perhaps the two
niches in the west drawing room that Jefferson included in his
original plans were actually designed to hold the Venus de’ Medici
and the Apollo Belvedere. Again the importance of books and
engravings, the only source of study of antique sculpture, is
evident, for not even plaster copies of such famous examples had
yet appeared in the American colonies. Richardson and Addison
provided critical descriptions of a number of the pieces; such
as the Venus de’ Medici, the Apollo Belvedere, the Antinous and
the Farnese Hercules, but Jefferson’s library catalogue also lists
Spence’s Polymetis, which first appeared in 1747 with its suggestive
description of the antique. Frangois Perrier’s earlier folio Signa
et Statua Antiqua with a hundred engravings of antique works was

also among the books of the young lawyer’s library. At least
one statue listed in his building notebook, Hercules and Antaeus,
was taken from a book on anatomy by Chelseldon.

His earliest plans for the landscape and gardens at Monticello
were sprinkled with grottoes, falls, springs and antique sculpture,
in which the young Jefferson revealed his most susceptible
romantic imagination. If a vision of the Venus de’ Medici and the
Apollo Belvedere planted on the edge of the wilderness, where
buffalo might have been seen only a few years before, suggests the
imagination of an American William Beckford, what are we to
say when the same scheme for Monticello included Greek,
Gothic and Chinese temples among the cascades and grottoes,
with a memorial column taller than that of Trajan to stand as the
central architectural element?

In 1770, the year before Jefferson had allowed his poetic musings
to populate the top of Monticello mountain with gods and
goddesses from the ancient world, Shadwell, the house where he
was born, had burned. It is likely that he had already completed
some of the basic plans for a new house before the fire and
had determined that it should be placed on the nearby mountain
to face the vast reaches of the wilderness that stretched west-
ward to the Blue Ridge and beyond.

By the spring of 1771, Jefferson had completed a small pavilion
where he lived alone in “one room, which like the cobler’s
serves me for parlor, for kitchen and hall. I may add, for bed-
chamber and study too . . . I have hope, however, of getting more
elbow room this summer,” he wrote in his first letter dated
from Monticello. The original Monticello, as we know it from
the earliest surviving drawings dated 1771, was a relatively small
classical villa with a central gallery for works of art, and the dreams
for the grounds show a sympathy with and understanding of
the new English romantic landscape school which was without
precedent in America as far as we know.

Probably the earliest books on architecture that Jefferson
acquired were Gibbs’ Rules for Drawing in Architecture and
Leoni’s The Architecture of A. Palladio; in four books, and it was
to Palladio that he was to affirm his lifelong allegiance. It was a
creative alliance of profound consequences. Through Palladio’s
plates, which conveyed an architecture of timeless proportion and
mathematical harmony, Jefferson envisioned a style and form
based on antiquity but with a purity which left behind history’s
corrupting influences of rotten governments, benighted rulers and
unenlightened institutions. With the building and rebuilding
of Monticello throughout his life, Jefferson indulged his pleasure
of creation, tested and absorbed the inspirations from Palladio,
Gibbs and the new examples of buildings he was to see in Paris,
and carried on his practical studies of the theory and history
of architecture as a designer and builder, acquiring a knowledge
of the subject that went beyond the experience of any American
of his generation.

The opportunities for architectural and landscape design
presented by the new estate at Monticello not only appealed to
Jefferson’s earliest creative instincts but they represented areas
where he could test some of the more experimental notions which
were beginning to find new and astonishing expression in England
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and on the Continent. The idea of the purification of nature,
which was first advanced by the philosophers and poets in the
late seventeenth century and the first quarter of the eighteenth
century, was central to the new concept of the neoclassical
landscape. The tradition of a literary inspiration for the ideal
landscape was itself rooted in the study of the classical poets from
Homer to Virgil, who were, of course, familiar to Jefterson
from his earliest studies of Latin and Greek.

Milton’s poetic vision of nature in the Garden of Eden has
long been recognized as one of the seminal modern literary sources
of the romantic school of landscape design. Jefferson may well
have been reading Milton when he was drafting his first plans for
the gardens at Monticello. In a letter ordering some pomegranates,
written in the spring of 1771 to a friend in Williamsburg, he
apparently evoked Milton’s verse, for the recipient Mrs. Drum-
mond replied that . . . No pen but Yrs., cou’d, (surely so butiful
discribe) espeshally, those few lines, in the Miltonic Stile. Thou
wonderful Young Man, so piously entertaining, thro out that,
exalted Letter. Indeed,” she concluded with astonishing pre-
science, “I shal’ think, Spirits of an higher order, inhabits Yr.
Aerey Mountains. . . .”

Perhaps it was inevitable for a young boy with a keen mind, a
romantic imagination and curiosity and a natural bent for de-
tached observation, growing up on the very edge of civilization, to
perfect a special visual faculty. From the Indian down through
the whole mythology of the frontiersman, the celebration of an
almost preternaturally acute use of the senses, especially sight and
sound, has become a part of our national folklore. Jefferson’s
father, who had died relatively young, had such a reputation in
Albemarle County from his days as an explorer and surveyor.

While it could scarcely be expected that any kind of rudi-
mentary training in the fine arts, even classroom sketching, would
have been offered in the schools that Jefferson attended, his
mind was well stocked with poetry and literature. He undoubtedly
developed at least a literary sense of proportion and rhythm
from his professors of rhetoric, and it is not without significance
that his favorite studies were mathematics and music. All this was
useful when he applied his skills to the organization of his first
architectural plans by formulas and mathematics, as Fiske Kimball
has observed. Across the back of many of his drawings are “set
down in his precise handwriting the result of those calculations.”
The general idea may have been inspired by Palladio, Gibbs
or perhaps Robert Morris, but the details and direction for realiza-
tion of the designs would have been distinctly Jefferson’s own
creation.

Some of the first books that Jefferson acquired as a young man
were volumes of engraved plates of architecture or scenes from the
antique. A few of these volumes may have come from the
libraries of early Virginians like William Byrd of Westover. Others
were ordered directly from England, for the sources of study,
at best second hand, were not easily available in that outpost of
European culture.

Robert Rosenblum makes the provocative observation that the
most radical innovators in the neoclassical movement of the
late eighteenth century, such as the Scottish painter, Gavin

Hamilton, and the Scandinavians, Johannes Wiedenwelt, Nicolai
Abildgaard and Carl August Ehrensvard, came from the periphery
of European art. It is not farfetched to see Jefferson’s own
precocious and romantic imagination, fed largely by literature
and the engravings of the antique, filtered through the Augustan
sensibilities of an earlier generation, developing also along the
same perimeter in a similar intellectual environment but at another
angle of the compass. Palladio, Herculaneum, Rome and the
Maison Carrée were, at least in the imagination, as far from
Edinburgh and Stockholm as they were from Philadelphia or
Williamsburg,.

When Jefterson wrote his critical indictment of Virginia archi-
tecture in his Notes on the State of Virginiain 1781, he was as
thoroughgoing as in his bill of particulars against the king of
England, five years before. “The private buildings are very rarely
constructed of stone or brick, much the greatest portion being
of scantling and boards, plastered with lime. . . . it is impossible to
devise things more ugly, uncomfortable and happily more
perishable,” he observed, and even for those houses with any
architectural pretense, there were but “two or three plans, on one
of which, according to its size, most of the houses in the state
are built.”

When he wrote this, Virginia’s architectural heritage, it should
be noted, included some of the greatest eighteenth-century
monuments of the North American colonies; not only the public
buildings of Williamsburg—the capitol, the palace, the college—
but, along the rivers, Rosewell, Mt. Airy, Stratford, Gunston
Hall and Westover hardly constituted a catalogue of expendable
cottages and “brick kilns,” such as he dubbed the College of
William and Mary, his alma mater.

Just as he had allied himself with the politics of revolution
in establishing national independence, so it is clear that his eye
early and easily responded to change when it came to the arts.
When he wrote that his favorite amusement was “putting up and
pulling down,” he was referring specifically to architecture,
but it was an attitude of innovation that characterized much of
his life’s accomplishments and interests.

From Williamsburg to Paris, no house that he ever occupied,
including the new president’s mansion in Washington, escaped his
critical attention and alterations. And if there were immediate
grounds or gardens to be reformed or improved as there were on
the Champs Elysées in Paris and along Pennsylvania Avenue
in Washington, then the environment itself had to accept his
sensitive reorganization and attention. In the 1790s after he
returned from Europe, the earlier more academic version of
Monticello was pulled down to make way for a more complex
solution reflecting the refinements of his eye during his travels.
The gardens themselves were redesigned, and the romantic, natural
schemes of the gardens he had seen in England bcame the
mode] he hoped to adapt to his Virginia estate.

Because our own distant view of Jefferson and his presumed
world is so dominated by classical features—Palladian villas,
Roman temples, Vitruvian orders, antique manners and austere
neoclassical profiles—it is difficult to recapture the profoundly
romantic environment the American wilderness itself presented
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to the susceptible imagination of the young Jefferson, who
devoured Sterne, Rousseau, Shenstone, McPherson’s Ossian and
other early romantic writers. Jefferson’s Virginia, its “‘aery moun-
tains,” and “smooth blue horizon at an infinite distance,” with
rivers below pouring through valleys in a “riot and tumult roaring
around” then passing into silence and calm, was the quintessential
romantic landscape that European artists and poets dreamed
about and invented on canvas and in poems. Jefferson had only to
open his front door and step onto the portico. For him, John
Locke’s “tabula rasa” did not have to be created out of the over-
grown accumulations of decayed societies, to begin a new epoch
of government or of architecture. The primeval purity of the
environment was simply waiting for the creative imagination of
the New American whose “faith in the senses” and the rule of
reason would produce a new era.

Jefferson’s vivid perceptions of the contrast between the pre-
sumed corrupting influences of the Old World, which could only
recapture its innocence and purity through drastic revolution,
and “the tranquil, permanent felicity with which domestic society
in America blesses most of its inhabitants,” allowing its citizens
“to follow those pursuits which health and reason approve,”
was reinforced wherever he turned when he arrived “on the
vaunted scene of Europe” in 1784. He was like an eighteenth-
century Henry James as he set down in letters the first impressions
of how “this new scene has struck a savage of the mountains of
America.” But whatever the political and social oppression and
squalor that frequently offended the congenial democrat, he could
not find words “to tell . . . how much I enjoy their architecture,
sculpture, painting and music.” He shared with James that dis-
tinctive American gift that the latter described as “‘our moral
consciousness, our unprecedented spiritual lightness and vigour”
allowing us to ““deal freely with forms of civilization not our
own, and pick and choose and assimilate and in short claim our
property.” For the next five years and with a “lightness and
vigour” that would have exhausted James, Thomas Jefferson went
about claiming whatever aesthetic and cultural property that
he deemed worthy to furnish the new American nation that was
coming into view for all the world to marvel at.

With his obvious enthusiasm in exploring the remains of
European civilization which most, like John Adams, assumed was
in the last stages of its Roman decline as described by Gibbon,
Jefferson maintained a detachment that underlined his self-
consciousness as an American who was also intent on salvaging
from Europe’s bankrupt past its last great legacy, the Enlighten-
ment. The “vaunted scene” and “the general fate of humanity”
had not struck him “advantageously.” He himself had escaped
the corrupting dangers of a European education at an early age,
unlike some of his Virginia contemporaries. “An American coming
to Europe for education,” he warned a young friend, “loses in
his knowledge, in his morals, in his health, in his habits, and in
his happiness.” But for all of his preaching, and his often am-
bivalent observations on the European artistic scene, he was
determined to identify and to select those things that would be
useful and beneficial to the new republic—from new French
architectural technology to the politically suggestive and even
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revolutionary designs of the English romantic landscape. Jefferson
responded with an engaging innocence and sometimes with
critical acumen to the artistic experiments that were beginning

to alter the aesthetic ideals and values of Europe. The “cold and
icy star” of David immediately caught his eye. “I do not feel

an interest in any pencil but that of David,” he wrote enthusias-
tically. In sculpture, only Houdon “among the foremost or perhaps
the foremost artist in the world,” was equal to creating a monu-
ment to General Washington in his native state, the first public
commission of sculpture in America. Later Canova, “con-

sidered by all of Europe as without a rival,” would also receive
Jefterson’s recommendation for a similar commission in North
Carolina. Sculpture, like architecture, had a symbolic, elevating
role to play in a republic to remind a free people of its achieve-
ments and sacrifices, and it would be important for future
generations to have the very best examples of creative genius.

In his Notes on the State of Virginia, an enquiry and agenda
setting forth his philosophy and proposals to achieve an American
Enlightenment in a land “kindly separated by Nature and a
wide ocean from the exterminating havoc of one quarter to the
globe,” Jefferson significantly included some observations on
architecture. “The genius of architecture seems to have shed its
maledictions over this land. . . . Perhaps a spark may fall on some
young subjects of natural taste, kindle up their genius, and
produce a reformation in this elegant and useful art.” Architecture
was obviously important in a new country setting about to build
new seats of government as symbols of virtue, to house legislatures
and all the other administrative apparatus from jails to city
halls. But the quick and inevitable growth of population required
new and unprecedented skills if domestic housing was to rise
above the “rude, misshapen piles” that constituted most of the
architecture of his own Virginia. “‘As we double our numbers
every 20 years we must double our houses. Besides we build of
such perishable materials that one half of our houses must be
replaced in every space of 20 years,” he observed.

The classical vocabulary of the new French idealistic archi-
tecture, combined with a reductive simplicity that was beginning
to manifest itself in Paris in the 1780s when Jefferson arrived,
immediately attracted his eye. He would gaze for hours on Pierre
Rousseau’s new hotel for Prince Salm-Kyrburg opposite the
Tuileries gardens, which had been completed in 1782. Nor was it
his only affair with a building while he was in France. He sent
amodel of the little Maison Carrée at Nimes—he later called
“noble beyond expression”—to the state commissioners in Rich-
mond, who were about to build the first structure designed
specifically to house the basic functions of a modern republic.
Jefferson’s inspiration was to give the fledgling government a
building of unprecedented symbolic monumentality in a temple
form with the “ring of eternity” thus launching the classic
revival in the United States.

Jefferson’s architectural vocabulary of the classic form is as
remote to us as the antique Roman models, so it is difficult to
appreciate the impact of his innovations. Just as morality and civic
humanism became the motivating force of the social and political
philosophy of the Founding Fathers, the same neoclassical
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Platonic concepts worked their visual reformation on the archi-
tecture of the new republic. Truth, honesty, abstract simplicity
and antique virtues translated into red brick, stone and native clap-
board produced models across the land equal to the new political
ideals.

It was important to study the ancient sources themselves in
their purest form, rather than relying on secondhand interpreta-
tions in books and engravings. His advice to young Americans
always included admonitions to study ancient ruins and artifacts
whenever possible during their travels in Europe. For as his
advisor on the plans of the capitol at Richmond, the French
architect Charles-Louis Clérisseau, had earlier remarked, “Let us
learn from the ancients how to submit the rules of genius. Let
us wipe out the mark of servitude and mimicry which disfigures our
works.” These were the lofty ideals to which Jefferson whole-
heartedly subscribed and which were to inform his own experi-
ments in design and construction.

Jefterson, the Puritan, agreed with the marquis de Chastellux
that the European luxury, overrefinement and effeminacy ex-
pressed in much of contemporary art was a threat to the morals
and the public happiness of the people and their representatives in
the new American government. The dilemma was how to estab-
lish a foundation for the arts in America without accepting
the time-honored conditions of wealth and rank in which they
flourished. Jefferson, the statesman, revolutionary and philosopher
believed with Chastellux that “whether we consider the fine
arts . . . a delicious ambrosia that the Gods have thought proper
to share with us, or . . . a dangerous poison, this liquor, whether
beneficial or harmful, will always be modified by the vessel
which receives it.”

Painting, while not an essential element of an enlightened
society, especially in its formative stages, could in Jefferson’s words,
“give a pleasing and innocent direction to accumulations of
wealth which could otherwise be employed in the nourishing
of coarse and vicious habits.” In a more positive view, artists could
also provide posterity with an accurate record of its great events
and the men who participated in them. Jefferson’s collaboration
with young John Trumbull on his painting of The Signing of
the Declaration of Independence reflects his appreciation of this
useful function of the artist and the social role of art to portray the
epic events of history. While he encouraged Trumbull in his
work and even offered him the post of secretary to the minister
in Paris so that he could continue his artistic studies, Jefferson
was not at all sure that conditions were ripe for a successful
professional career in America. There were too many other prac-
tical necessities to deal with in a new country. He warned his
young countrymen, Rutledge and Shippen, that painting and
sculpture were “too expensive for the state of wealth of our
country. It would be useless, therefore, and preposterous for us
to make ourselves connoisseurs in those arts.” It was much like his
earlier advice to family friends not to allow their sons to travel
in Europe before they were thirty. It was simply too heady and
dangerous an experience for youth. So it was perhaps in the
same vein, that he thought some maturity would be necessary
before the new nation could accommodate and absorb painters

and sculptors into the body politic on a useful and productive
footing.

But for all of his reservations, Jefferson, like the young Henry
James, went about “claiming his property” wherever his alert and
finely tuned eye led him, from the moment he stepped onto
the European scene. His famous love letter to Maria Cosway in
the form of a dialogue between the “Head” and “Heart,” is as
revealing a guide to some of the new architectural experiments
then taking place in Paris, as to the deeper revelations of Jefferson’s
own emotions. The new glass and frame dome of the Halle
aux Bleds, as it was known in the eighteenth century, in which
Jefferson and Mis. Cosway first met, would later appear in
Jefterson’s suggestions to Latrobe for the design of the roof for the
House of Representatives. The subtle arrangement of the apart-
ments in de Monville’s giant broken column in the strange,
surreal gardens of the Désert de Retz, where the couple picnicked,
was recalled by Jefferson when he drew up the plans for the
rotunda at the University of Virginia, years later. Even the trellised
“bowers of Marly,” where he and Maria walked, may have been
an unconscious influence, when he designed the arcaded passage-
ways between the pavilions at the University of Virginia.

Even though he could not discern the limits of the intellectual
and aesthetic revolution, the French philosopher d’Alembert
had noted as early as 1759 that “a most remarkable change in our
ideas is taking place, one of such rapidity that it seems to
promise a greater change to come.” When Jefterson arrived in
Paris in the fall of 1784, those changes in architecture, painting
and sculpture as well as philosophy could be seen advancing
throughout the studios, workshops, galleries, and streets of Europe.
The “tabula rasa” of his own provincial imagination responded
easily to the new style that coalesced in the neoclassical master-
pieces created during the decade of the 1780s. David’s Oath
of the Horatii with all of its vigorous purity was completed in 1784,
and Jefferson and young Trumbull immediately went to admire it.

Claude-Nicolas Ledoux carried out his radically advanced
designs for the king’s tollhouses in the new wall constructed
around Paris beginning in 1783. In their pure geometry, Ledoux
plumbed the most primitive sources of antiquity for inspira-
tion. Jefferson’s brief reference to the wall condemned it on what
appear to be political grounds while recognizing its beauty, for
the clarity of Ledoux’s work concealed under the decoration at
Louveciennes and the Hotel Guimard was in fact admired by the
American minister, the latter inspiring his design for Pavilion IX
at the University of Virginia.

The third artist to capture his attention and to break new ground
in the decade of the 1780s was the Italian sculptor, Antonio
Canova. He, like David, studied in Rome, and David was working
on the Oath about the time that Canova began his model of
the monument for Clement XIV to be placed in St. Peter’s.
Jefterson may have heard of the sculptor through David, who
had known Canova in Rome. He was at least aware of Canova’s
reputation and accomplishments in 1816, when he insisted that the
state of North Carolina give its commission for a monument
to Washington to “old Canova,” the best sculptor of the age.

Of all the discoveries the Enlightenment lays claim to or the
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rediscoveries that were its unique enterprise, it was the redis-
covery of the ancient world through its literature, its philosophy
and its art that Jefferson could most easily respond to when he
arrived in Europe. There is no need to labor the point about

his classical education, his erudition in Latin, his predilection for
Greek and Roman authors, the translation of Greek poetry as he
stood beside the fireplace at Monticello in his old age. As Pro-
fessor Commager put it, “The Founding Fathers knew the
ancient world better, perhaps, than they knew the European or
even the British world, better, in all likelihood, than they knew the
American outside their own section.”

The historical and moral world of Greece and Rome was the
basic foundation of all eighteenth-century education, and this
extended to farmers and tradesmen as well as lawyers, clergymen
and statesmen. When an English journal claimed the inven-
tion of making the circumference of a wheel from a single piece
of wood, Jefferson wrote off immediately to St. John de Crévecoeur
that the practice has long been followed in New Jersey by
farmers who in turn had discovered the technique in the classics.
“Ours are the only farmers who can read Homer,” he declared,
then closes by quoting the appropriate lines in Greek from
the Iliad on chariot making.

The classics had done more than furnish Jefferson’s mind with
basic appointments of philosophy and history, however. They
had also educated his eye and imagination to appreciate the
universal beauty and truth that Winckelmann had pursued and
that architects from Palladio to Clérisseau had appropriated from
the ruins of Rome, Palestrina, Nimes and Spalatro. The works
of Palladio, Lord Burlington and Piranesi had provided the most
tempting early introduction to the subject in Virginia, so it is
not surprising that Jefferson’s travels in France and northern Italy
were filled with the pleasure of ruins, as well as notes on build-
ing canals, growing rice and the price of good wine.“From Lyon
to Nimes I have been nourished with the remains of Roman
Grandeur,” he wrote to the comtesse de Tessé, and in the same
letter he confessed that he had fallen in love with the Maison
Carrée. “I am immersed in antiquities from morning to night,” he
continued, and if he was recalled from his reveries in the past
to the eighteenth century it was only “by the recollection of your
goodness and friendship.” Statues, urns, fallen columns and
bronze artifacts were carefully sought out and studied. Ancient
coins which he collected in his travels were later given to the
American Philosophical Society and the Roman askos he saw in
the museum at Nimes was to be translated into a splendid
silver vessel for the dining table at Monticello.

Ten years before he had begun his affair with the temple at
Nimes, his imagination and pen were playing with perhaps
the first neoclassical architectural project in America, at least on
paper. It involved the palace at Williamsburg, which he had
put down in his Notes on the State of Virginia as a building “not
handsome without . . . but capable of being made an elegant
seat.” In a series of studies and measured plans of the palace, which
were probably done before the American Revolution, the young
architect-politician proposed to remodel the old house into a
temple with immense porticos on both the front and back, whose

eight columns would extend the full height of two stories. Had
it been carried out, it would have become an architectural
landmark of the first rank as the first temple-form house in the
neoclassical movement, with inspiration drawn directly from
antique sources, rather than adapting the more conventional
Palladian and English baroque interpretation.

Coming to Europe as he did at the age of forty-one, having been
until then removed from the aesthetic center of things, Jeffer-
son was able to combine a kind of intellectual and visual purity
with a practical experience in architecture and landscape design
that was singular in its focus. With no accumulation of past
styles and cultural relics to confuse his vision or shape his taste,
beyond the modest buildings of Virginia and his own selective
library of literature and engravings, he sailed with remarkable skill
through the confusing and often contradictory currents of
artistic expression in Europe during the five years of his visit. His
own taste for the classics inevitably guided his eye to those
examples, both new and old, that fit the mode. Through his
awareness of the purely literary origins of the romantic landscape
in his early reading and with his own youthful poetic narrative
evoking an arcadian elysium in his landscape plans for Monticello,
Jefterson was probably closer to the origins of the English
romantic landscape movement than later interpretations, which
emphasized the importance of the landscape painting of Claude
and Salvator Rosa to the exclusion of literary sources and guide-
book discriptions.

Jefferson’s freedom from tradition, combined with his frontiers-
man’s bold imagination, allowed him to roam, with an innocence
that we can admire, through the studios and galleries, picking
and choosing with confident abandon, not as an academic con-
noisseur but as an “enthusiast on the subject of the arts.”

When Jefferson returned to the United States and became
secretary of state, his enthusiasm and experience were valuable
assets which the new government quickly recognized. For
L’Enfant, he assembled the best city plans of Europe as a clue to
the alternative directions L'Enfant might consider as he carved
up the ten mile square that had been recently surveyed. The
citizens of Georgetown might be able to lift their own aesthetic
sights, Jefferson suggested, if the fledgling government would
distribute free engravings of outstanding European buildings.
When it came to the president’s house, it was Jefferson who
proposed an architectural competition and laid down its rules, sub-
mitting an anonymous plan of his own based on Palladio’s Villa
Rotonda but with a dome that reflected Legrand’s radical
glass and wood enclosure of the Halle aux Bleds.

As president, Jefferson saw the need to recruit professional
architects to the service of the Federal government so he created
the post of surveyor of the public buildings, and appointed
the well-trained Benjamin Latrobe to the office.

From his earliest reforms of the College of William and Mary,
Jefferson had thought deeply about the philosophy of educa-
tion in the republic, the needs of the students and scholars, and
the relationship between the educational program and the
architecture that was to house it. The final project of his old age,
the University of Virginia, was to be his last great achievement in
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celebration of “the important truths that knowledge is power,
that knowledge is safety, and that knowledge is happiness. . . .”

“This institution of my native state,” he wrote with pride,

“the hobby of my old age, will be based on the illimitable freedom
of the human mind to explore and to expose every subject
susceptible of its contemplation.” And he was determined that
the institution of such lofty purpose should be properly housed.
“A barn for a college and log huts for accommodations” would
never do, no matter what the cost or obstacles.

While most American colleges and academies were either one
or two large buildings, if not barns or huts, to house all of the
functions of teaching, living and administration, Jefferson had
something else in mind which was unique in academic archi-
tectural planning. “The plan of the building is not to erect one
single magnificent building to contain everybody and everything,
but to make of it an academical village in which every pro-
fessor should have his separate house (or ‘pavilion’), containing
his lecture room with two or three or four rooms for his own
accommodation according as he may have a family or no family,

with kitchen, garden, etc.; distinct dormitories for the students, not

more than two in a room; and separate boarding houses for
dieting them by private housekeepers.”

His calling the university a “village” shows how clearly he
saw the necessity of organizing the individual buildings into a
unified whole, which respected both the symbolic functions and
the human scale. The arrangement of the pavilions for the pro-
fessors, their classrooms and living quarters, connected by the
arcades and gardens to the students’ quarters, its library housed in
the rotunda at the head, with a theater in the dome to trace
the course of the stars, projects a vital order of extraordinary
creative power and imagination. Again he turned to his chief
architectural authority and lifelong companion in his library,
Andrea Palladio. “Pavilion No. X [is to be modeled on the] East
Doric of the Theatre of Marcellus. The columns to have no
bases . . . I have never seen an attic pilaster with the measures of
its parts minutely expressed except that of the Temple of Nerva
Trojan (Palladio, Book III, Plate 18).” Even if the goals were of

the highest, the success of the plan and of the individual buildings

must be evident in the smallest detail.

Working from a carefully defined collegiate program that was
far in advance of its time, Jefferson was able to orchestrate its
wise, practical and aesthetic elements into a unified whole of
extraordinary balance and beauty. Again and again, his own
range of experience, knowledge and human delight is revealed in
garden walls, concealed walks, symbolic friezes and modulated
fagades of the most satisfying scale and rhythm imaginable.

One could spend a good part of a lifetime sorting out and
cataloguing all of the details of the university and following them
to their source—from Louis XIV’s garden at Marly to the
Theater of Marcellus and the Pantheon in Rome. In the capitals,
fagades, railings and pediments, each carries a part of its creator’s
history and experience—his books, his plans, his love affairs
of the heart as well as the head, his dreams, above all, for a new
nation—into a biography of an eye that still sets, by its example,

a course for the human spirit to follow.

1 Thomas Jefferson
JEANANTOINE HOUDON 1741-1828
Marble 1789

54.5 (21%2) high

Inscribed under left shoulder:

houdon f. 1789.

Lent by The Museum of Fine Arts,
Boston

Probably in the early summer of 1789
Jefterson sat for Houdon in Paris. The
original clay maquette modeled from
life was discarded in the process of
making the mold from which plaster
examp%es were cast and finished by
Houdon. But a plaster bust was
regarded by the sculptor as only a
temporary and intermediate stage in
the production of a final portrait

in a more permanent substance, which
was in this instance Saravezza marble.
This final stage of the life portrait was
completed sometime between the
opening of the Salon and the end of
the year.

This superb likeness of Jefferson by
the greatest portraitist of his time
has been displayed in many versions
in public and private collections since
its original exhibition. It shaped an
enduring visual image, which ade-
quately encompasses the full range of
Jefferson’s accomplishments.

The image was given extensive cur-
rency from its inception. Copies in
biscuit de Sévres were reproduced
commercially by the Manufacture
de Sévres during Houdon’s lifetime.
The presidential portrait on the 1801
Indian peace medal by John Reich
was, as Jefferson himself reported,
“taken from Houdon’s bust.” A
century after examples of this medal
were distributed by Lewis and Clark to
important Indian leaders met in the
course of their expedition, the Reich
medal was used as the basis of the
obverse of the Jefferson dollar, which
was minted in 1903 to commemorate
the centennial of the Louisiana Pur-
chase. Thirty-five years later another
medalist, Felix Schlag, also chose the
Houdon portrait for the representation
of Jefferson on the nickel. Since its
first issue in 1938, this version of
Houdon’s portrait has become one of
the most widely circulated of all
Jefferson likenesses. A.s.
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2 Thomas Jefferson
THOMAS SULLY 1783-1872
Oil on canvas 1821
76.2x63.5 (30x 25)

Lent by the West Point Museum
Collections, United States Military
Academy, West Point

In January 1821 Jefferson was informed
of the desire of the “Superintendent,
Officers, Professors, Instructors, and
Cadets of the U. States Mil. Academy”
to commission Thomas Sully to paint
a portrait of him, to be added to
those hanging in the “Academic
Library” as “‘being alike one of the
Founders, and Patrons of both . . .
Our Republic.. . . and the Mil. Acad-
emy.” Jefferson responded cordially,
and though he felt that the trouble of
Sully’s journey would be “illy bestowed
on an ottamy of 78,” he nevertheless
agreed to the sitting, which took place
at Monticello in March 1821. Ac-
cording to Dunlap, the thirty-seven-
year-old Sully “was an inmate of
Monticello twelve days, and left the
place with the greatest reluctance.”
The life portrait, a half-length now
at the American Philosophical Society,
was used by Sully as an intermediary
step for the production of this great
fulﬁlength portrait—one of only two
portrayals executed during Jefferson’s
lifetime. The full-length conveys the
imposing stature that was so mem-
orable an aspect of his presence. James
Fenimore Cooper, who was not an
admirer of Jefferson, wrote of the
effects of this portrait on him durin
his visit to West Point in April 1823:
“There was a dignity, a repose, I will
go further, and say a loveliness, about
this painting, that I never have seen
in any other portrait. . .. I'saw . ..
Jefferson, standing before me, not in
red breeches and slovenly attire, but a
gentleman, appearing in all republican
simplicity, with a grace and ease on the
canvas, that to me seem unrivalled.”
As its frequent reproduction bears
testimony, Sully’s portrait offers us the
finest image of Jefferson in his last
years. The portrait, which survives in
perfect condition, is an unusually
reliable record of Jefferson’s coloring,
depicting accurately his fresh com-
plexion and the traces of the sandy hue
still in his hair and eyebrows. A.B.
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VIRGINIA

Certainly it must be a happy climate, since it is very near the same
latitude with the “Land of Promise.”
ROBERT BEVERLY, The History of the Present
State of Virginia, 1705

When Thomas Jefferson was born at Shadwell, his father’s
middle Piedmont tobacco plantation, in 1743, Great Britain’s
largest American colony, Virginia, had created a complex society
with its own distinct characteristics on the periphery of Euro-
pean culture. The Virginia of Jefferson’s youth was, in his own
words, “‘a country isolated from the European world insulated
from its sister colonies, with whom there was scarcely any
intercourse, little visited by foreigners. ...”

With a network of aristocratic families firmly established in
the Tidewater along the coastal rivers and a new, plain, aggressive
society growing along the western edges toward the mountains,
the colony was a self-contained and yet divided “country.”
Jefferson’s family ties ran both ways, for his mother was a
Randolph with all of the Tidewater family connections the name
implied, while his father, Peter Jefterson, with a less preten-
tious background, made a fortune in farming, land speculation,
and surveying on the edge of the “wilderness.”

Jefferson’s earliest education began in the small frame school
building at Tuckahoe Plantation above the fall line on the
James River where his father had moved to raise both his own
and the orphaned family of his best friend, William Randolph,
who had died suddenly in 1745. The foundation of his
studies was the conventional dose of Latin and Greek provided
by Scottish tutors, but the rich, wild natural setting of Shadwell and
Tuckahoe with their vast fields provided an even greater
stimulant to the attentive eyes and eager imagination of the young
Jefterson.

After his father died in 1757, leaving him at the age of fourteen
with a considerable fortune, he continued his studies with the
Reverend James Maury, “a correct classical scholar” and clergy-
man of some prominence. At the age of sixteen, he traveled to
Williamsburg and enrolled at the College of William and Mary.
“It was my great good fortune . . .,” Jefferson wrote later in his
Autobiography, “that Dr. William Small of Scotland was then pro-
fessor of Mathematics, a man profound in most of the useful
branches of science, with a happy talent of communication correct
and gentlemanly manners, & an enlarged & liberal mind. . . .

He was the first who ever gave in that college regular lectures in
Ethics, Rhetoric and Belles lettres.”

Frances Fauquier, that amiable, cultivated lieutenant governor
and sometime London gambler, had arrived in Williamsburg
the same year as Small in 1758, and through Small, Jefferson was
introduced to the governor’s circle and joined his “familiar table”
along with George Wythe, forming the celebrated partie
quarrée and attic society recalled in Jefferson’s memoirs.

The year that Jefferson entered the college, an English traveler
noted that the town “does not contain more than one thousand
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souls, whites and negroes; and is far from being a place of any
consequence. . . . there are ten or twelve gentlemen’s families, con-
stantly residing in it, besides merchants and tradesmen: and at

the time of the assemblies, and general courts, it is crowded with
the gentry of the country: on those occasions there are balls

and other amusements; but as soon as business is finished, they
return to their plantations and the town is in a manner deserted.”

Whatever its shortcomings as an urban center, Williamsburg
did provide Jefterson the student with libraries, bookshops,
intellectual mentors of considerable achievement, and companions
like John Page of Rosewell and Thomas Nelson who shared
Jefterson’s youthful enthusiasm for poetry, music and architecture,
as well as the theater, dancing, card playing and fox hunting.

After five years of study of the law with Mr. Wythe, Jefferson
returned to Shadwell and sometime before 1770 conceived the
grand scheme to build himself a house on top of the mountain left
to him by his father. The main dwelling was not completed
when he brought his bride, Martha Wayles, there in January 1772.
In its design, site and general landscape plan, nothing like
Monticello had been seen before in America. The marquis de
Chastellux, with his customary perception, wrote in his journal a
dozen years later, after a visit to the new house, that Jefferson
was “the first American who has consulted the Fine Arts to know
how he should shelter himself from the weather.”

The sources he consulted, the inspiration to his eye as well
as of his mind during these years—Jefferson was not yet thirty when
he first dreamed of the new dwelling—are important to us asa
means of understanding Jefferson’s aesthetic judgment, his lifelong
affair with the role of the arts in a democracy, and as an artist
his deep concern with the shaping of the image of the new
Republic. The things he saw, the books he read, the places he lived
or visited, the appearance of his immediate ancestors and con-
temporaries in their stiff, uncompromising poses, the nature of the
Virginia countryside, the first tentative tracings and drawings of
building designs, the poetic reveries set down as romantic landscape
plans, all contribute to reconstructing something of the now
fractured mosaic of Jefferson’s eighteenth-century Virginia.

The Virginia planters, like the English lords or the Venetian
aristocrats, demanded appropriate country seats as the center
of their vast, productive estates along the Virginia rivers. Archi-
tecture and household furnishings were important in the grander
establishments whose English factors kept up a steady shipment
of chairs, chests, silver, porcelain and engravings. “The chief
magnificence of the Virginians,” Chastellux noted, “consists in
furniture, linens and silver plate, in which they resemble our own
[French] forefathers who had no private apartments in their
castles, but only a well stored wine cellar and handsome side-
boards.” Paintings, except for portraits, were scarce. Neither
Jefferson’s father, mother nor wife were painted during their life-
time and his own first likeness was not done until he went to
London in 1786.

In Jefferson’s famous Notes on the State of Virginia, the arts
in any form do not figure in the inventory of assets of the former
colony. As for architecture, Jefterson observed, “The first
principles of the art are unknown, and there exists scarcely a model

among us sufficiently chaste to give an idea of them.”

Jefferson’s criticism of architecture extended to the public
buildings of Williamsburg, especially the college which to his eye
“would be taken for brick-kilns,” if they did not have roofs.

Aside from Monticello, some of his earliest architectural projects
were for Williamsburg, including a bold proposal to reshape

the governor’s palace with a double portico and an octagonal chapel
for the college, both without precedent in American colonial
design.

If Virginia planters were short on paintings, and sculpture was
nonexistent until Governor Botetourt’s monument arrived
in 1773, cheap engravings were popular and, more importantly,
handsomely illustrated books, especially on classical subjects and
architecture, were available in the better libraries of the gentry.
The College of William and Mary had benefited from gifts of
books from Governor Spotswood, Fauquier and others, including
a copy still preserved of Descriptions des Chiteaux et Parcs
de Versailles, de Trianon, et de Marly, by Piganiol de la Force,
describing royal parks that would later fascinate the American
minister in Paris.

In Jefterson’s list of 150 books for Robert Skipwith, compiled
in 1771, works on the fine arts such as Burke’s On the Sublime and
the Beautiful, Hogarth’s Analysis of Beauty and Lord Kames’
Elements of Criticism are included.

When it came to the subject of architecture, Jefterson turned
instinctively to the work of Palladio and his English followers
as instruments to mold his own vision and aesthetic development.
Gibbs, Morris, Kent and Halfpenny were bought and studied
by a receptive student whose philosophy and outlook were attuned
to the new classicism as the perfect symbol for a republic that
was to humbly model itself on the political traditions of the
ancients. Jefferson’s aesthetic vision paralleled his political vision,
seeing that man could plan and shape his physical environment
along rational lines, just as he could construct new political
machinery to confirm the rights of man in his “pursuit of happi-
ness” and freedom.

At the close of the Revolution in 1782, having concluded his
military duties at Yorktown, Chastellux wrote an essay in the form
of a letter to the Reverend James Madison called “The Progress
of the Arts and Sciences in America” as an enquiry on the future
of the enlightenment in America. Jefferson received a copy and
was so impressed that he urged his philosopher friend to include it
as a postscript to the marquis’ travels when it was published.

Jefterson understood the larger context of the purposes for the
enquiry, for the rest of the world wondered in books, pamphlets,
speeches and letters what the full implications and measure of
the American experiment were to hold for mankind. What were to
be the artistic standards in a democracy? What was the role of
the artist? Who was to be his patron? For whom did he speak?

These questions were raised in Virginia two hundred years ago,
and they deeply intrigued the young Jefferson, as they engage
our own concern in 1976.

Jefferson’s response to the measured enquiry and argument of
an informed member of the French enlightenment on the
future of the arts must be viewed against the eighteenth-century
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colonial background. If his early education in Virginia was
conventional for the age, its thrust was cultural in detail as his
library recommendations to his friend, Robert Skipwith, reveal.

In shaping his philosophy of art and determining its value, the
strict classical ideals supplied by the examples of antiquity must be
weighed with the frontiersman’s faith in utility. Explaining his
inclusion of contemporary novels along with Cicero and Homer,
the young moralist wrote to Skipwith:

A little attention to the nature of the human mind evinces that the
entertainments of fiction are useful as well as pleasant. That they are
pleasant when well written, every person feels who reads. But wherein
is its utility, asks the reverand sage, big with the notion that

nothing can be useful but the learned lumber of Greek and Roman
reading with which his head is stored? I answer everything is useful

3 The Fry and Jefferson Map of Virginia and Maryland
JosHUA FRY 1700?-1754, and
PETER JEFFERSON 1707/08-1757
Engraving 2nd ed. 1755

77.5x122 (30%2x48)

Signed: Engraver—Robert Sayer at
No. 53 Fleet Street, London

Lent by Wilton Museum House,

Richmond. National Society of the
Colonial Dames of America in the
Commonwealth of Virginia. Gift of
Mrs. Cabell Mayo Tabb

The Fry and Jefferson map, recognized
in its time as the most accurate

3

rendering of the face of the new
country Virginia, represents an achieve-
ment of no small measure. That

Peter Jefferson was singularly equal to
the task of mapping the remote and
often inhospitable wilderness beyond
the Tidelands is suggested by the
account of his background and enter-

which contributes to fix in the principles and practices of virtue. . . .
The field of imagination is thus laid open to our use and lessons may be
formed to illustrate and carry home to the heart every moral rule

of life.

In the arts as well as politics, Jefferson’s life spanned a period of
tumultuous change, from the rational order of the classic en-
lightenment as reflected in the Virginia society of his youth to
the romantic revolution of his mature years. In his pursuit of the
arts, he took his stand with the party of revolt. As Edmund
Randolph wrote of his young kinsman, “he panted after the fine
arts, and discovered a taste in them not easily satisfied with such
scanty means as existed in a colony, for it was ‘a part of Mr.
Jefferson’s pride to run before the times in which he lived.” ” w.n.a.

prising spirit contained in his son’s
Autobiography: “The tradition in my
father’s family was that their ancestor
came to this country from Wales, and
from near the mountain of Snowdon,
the highest in Gr. Br. ... My father’s
education had been quite neglected;
but being of a strong mind, sound
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judgment and eager after information,
he read much and improved himself
insomuch that he was chosen with
Joshua Fry professor of Mathem. in
W. & M. college to continue the
boundary line between Virginia &

N. Caroline which had been begun by
Colo Byrd, and was afterwards em-
ployed with the same Mr. Fry to make
the 1st map of Virginia which had
ever been made, that of Capt Smith
being merely a conjectural sketch. . . .
He was the 3d or 4th settler of the

part of the country in which I live,
which was about 1737.”

The youngest of three sons of
Captain Thomas Jefferson, Peter
Jefterson first came to the upper
reaches of the James River in about
1731 to take up his inheritance of
lands at Fine Creek in Goochland
County, about midway between
Dungeness, the holdings of Isham
Randolph, and Tuckahoe, the estate
of Isham’s nephew William Randolph,
both across the James on the north
bank. He had already begun to expand
his lands and had held office both
as justice of the peace and sheriff when
he married Isham Randolph’s eldest
daughter, Jane Randolph, in 1739.
They settled still further up the James
at a choice site on the north fork of
the Rivanna, obligingly ceded by
Jefferson’s friend William Randolph.
There in about 1741 Peter began
to build Shadwell, named for the
London parish where Jane Randolph
was born, and it was here that Thomas
Jefterson, their third child and eldest
son, was born on April 13, 1743.
Shadwell lay in the new county of
Albemarle, carved out of the larger
Goochland County in 1744, and
Peter Jefferson soon became an office
holder of importance, serving as
justice of the peace, judge of the court’
of chancery and lieutenant colonel.

Living nearby at Viewmont, about
thirteen miles from Shadwell, on the
Hardware River was Joshua Fry,
presiding magistrate, county lieutenant
and county surveyor of Albemarle.
Born in Somerset and probably edu-
cated at Wadham College, Oxford,
Fry had in 1737 resigned his appoint-
ment at William and Mary to seek
his family’s fortune in the back settle-
ment. The two men became friends,
and between 1746 and 1751 their
names were linked in a series of im-
portant surveying exploits. They were
both of the party which in 1746
set the western boundary of the great
holdings of Lord Fairfax, known as
the Northern Neck, running the
Fairfax Line seventy-six rugged miles
from the source of the Rappahannock
to the headsprings of the Potomac.

In 1749 they set off together to carry
the line between Virginia and North
Carolina ninety miles beyond the
point reached by Byrd and his party

twenty-one tyears before. The extreme
hardships of this journey—attacks by
wild beasts, sleep snatched among the
branches of trees—passed into the
legends of the Jefferson family and
doubtless would have been among the
early memories of Thomas Jefferson,
who was six years old at the time.

In view of their intimate knowledge of
the land, Fry and Jefferson were
afterwards appointed by Acting Gover-
nor Lewis Burwell to satisfy a direc-
tive from the Lords of Trade calling
for a map of the inhabited part of
Virginia. Their map was completed
and sent to London in 1751, and the
first edition appeared sometime after
March 1752, perhaps not until as late
as 1754. A second edition of 1755,

the version most widely used in
Thomas Jefferson’s time, contained
additions by John Dalrymple, mainly
indications of wagon roads.

Fry was called to the west in 1754
as commander-in-chief of the Virginia
forces dispatched against the French,
only to die in camp at Wills Creek on
May 31. George Washington, his
second in command, succeeded him.
Peter Jefferson was named his executor,
and part of Fry’s legacy to him was
the surveying instruments they had
used together. He inherited as well the
offices left vacant by his friend’s
death—county lieutenant, county
surveyor and membership in the House
of Burgesses. Peter Jefferson, too,
died before his time in 1757, his strong
constitution defeated by illness,
leaving to his son—along with land
and provisions for his education—a
smal?]ibrary and his mathematical
instruments, among them probably the
surveying instruments that played
such an essential part in the making
of the map of 1751.

The Fry and Jefferson map lived on
as the most authoritative map of
Virginia. When Thomas Jefferson,
then minister to France, decided to
publish his Notes on the State of
Virginia, first in a French and then in
an English edition of 1787, he had the
map reengraved, for the occasion,
with some additions to extend its
range, speaking of it with justifiable
pride as more valuable than the book
in which it was to appear. L.p.

4

4 William Randolph I
BRITISH SCHOOL

Oil on canvas c. 1695
91.4x72.3 (36 x 28%2)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

The immigrant William Randolph I
of Turkey Island, Thomas Jefferson’s
great-grandfather, was born in War-
wickshire, England, in about 1650, the
son of a cavalier whose fortunes had
faltered in the English Civil War. He
came to Virginia in about 1670,
joining his uncle, Henry Randolph,
who was already an established and
well-respected member of the Virginia
gentry. William settled at Turkey
Island in Henrico County on the north
bank of the James River, a score of
miles below Richmond, where over the
years he built an imposing seat. He
succeeded his uncle as the clerk of

the Henrico County court sometime
before 1675, for in that year he
officially signed the inventory of John
Perrin. This was but one of a long
train of public offices and honors that
came to him as a person of consequence
and ability: magistrate, coroner,
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lieutenant colonel of the militia, mem-
ber of the House of Burgesses and
speaker of that body, attorney general
of the colony, clerk of the House of
Burgesses, visitor of the College of
William and Mary and member of the
governor’s council. In about 1678 he
took a wife from nearby Bermuda
Hundred, Mary Isham “of the antient
and eminent family of Ishams of
Northamptonshire.”

William and Mary Randolph have
been called the Adam and Eve of
Virginia, and indeed their seven sons
and two daughters were to establish
the name and line of the Randolphs as
preeminent in Virginia. Intermarry-
ing with other patrician families—the
Pages, the Nelsons, the Grymeses,
the Lees and the Harrisons, among
many others—they produced “a con-
stellation of ability seldom rivaled
in the history of the American
colonies.” William and Mary’s third
son, Isham Randolph, was to become
the maternal grandfather of Thomas
Jefferson, one of the brightest stars
of this constellation.

The Randolphs and the Jeffersons



were bound by the ties of friendship as
well as by intermarriage. William

and Mary’s second son, Thomas, was
the father of William Randolph of
Tuckahoe, neighbor and close friend
of Thomas Jefferson’s father Peter.
When Peter Jefferson thought to
build his first house, Shadwell, his
friend William Randolph agreed to
convey to him from his adjacent
holdings a particularly choice site, the
consideration to be “Henry Wether-
burne’s biggest bowl of Arrack punch”
at the Raleigh Tavern in Williams-
burg. The amiable proprietor of Tucka-
hoe died in 1745, entrusting his
children and his estate to Peter
Jefferson. Thus it was that the Jeffer-
sons moved to Tuckahoe in 1745

for a stay of some six years, and that
Thomas Jefferson spent his youngest
years on' Randolph lands and among
his Randolph second cousins.

In his Autobiography, written late -

in life, Jefferson summed up his
distinguished antecedents on the Ran-
dolph side in a single sentence: “They
trace their pedigree far back in
England & Scotland, to which let every
one ascribe the faith & merit he
chooses.”

Portrayed on a “Kit-cat” size canvas
made popular by Kneller, the sitter -
is painted as an imposing figure with
a full-bottomed wig, Steinkirk cravat
and coat with vented sleeve and
elaborate ornamental frogging, all
characteristic of the costume of the
last decade of the seventeenth century.

If this portrait is of William Ran-
dolph and if it was painted from life,
it must be dated before his death
in 1711. The portrait is obviously of
British origin, and a suggested date
would be c. 1695. T.T.

5 Mary Isham Randolph

Attributed to JOHN WOLLASTON
active 1735-1767

Oil on canvas

91.4x 71 (36 x 28)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

Mary Isham Randolph, great-
grandmother of Jefferson, was the
daughter of Henry and Catherine
Isham of Bermuda Hundred, a planta-
tion on the south side of the James
River nearly opposite Turkey Island,
the estate of her future husband. She
came of an old Northamptonshire
family which traced its name to the
fourteenth-century manor of de Isham.
The common ancestor of the Ishams
was Robert Isham of Pytchley, who
died in 1424, and the Lamport branch
of the family were created baronets

in 1627. The Ishams were thus a
family of distinction and substance
when Henry Isham came to Henrico
County in about 1656. A merchant
and militia officer, he signed his name
“Gentleman,” and his wife Catherine’s
will, made in 1686 and sealed with
the Isham arms, bequeathed a quantity
of silver to her heirs.

Mary Isham’s marriage to William
Randolph, although not recorded,
must have taken place about 1678.
The will of her brother Henry, dated
November 13, 1678, and proved
June 5, 1680, includes bequests to his
sister ““Mrs. Mary Randolph,” in-
dicating that the marriage had already
taken place. William Randolph was in
fact executor of the will and received
a large part of the estate.

This unsigned painting, attributed
to John Wollaston, poses a problem
with regard to the identity of the
sitter. If the portrait is indeed of Mary
Isham Randolph, as family tradition
holds, it must be a free copy of an
earlier likeness; alternatively, the
painting could be a portrait of some
other member of the Randolph family
from whom it descended for genera-
tions through various branches. The
difficulties of assigning the painting
become apparent when it is noted that
Mary Isham Randolph died in 1735,
whereas Wollaston came to the
colonies in 1749 and to Virginia only
after 1753.

Perhaps because of the many re-
painted areas of the canvas, the portrait
has sometimes been attributed to
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John Hesselius, who was active in
Virginia at various times between 1750
and 1778. However, the head of the
sitter, which in an eighteenth-century
portrait usually displays the painter’s
most obvious characteristics, shows
little of the direct observation of the
face generally found in the work of
Hesselius.

The “Kit-cat” size of the canvas
matches that of the portraits identified
by family tradition as being of Mary
Randolph’s husband and son. T.T.

6 Isham Randolph
BRITISH SCHOOL
Oil on canvas

86.3x 66 (34x26)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

Isham Randolph, Thomas Jefferson’s
maternal grandtather, was the third
son of Wﬁliam and Mary Randolph,
born in 1685, presumably at the
ancestral seat of Turkey Island. Like
five of his brothers he was educated at
the College of William and Mary,

for the Randolphs, aristocrats that they
were, saw to it that their sons were
properly prepared for their inheritance
of lands and public duties. Of all the
Randolph sons, Isham seems to have
been a particular favorite of their
distinguished neighbor, William

Byrd II of Westover (see no. 7) who
was eleven years his senior. Byrd’s diary
shows that Isham was often at West-
over, accompanying Byrd on his
rounds of the plantation, dining and
talking, and for a time taking up Byrd’s
offer of lessons in French and makin
fair progress. When Isham decided

on a career at sea, it was William Byrd
who helped him realize his ambition
by recommending him to the com-
mand of a ship. By September 1710
Isham called at Westover as Captain
Randolph and took on board a cargo
of tobacco.

Sometime prior to 1718 Isham
Randolph was appointed the colonial
agent for Virginia in England. He
established a residence in London,
probably in White Chapel Parish just
outside Aldgate. Here he met Jane
Rogers, daughter of Charles Rogers
and Jane Lilburne, of the same family
as the noted radical “Freeborn John”
Lilburne, and married her in 1718.
Their first daughter, Jane Randolph,
later the wife of Peter Jefferson and
the mother of Thomas Jefferson, was
baptized at St. Paul’s in Shadwell
district on February 20, 1720.

By 1736 Isham decided to forsake
the sea, and after a last voyage in the
spring of that year, he returned to
his large holdings in Goochland
County. There, on the north side of
the James River about thirty or forty



miles above the falls and a few miles
below the point where the river forks
into the Rivanna and the Fluvanna, he
established his estate Dungeness,
apparently naming it for the southern-
most tip of Kent, where a lighthouse
marked the entrance into the Straits

of Dover. In November 1738, he was
pressed into public service as a mem-
ber of the House of Burgesses and

in the same month became adjutant
general of the colony, being “a Gentle-
man well known & universally ac-
ceptable in the Country.”

It was in 1738, too, that he received
at Dungeness the naturalist John
Bartram, who had been recommended
to Isham by his friend Peter Collin-
son in London and with whom he
later carried on a cordial correspond-
ence. Collinson’s instructions to
Bartram offer a glimpse of the fastidi-
ous society he might expect to find in
Virginia: “One thing I must desire
of thee, and do insist that thee must
oblige me therein; that thou make up
that drugget clothes to go to Virginia
in, and no appear to disgrace thyself
or me; for though I should not esteem
thee the less to come to me in what

dress thou will, yet these Virginians
are a very gentle, well dressed people,
and look, perhaps, more at a man’s
outside than his inside. For these and
other reasons pray go very clean,
neat, and handsomely dressed to
Virginia.”

Isham Randolph died in 1742,
providing in his will for the payment
of £200 promised to Peter Jefferson
on his marriage to Jane. He rests at
Turkey Island, where his epitaph
confirms Bartram’s mention of his
generosity and good nature:

The distinguishing qualities of the
Gentleman he possessed in an
eminent degree: To justice

probity & honour so firmly attached
That no view of secular interest or
Worldly advantage, no discouraging
frowns of fortune could alter his
steady purpose of heart. By an easy
compliance and obliging deportment
he knew no enmey, but gained Many
friends, thus in his life meriting an
universal esteem. He died as uni-
versally lamented Nov'r, 1742 age 57
Gentle Reader go & do likewise.

This portrait of a “Kit-cat” size was

6

probably intended as a companion

to the portraits of William and Mary
Randolph, Isham’s mother and father,
and shows a man of about forty years
of age. Very competently but thinly
painted, it could be the work of one of
the many London artists using the
Kneller formula for their portraits. T.T.

7 William Byrd II
Attributed to the Studio of

¥ SIR GODFREY KNELLER 1646-1723
| Oil on canvas

127x106.6 (50x 42)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

4| William Byrd II of Westover, son of
| the immigrant William Byrd, was

born at his father’s plantation near the

falls of the James River on March 28,

1674. His father had already made
the name of Byrd distinguished in

*| colonial Virginia, and he had high

ambitions for his eldest son. William
Byrd the younger was accordingly

sent to England for his education,

where he read law at the Middle
Temple. Under the patronage of Sir
Robert Southwell, he mingled in
aristocratic circles and received the
unusual accolade of election to the
Royal Society in recognition of his
scientific interests at the young age of
twenty-two. He frequented literary
circles as well and knew Wycherley,
Congreve, Swift and Pope. All these
associations made William Byrd the
most cultivated member of Virginia
society, when he was recalled to
America to take up his inheritance
with the death of his father in 1704.
Marrying Lucy Parke, daughter of
Colonel Daniel Parke, in 1706, he
furnished an elegant model for his
neighbors and fellow planters as master
of Westover. He replaced his father’s
earlier house with a brick mansion of
great distinction and set about ex-
panding his remarkable library, which
grew to four thousand volumes and
was one of the largest in the colonies.
Some of these volumes eventually
reached Jefferson’s first library by
purchase. The sophistication of his
gardens, reflecting his love of botanic
studies, made them worthy of a.visit by
John Bartram in his southern tour
of 1738. A portrait gallery contained
not only the faces ot his family but
those ot his many valued friends
among the English gentry. One of the
closest of these friends was Charles
Boyle, Earl of Orrery, to whom this
portrait was originally presented. For
him Byrd described the bucolic yet
demanding life of the Virginia planter
in a letter of July 1726: “Like one
of the patriarchs, I have my flocks and
my herds, my bondmen and bond-
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women, and every sort of trade
amongst my own servants, so that I
live in a kind of independence of
everyone but Providence. However this
sort of life is without expense, yet
it is attended with a great deal of
trouble. I must take care to keep all
my people to their duty, to set all the
springs in motion, and to make
everyone draw his equal share to carry
the machine forward. But then ’tis an
amusement in this silent country. . . .”
Byrd’s political career was not
neglected, for he felt strongly the
obligations of his position. In 1696
he was elected to the House of
Burgesses, and shortly after he came
into his inheritance he was appointed
as receiver-general for the crown in
Virginia. Three times he served as
official agent of Virginia in London,
and from 1709 until his death in 1744
he was a member of the governor’s
council. When the question of the
boundary between Virginia and North
Carolina became troublesome, he
headed the survey of the line (a line
later extended by the work of Thomas
Jefferson’s father Peter and Joshua
Fry), an undertaking which he im-
mortalized in his History of the
Dividing Line, which circulated in
manuscript during his lifetime. But he
enjoyed perhaps most of all the
dignity of his position as commander-
in-chief of the colony’s militia.
“Everyone showed me an abundance
of respect,” he reported with evident
satisfaction on reviewing his troops
in 1711. William Randolph of Turkey
Island—Byrd’s neighbor and father
of his young friend Isham Randolph,
who was later to be the grandfather
of Thomas Jefferson—was one of his
lieutenants. Among his captains was
Thomas Jefferson of Henrico County,
Jefferson’s other grandfather, and
Byrd records in his diary that on one
occasion he partook of a dinner of
roast beef at Captain Jefferson’s house.
The enormous number of portraits
produced by Kneller’s studio make an
accurate attribution of any work to
Kneller extremely difficult in the
absence of documentation or signature.
Ellis Waterhouse has said of Kneller’s
workshop that “his studio was a
model factory. Kneller himself would
draw the face from his sitter and
transfer it to the canvas, while the rest,
as often as not, was finished off by a
multitude of assistants.” The portrait
of William Byrd exhibits some of the
characteristics of Kneller and his
studio, such as the striving for likeness,
a kind of naturalism, and the elim-
ination of lines in the face in the
manner of the Italians. The finely
drawn head dominates the portrait, a
mark of Kneller’s work noted by
Horace Walpole in his Anecdotes of
Painting: ““In general, even where he
took pains, all the parts are affectedly



kept down, to throw greater force in
the head.”

William Byrd'’s patron, Sir Robert
Southwell, sat for Kneller in 1679, was
host to the artist in 1685 at the
Southwell country estate and was again
painted by Kneller in 1690. Many
of Byrd’s intimate friends were painted
by the artist, and certainly it is pos-
sible that the finest gentleman of the

colonies was a sitter in Kneller’s studio.
In a lively characterization of

himself entitled “The Enamored Bird”

Byrd describes himself for the most

part with fidelity, and his verbal por-

trait is borne out by this painting:

“His Person was agreable enough tho

he had a certain cast of pride in his

look, which clouded some of the

grace of it.” T.T.
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8 Model of Rosewell

Conijectural drawing for model

Rosewell, the Page family seat on the
York River in Gloucester County,
was the largest and one of the finest of
all Virginia houses. It was begun
before 1726 by Mann Page I, whose
second wife was the daughter of
powerful Robert (“King™) Carter of
Corotoman. King Carter’s will of 1726
provides £300 toward furnishing a
brick house for his son-in-law, con-
firming that Rosewell was then under
construction. It stood unfinished at
Page’s death in 1730, and both the
financial burden and the glory of com-
pleting the magnificent seat passed
to his son Mann Page I1. In 1744
the Virginia Assembly passed an act to
break the entail, allowing land to be
sold to support the finishing of the
house. Rosewell was therefore com-
pleted sometime after that date
and descended in due course to Mann
Page II's eldest son John Page, friend
of Thomas Jefferson. John Page had
married Francis Burwell of Isle of
Wight County in about 1765, and by
May 1769 he mentions to his London
agent that he is laboring under “the
necessary Expences of an encreasing
Family joined to the Commencement
of Housekeeping in a large House.”
Jefterson was a frequent visitor at
Rosewell, and it is in this setting, in
one of the most impressive buildings in
colonial America, that their “phil-
osophical evenings” took place. On
the roof of Rosewell they spent many
evenings absorbed in Page’s favorite
pursuit of astronomy, and it was there
also that Page, with his inexhaustible
interest in all the activities of the
heavens, conducted the first measure-
ments of rainfall in America. Such
were the pleasures of these visits that

one story high; the brick stable is
listed as covered with wood and meas-
uring 24 by 120 feet. The material

of the roof is identified as lead, a rare
luxury for the time.

Seven years later a more informa-
tive policy was issued. This correctly
gives the dimensions of the main

ouse as 60 by 60 and shows two
L-shaped dependencies, reproduced in
the model. The connecting passage-
ways between the main house and the
dependencies were apparently never
built. Rosewell was still standing “like
an old deserted English castle, in
solitary grandeur” when Bishop Meade
saw it sometime prior to 1906, and
an engraving in his Old Churches,
Ministers and Families of Virginia
shows two cupolas on the roof. The
design of the cupolas on the model is
necessarily conjectural.

Together with Christ Church in
Lancaster County, probably by the
same craftsman, Rosewell contained
the finest brickwork in all of North
America. Flemish bond was used
throughout, with random glazed
headers, and all corners an§ jambs
were of rubbed brick. In the splendid
doorways were gauged brick, chosen
for color and rubbed smooth on all
faces. Rosewell’s doorways are similar
to those of Christ Church. Both
are similar to plates 23 and 27 of
William Salmon’s Palladio Lon-
dinensis, but as this was published in
London in 1734, it could not have
been the exact precedent for Rosewell.
Gauged brick was also used at Rose-
well on the belt courses, sill aprons and
segmented window arches.

The window treatment of Rosewell
was unusual. The arrangement of
two long fagades with wider windows
in the center is found only in the
dependencies of Shirley. This motif is
also to be seen in the reconstructed

when Jefferson’s own Shadwell burned governor’s palace in Williamsburg. The

he “cherished some treasonable
thoughts of leaving these my native
hills. Indeed I should be much happier
were I nearer to Rosewell. . . . How-
ever the gods I fancy were apprehensive
that if we were placed together we
should pull down the moon or play
some such devilish prank with their
works.”

The house passed out of the hands
of the Page family in 1838, with the
death of John Page’s second wife, and
was drastically “modernized” by a
certain Thomas Booth, who removed
both the paneling and the superb
roof. Rosewell succumbed finally to
fire in 1916, but portions of the walls
and foundation have survived. Evi-
dence shows that in addition to the
main house there were two dependen-
cies, on the east and on the west,
and a stable. An insurance policy of
1802 described the east outbuilding as
a structure measuring 24 by 60 feet,
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high arched windows gracing the

end pavilions, resembling the windows
of Christ Church, are, in Virginia,
unique in their placement except for
those in the Peyton Randolph house
in Williamsburg.

Stone was used to emphasize the
structural element, playing a decorative
as well as a functional role. Probably
imported from Portland, England,
it was used for pilaster bases and
capitals in the doorways as well as for
windowsills, keystones, the rim of
the parapet, chimney caps and the
flight of steps at the entrance.

It has been proposed that the design
of Rosewell, if not its execution, was
the work of an English architect,
but thus far he has not been identified,
nor has a corresponding plate from
an English plan book. More than any
other Virginia mansion, Rosewell
reflected the basic tenets of the
English Palladians, and although



B A e

1
.\‘ N

|

: i Al

Jefferson carefully studied their pub-
lished schemes, his earliest architec-
tural drawings depart from the strict
formula, if not the ideals, laid down
by the architectural books. Aside from
his great attachment to the place,
there is nothing in the record to sug-
gest that Rosewell offered much in the
way of architectural inspiration to

the young Jefferson.

Photographs taken before the fire
indicate that the interiors were very
fine. The great stairway on the far left
as one entered had a magnificent
terminal scroll, twisted balusters and
step ends enriched with C scrolls
and feathering. The newel posts were
carved with vines and flowers, and
the superb fascia on the second floor
had scrolls, flowers and feathered
leaves carved on the surface.

Little remains—beyond small frag-
ments—of the interior, or indeed of
the walls, but there is a description by
one who knew them. John Page’s
youngest daughter, Anne Page Saun-
ders, wrote that “The grand staircase
was . . . an object of admiration to
all who saw, or ascended it, and looked
down upon the large hall, with its
wainscoted walls of mahogany, and
pillasters of Corinthian order, and the
great hearth and marble mantelpiece.
All the rooms were wainscoted with
wood of different colors, and had
marble mantels, the ceilings were also
of great height.” r.N.
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9 John Page of Rosewell
JOHN WOLLASTON
active 1735-1767

Oil on canvas

121.9x96.5 (48 x 38)

Lent by the College of William and
Mary, Williamsburg, Virginia

John Page, eldest son of Mann Page 11
and Alice Grymes, was born on

April 17, 1743, at the magnificent
family estate of Rosewell, which he
was later to inherit. “Dear Page,” as
Jefferson addressed him in their
exuberant letters, was one of the
closest friends of his youth. Like
Jefferson, John Page was a student of
the illustrious Dr. William Small

at the College of William and Mary,
and the love of mathematics there
imbibed led Page on to a lifelong
attachment to astronomy. He was later
a founder of the Society for the
Promotion of Useful Knowledge,
formed in Williamsburg in 1773 and
modeled on the Royal Society in
London. Jefferson was often at the
Page family seat—*“1I reflect often with
pleasure on the philosophical even-
ings . . . at Rosewell”—and Page was
his chosen companion not only for
philosophical and astronomical pur-
suits but in the difficulties of his
unsuccessful courtship of Rebecca
Burwell, Jefferson’s “Belinda.” It was
Page whom Jefferson fancifully invited
to share an antidotal voyage to
“England Holland France Spain Italy
(where I would buy me a good



fiddle) and Egypt” in a vessel named
the Rebecca, or again to inhabit a
small castle in the air with room for
Belinda should she reconsider: “I
think to build. No castle though I
assure you, only a small house which
shall contain a room for myself and
another for you, and no more, unless
Belinda should think proper to favor us
with her company. ...”

In about 1765 Page married Frances
Burwell, daughter of Robert Burwell
of Isle of Wight County, a member of
the governor’s council. On her
mother’s side she was the grand-
daughter of Thomas (““Scotch Tom”)
Nelson, first of that name in Virginia.
No fewer than five of the Pages’
nine surviving children married into
the family of Thomas Nelson, and
the Nelsons launched John Page’s
political career by bringing their young
kinsman to the attention of Lord
Botetourt and later Lord Dunmore,
whose displeasure Page earned by his
“Whiggish principles” while serving
on Dunmore’s council.

As the Revolution gathered force,
Page played a prominent part in the
events within Virginia. He was a
member of the Virginia convention
that simultaneously called for inde-
pendence and set about drafting a state
constitution—the first in the country
—on May 15, 1776. The framing
of a new government at Williamsburg
was a project close to Jefferson’s
heart, and though he was then in
Philadelphia at the Continental
Congress, he drafted three versions and
sent the final one on by George
Woythe in mid-June 1776. In almost
the same period of time, he was work-
ing on the Declaration of Independ-
ence, and it is believed that Page
was one of a few friends favored with a
copy of the first draft. “I am highly
pleased with your Declaration. God
preserve the united States. We know
the Race is not to the swift nor the
Battle to the strong. Do you not
think an Angel rides in the Whirlwind
and directs this storm?”

Meanwhile Virginia had elected
its first governor, Patrick Henry, and
Page himself was voted lieutenant
governor. One of his first responsibili-
ties was that of contriving a state
seal, an enterprise about which he con-
sulted Jefferson. The two friends
opposed each other in the contest of
1779 for governorship, but ““it was
their competition, not ours,” as Jeffer-
son said, and when Jefferson won by
a small margin their old affection was
unimpaired. Page served as a rep-
resentative of Virginia to the first four
Congresses, from 1789 to 1797, and
in 1802 became governor of Virginia,
succeeding James Monroe.

This portrait is one of the finest
productions of the English face-painter
John Wollaston. Within a very per-

sonal style the artist has observed the
accessories of gun, powder flask, hat
and brace of quail with such accuracy
that the mechanism of the fowling
piece could be recreated by a good
gunsmith. George Groce calls this
interest in objects the “Americaniza-
tion” of John Wollaston. The portrait
probably dates from about 1756 or
1757, when the artist was painting
practically the whole Page family. One
can imagine that the sittings took
place in the sumptuous setting of
Rosewell.

Wollaston’s distinctive drawing of
the eye in oriental fashion, char-
acteristic of most of his portraits,
might be explained in part by a pas-
sage from Hogarth’s Analysis of Beauty
of 1753: “Some features are formed
so as to make this or that expression of
a passion more or less legible: for
example, the little narrow Chinese eye
suits a loving or laughing expression
best.” The painter found this “smiling
eye” convention most suitable for
the portrayal of the prosperous and con-
tented aristocrats of the colonies. T.T.
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10 Mann Page III and His Sister Elizabeth

JOHN WOLLASTON
active 1735-1767

Oil on canvas
124.4x101.6 (49 x 40)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

Mann Page, the third of that name,
was the eldest son of Mann Page 11
and his second wife, Anne Corbin
Tayloe of Mount Airy, and thus half-
brother to {ohn Page. He was born
at the family seat ot Rosewell in about
1749 and was educated at the Col-
lege of William and Mary.

Mann Page, Jr., as he was styled, had
already taken his place in the House
of Burgesses by the spring of 1774,
when the news of the Boston Port Act
swept south to Williamsburg. Jef-
ferson and other members proposed a
solemn day of fasting and prayer to
mark the depth of Virginia’s outrage at
this treatment of her sister colony,
and on May 24 the House of Burgesses
passed the Fast Day Resolution.
Lord Dunmore lost little time in dis-
solving that body, and the members
adjourned as usual to the Apollo
Room, where on May 27, 30 and 31
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Mann Page set his signature beside
Jefferson’s in a series of documents
expressing Virginia’s full support for
the inhabitants of Massachusetts in
their “most piteous and melancholy
Situation.” These were the turbulent
months which saw delegates elected for
the first Congress, among them Jef-
ferson, who wrote his Summary View
of the Rights of British America for
the occasion.

In 1777 Mann Page was a delegate
to the Continental Congress with
Jefferson, Thomas Nelson and George
Wythe. He had married his cousin
Mary Tayloe of Mount Airy in 1776
and had inherited the great Page
house, Mannsfield, in Spotsylvania
County near Fredericksburg. The
architect Benjamin Henry Latrobe
dined there soon after his arrival
in Virginia in 1796 and left one of the
few contemporary descriptions: “I
dined with Mr. Minor at Mr. Man
Page’s at Mansfield where I met
several gentlemen of the town and of
the neighborhood. Mr. Page’s house is
of stone of a good but coarse grit in
the style of the Country Gentlemen’s
house in England of 50 years ago.”

Mann Page’s sister Elizabeth, called



Betsey, was born at Rosewell in

about 1762, the sixth of seven children
of this marriage. At about age twenty
she became the second wife of Ben-
jamin Harrison of Brandon (1743-
1807), Jefferson’s good friend of
college years, whose first wife was
Anne Randolph of Wilton. It seems
almost certain that Jefferson obliged
his friend with advice in the building
of Brandon, his handsome estate on
the James River. A sketch believed
to be of the central building survives
among Jefferson’s architectural
drawings.

Although this double portrait is
unsigned, there is no doubt that the
painting belongs in Wollaston’s
oeuvre, for all the distinctive stylistic
traits of the artist are present. The
almond eye, the graceful fingertips, the
slashing highlights on the drapery,
the preference for warm colors, the
casually painted lace—*all tell the
hand of Wollaston was there,” as
Francis Hopkinson wrote in his poem
of 1758 in praise of the painter.

About the same time that the artist
painted the Page children, he com-
pleted another half-length of two
children for the Custis family which
can be dated with certainty before
October 1757, when the artist signed
a receipt of payment from Martha
Custis. The same composition, a
standing boy and a seated girl, was used
in both paintings. In both, the ex-
tended left arm of the boy serves as a
means of uniting the two figures.
Cardinals fluttering on the boys’ wrists
—the exotic “Virginia red-bird” so
prized by the fashionable in France
and England at this period—are almost
identical.

Mann Page’s sister is seated, hold-
ing the ubiquitous Wollaston doll.
This accessory first appears in the
New York portrait of Isabella Morris
of ¢. 1750. In 1753, when Wollaston
was working at Annapolis, the doll
appeared again as a prop in the paint-
ing of Rebecca Calvert; and finally,
the doll was used in several Virginia
portraits, including those of Elizabeth
Randolph and Mary Lightfoot. T.T.

11 The Children of Philip Grymes of Brandon

Attributed to JOHN HESSELIUS
1728-1778 -

Oil on canvas c. 1750

165.1 x 137.1 (65 x 54)

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

Lucy Grymes, daughter of Colonel
Philip and Mary Randolph Grymes of
Brandon, the Grymes family seat on
the Rappahannock River in Middlesex
County, is portrayed here at about

age seven in the company of her three
brothers, Philip Ludwell, {ohn Ran-
dolph and Charles. On July 29, 1762,
she became the wife of Jefterson’s
friend Thomas Nelson and later
traveled with him to Philadelphia,
where Nelson signed the Declaration
of Independence as a member of the
Virginia delegation. They were to have
eleven children, five of whom married
sons and daughters of John Page of
Rosewell. The marquis de Chastellux,
an admirer of Thomas Nelson, spoke
well of Lucy Nelson’s cordial manner,
when he paid the family a visit at
their modest country retreat Offley in

April 1782, shortly after Nelson’s term
as governor. Thomas Nelson was
absent on business, but so many mem-
bers of the Nelson family gathered

to do the marquis honor, he reported,
“all called Nelsons, and distinguished
only by their Christian names . . .

that . . . during the two days which I
spent in this truly patriarchal house,

it was impossible for me to find out
their degree of relationship.” Lucy
Nelson lived to the venerable age of
eighty, surrounded by her many
children and their descendants.

The paths of Lucy’s brothers Philip
and John, both educated at Eton,
were later to part under the pressures
of the Revolution. Philip Ludwell
Grymes, the elder, went on to com-
plete his schooling at Oxford and later
inherited Brandon Plantation. He
was a burgess for Middlesex County,
when Lord Botetourt dissolved the
House of Burgesses in 1769, and
joined his brother-in-law Thomas
Nelson and Thomas Jefferson in sign-
ing the historic Nonimportation
Resolutions drafted by George Mason.
John Randolph Grymes, here still in
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skirts, eventually sided with the
Loyalists, allying himself with Lord
Dunmore’s attempt to regain his posi-
tion by force. Dunmore regarded
Grymes as an ornament to his cause,
writing to Lord George Germaine that
he had the support of a member of
the first family of Virginia, a gentle-
man of fortune, amiable character and
strict honor. John Randolph Grymes
served as a major in the Queen’s
Rangers until 1778, when he resigned
and moved to England. There he
married his cousin Susanna Randolph,
daughter of John Randolph, once
attorney general of Virginia and, like
Grymes, a Loyalist refugee. In Eng-
land, Grymes served as an officer in the
corps of American Loyalists raised in
anticipation of Napoleon’s invasion of
England. He later returned to Vir-
ginia and prospered as a planter in
Orange County.

This very large, unsigned group
portrait of four colonial children has
been attributed variously to Charles
Bridges and to John Hesselius, but the
size and unsophisticated composition
of the painting have no parallels in



the known work of either painter.
Charles Bridges can be eliminated from
authorship, since he died in England
in 1747. The painting cannot be of
the sitters listed and still be painted
before about 1750, for Lucy, the little
girl in adult costume, was born in
1743. Her brother Philip was born in
1746, John the following year and
baby Charles in 1748/1749. The at-
tribution to John Hesselius seems

the best that can be made in the
known circumstances. He seems to
have been in Williamsburg in 1750
and at Yorktown in the spring of 1751,
since postal records reveal that his
father Gustavus received letters from
someone, possibly John, from these
places during these years.

John Hesselius, the American son
of the Swedish painter Gustavus
Hesselius of Philadelphia, was born
in 1728. With the minimal training
given to him by his father, and at only
twenty-two years of age, he ventured
into Virginia seeking employment
as a portrait painter. His presence in
Virginia is confirmed by his signed
works of 1751 for the Fitzhugh family.

The young artist must be forgiven
the simple composition of the portrait
and the general oddity of the back-

round landscape and architectural
details. The individual children were
drawn and painted separately, with
great attention given to the heads.
The features of their faces are lined up
on a central vertical axis, giving a
slightly concave effect. This character-
istic manner of drawing is found
again and again in the paintings of
John Hesselius and gives his work a
certain naive charm. T.T.

12 Thomas Nelson

Attributed to MASON CHAMBERLIN
d. 1787

Oil on canvas

74.8x61.4 (29%2 x 24%8)

Lent by the Virginia Museum of
Fine Arts, Richmond

Thomas Nelson was born into the
influential Nelson family of Yorktown
on December 26, 1738, the eldest
son of William Nelson, president of
the governor’s council, and Elizabeth
Burwell. His grandfather, Thomas
(“Scotch Tom”) Nelson, was a
founder of Yorktown. At the age of
fourteen he was sent abroad to be edu-
cated at the Hackney School in Lon-
don and Christ’s College, Cambridge.
While on the voyage homeward in
1761 he was elected to the House of
Burgesses as a representative of York
County. When he and Thomas
Jefferson became acquainted in Wil-
liamsburg, Nelson was the elder by
five years, already with the polish of a
British education and responsibilities
in the legislature. By 1763, when
Jefferson was hesitating between his
Belinda and his dream of a trip to
England, Nelson was a settled married
man, having taken Lucy Grymes of
Middlesex County as his wife on
July 29, 1762. But the two were good
friends, and when Jefferson lost his
library and papers in the fire that
destroyed Shadwell in 1770, Nelson
wrote to assure him that “nothing can
give me so much pleasure as to render
you every service that is in my power.”

Together Nelson and Jefferson
signed the Nonimportation Resolu-
tions of 1769 and nearly every other
important document in Virginia’s
progress to revolution. At the Virginia
constitutional convention of 1776,
it was Nelson who introduced the
resolution calling on Congress to de-
clare the colonies free and inde-
pendent, and when the resolution was
passed on May 15, he carried the
historic instructions to the other Vir-
ginia delegates in Philadelphia. His
name appears with theirs on the
Declaration of Independence. He was
forced to resign his seat in Congress
in May 1777 due to ill health. But
Admiral Howe threatened the shores
of Virginia, and by August Nelson was
serving as commander-in-chief of the
Virginia forces. When Congress
urgently requested troops, he raised
them at his own expense and marched
with them to Philadelphia in 1778.
He returned to Congress in 1780, but
again ill health forced him to retire
to Virginia, where he reorganized the
militia and supported by his exten-
sive credit the large sums needed to
maintain two Virginia regiments and
the French fleet and armaments.

The perceptive Chastellux, who
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met Thomas Nelson at the siege of
Yorktown, pronounced him “a good
and gallant man in every possible
respect,” and the closing actions of his
public life confirm this. In 1781 he
succeeded Jefferson as governor of
Virginia, at Jefferson’s recommenda-
tion, in a time of great military crisis.
He brought forces to the aid of
Washington at Yorktown and did not
hesitate to lead the firing on the
Nelson mansion, which was being
used by Cornwallis as a headquarters.
He was at Washington’s side to
receive the surrender of Cornwallis on
October 19, 1781. His service to the
Revolution complete and his fortune
exhausted, he retired to Offley, a
small wooden house in Hanover
County which served as a refuge for
his family during the Revolution.
Although the painting of Thomas
Nelson is unsigned, the family tradi-
tion that it was painted in London
by Mason Chamberlin has never been
questioned. Chamberlin drew his
patronage from the merchant class,
and Thomas Nelson’s father had many
business connections in London. In
the early part of his life Chamberlin
was employed as a clerk in a mer-
chants’ counting house; later he
studied painting with Francis Hayman.
Edward Edwards wrote of him, “He
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painted portraits with tolerable
success, some of which possess great
force and resemblance.”

This handsome portrait of Thomas
Nelson was painted in the decade
between 1752 and 1762 and is one of
the early works assigned to Cham-
berlin. The artist has observed the
sitter carefully and has rendered with
careful control the details of the
costume, allowing the head, with its
rather florid coloring, to dominate the
painting.

Peter Pindar (John Wolcot) in
Ode VI to the Royal Academicians
flatters Chamberlin, though with
some reservations:

Thy Portraits, Chamberlin, maybe
A likeness, far as I can see

But, faith, I cannot raise a single

feature:
Yet, when it so shall please the Lord

To make his people out of board,
Thy pictures will be tolerable nature.

T.T.



13 Francis Fauquier

BENJAMIN WILSON 1721-1788
Oil on canvas ¢. 1757
91.5x 71 (36 x 28)

Collection of the Thomas Coram
Foundation for Children, London
NOT IN EXHIBITION

Jefferson greatly admired Governor
Francis Fauquier (17047-1768),
whom he regarded as “the ablest man
who had ever filled that office.”
Fauquier arrived in Virginia in 1758.
Before that he had been a successful
merchant as a director of the South
Sea Company and had then spent
some time in the army. His interest in
science earned him a Fellowship of

the Royal Society, and he continued

to send reports back to London on
natural phenomena in the New World.
The governor became a popular

figure, not only socially, but politically,
for he was sympathetic to Virginian
views and acted as the colony’s spokes-
man with the imperial government.

In the controversy over the Stamp Act
of 1765, Fauquier played a moderat-
ing role, explaining that the protests

to the king and to Parliament sent by
the Virginia Assembly were merely
the Virginians “praying to be per-

mitted to tax themselves.” He man-
aged to preserve his dignity and
popularity in the difficult time when
the obnoxious stamps actually ar-
rived in Williamsburg, and by tact
prevented any of the scenes of violence
which took place in other American
colonies. Fauquier died in Williams-
burg and was buried in Bruton
Church. His will showed both his
scientific and humanitarian mind, for
he permitted his body to be opened
if the cause of his death could not be
established, and he arranged for his
slaves to be kept together as families
and to choose their new masters.
Jefferson was at the College of
William and Mary from 1760 to 1762
and remained in Williamsburg for
another three years to study law with
George Wythe. Perhaps as an under-
graduate he was introduced to the
governor. Certainly, together with
Woythe and William Small, professor
of natural philosophy at William
and Mary, Jefferson became a frequent
visitor at the palace. For the young
and still impressionable Jefferson,
Fauquier represented a larger and more
cultivated world than he had hitherto
experienced. The conversation at
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the governor’s hospitable table ranged
over many subjects, including science,
religion and philosophy, where no
doubt Jefferson heard unfamiliar
points of view and so enlarged his
mind. He said many years later that
“at these dinners I have heard more
good sense, more rational and philo-
sophical conversation than in all my
life besides.” In the broader field of
good manners and gentlemanly com-
portment, Fauquier’s example gave an
additional polish and tone to Wil-
liamsburg society where he lived in
considerable state, and Jefferson
acknowledged that it was “the finest
school of manners and morals that
ever existed in America.”

Fauquier was a governor and bene-
factor of the Foundling Hospital,
London, and presentet% this portrait to
it in 1757 shortly before leaving
for Virginia. The painting was at one
time believed to be by Richard Wilson
the landscape painter. Portraits of
Fauquier and his wife are included in
Hogarth’s The Wollaston Family
of 1730. r.w.
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14 Lord Botetourt

WILLIAM HOARE c. 1707-1792
Oil on canvas

122.2 x 99 (49% x 39)

Lent by His Grace the Duke of
Beaufort

The appointment of Norbonne
Berkeley, Lord Botetourt (1717-
1770), as governor-general of Virginia
in 1768 caused some adverse com-
ment in England, because of his
questionable financial position, and in
the Letters of Junius he was described
as “a cringing, bowing, fawning,
sword-bearing courtier.” Such stric-
tures were exaggerated, for Botetourt
received his peerage and the political
office of Lord of the Bedchamber in
return for his active support of the
government. Lord Botetourt’s decision
to go to Virginia, as the first resident
governor-general for nearly seventy-five
years, was extremely flattering to the
colony, and he was well received in
Williamsburg. This set the tone for his
administration, which was at a time

of strained relations between the
imperial government and the colonies,
in the aftermath of the Stamp Act
(1765) and the Townshend Acts
(1767), and Botetourt’s tact and
charm helped to smooth over the
differences. Social life in Williamsburg
became more elaborate and sophisti-
cated under his urbane leadership, and
something of the more polished at-
mosphere of the metropolis was
introduced to Virginia. The governor’s
extensive entertaining was done not
only for the obvious pleasure he took
in convivial living but also with the
political aim of creating support
through personal contact with the
leading men of the colony. It also
served to enhance the dignity of his
position. Much of eighteenth-century
politics and business was conducted

at the dinner table and the long
potations afterwards, and sometimes
over fifty people sat down together

at the palace.

Jefterson was in Williamsburg at
the time of the governor’s arrival and
shortly afterwards began his political
career as a burgess for Albemarle
County in the assembly of 1769.
Although so recently elected, Jefferson
prepared the resolution for the ad-
dress of thanks to the governor at the
opening of the session. Botetourt’s
graciousness did not prevent the
assembly asserting in respectful, but
determined, language the rights of
Virginia and their support for Massa-
chusetts then embroiled with the
British administration. The governor
had no option but to dissolve the
assembly. Opposition was not, how-
ever, subdued, for the burgesses moved
to the Raleigh Tavern and there
formed an association for the non-



importation of British goods. Jefferson
was one of the signers of the
agreement.

The next session of the House of
Burgesses also took place in 1769 and
Jefferson was again returned. Relations
between the British government and
the colonies had temporarily im-
proved, and Botetourt’s conciliatory
behavior created an atmosphere of
harmony. Consequently, on his sudden
death in 1770, Lord Botetourt was
genuinely mourned, and his funeral
was the most elaborate ceremony ever
seen in colonial Virginia. A statue
was erected to him, as “the best of
Governors and the best of Men,” and
stood outside the Williamsburg
capitol building.

Later Jefferson believed that “Lord
Botetourt’s great respectability, his
character for integrity, and his general
popularity, would have enabled him
to embarrass the measures of the
patriots exceedingly. His death was,
therefore, a fortunate event for the
cause of the Revolution.” R.w.

15 The Botetourt gold medal
MC CARTNEY and BAYLEY

Gold

4.3 (11%4¢) diam.

Inscribed on obverse: REGNANTE
GEORGIO TERTIO MUSIS AMICO, and
beneath bust: QUAESITUM MERITIS.
On reverse: GUL® ET MAR® TRADUNT
BLARO CHART' COL*, and beneath
group: ANNO REGNI/QUARTO

Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,
Richmond

Governor Botetourt established two
gold medal prizes for classical studies
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and mathematics at the College of
William and Mary. They were awarded
for four years from 1772 to 1775.

The present example was given to
James White for mathematics in 1775.
James Madison, afterwards president
of the college and first Episcopal
bishop of Virginia, who had been at
school with Jefferson, won the classical
gold medal in 1772. The medal has
the effigy of George III with a dedica-
tion in Latin “Friend of the Muses,”
which is not excessive flattery, for

the king was a patron of the arts. On
the reverse is shown a representation of
President James Blair, founder of the
college, receiving the royal charter
from William IIT and Mary. The dies
still survive and are signed by the
makers McCartney and Bayley.

The classics formed the basis of a
gentleman’s education at school or
university in the eighteenth century.
Mathematics was the other main
subject taught, but it assumed less
importance. Jefferson studied both at
the College of William and Mary,
having already been well grounded in
Greek and Latin at the school run by
the Reverend James Maury, “‘a correct
classical scholar.” Francis Walker
Gilmer, a school fellow, recorded,
“Even when at school he used to be
seen with his Greek Grammar in his
hand while his comrades were enjoying
relaxation in the interval of school
hours.” Jefterson, looking back on his
youth, wrote of his debt to the
classics: “Among the values of classical
learning, I estimate the luxury of
reading the Greek and Roman authors
in all the beauties of their originals,
And why should not this innocent and
elegant luxury take its preeminent
stand ahead of all those addressed
merely to the senses? I think myself
more indebted to my father for this
than for all the other luxuries his cares
and affections have placed within my
reach. ... When the decays of age
have enfeebled the useful energies of
the mind, the classic pages fill up
the vacuum of ennui, and become
sweet composers to that rest of the
grave into which we are all sooner or
later to descend.” It was not only in
old age that Jefferson found solace
in classical literature, for his Common-
place Book is full of quotations from
Greek and Latin authors, and his
library included an extensive selection
from the classical philosophers,
moralists and historians. In common
with other educated men of the day,
Jefferson regarded them as models
for style in writing, oratory, law, morals
and politics. The founders of the
United States were deeply conscious
of the influence of republican Rome
on the forms of their government, on
the virtues of patriotism and civic
rectitude and even on the use of such
words as senate, capitol and Cin-
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cinnatus. In spite of his insistence on
the importance of useful knowledge,
Jefferson made no attempt to abolish
the professorship of Greek and Latin
when he reorganized the College of
William and Mary. Indeed, in Notes
on the State of Virginia he com-
mented: “The learning Greek and
Latin, I am told, is going into disuse in
Europe. I know not what their
manners and occupations may call for;
but it would be very ill-judged in

us to follow their example in this
instance.”

Dr. William Small was the professor
of natural philosophy, by which was
meant science, during Jefferson’s stay
at the college, and he also taught
mathematics. He was clearly the out-
standing intellectual figure there at the
time and had a great influence on
Jefterson, who remembered him grate-
fully in his Autobiography. “It was
my great good fortune, and what
probably fixed the destinies of my life
that Dr. Wm. Small of Scotland
was then professor of Mathematics, a
man profound in most of the useful
branches of science, with a happy
talent of communication correct and
gentlemanly manners, & an enlarged
and liberal mind.” Toward the end of
his life, when Jefferson had to con-
duct his grandson through a course of
mathematics, he wrote: “I have re-
sumed that study with great avidity. It
was ever my favorite one. We have
no theories there, no uncertainties
remain on the mind: all is demon-
stration and satisfaction.” R.w.




16 Lord Dunmore

SIR JOSHUA REYNOLDS 1723-1792
Oil on canvas 1765
236 x 146 (93 x 57%2)

Lent by Mrs. E. Murray, Edinburgh

John Murray, fourth Earl of Dunmore
(1732-1808), was appointed gover-
nor of Virginia in 1771, the last royal
governor to hold the office. He had
already been governor of New York.
His relations with the Virginia As-
sembly were bad, as he prorogued the
assembly in 1772 and dissolved it

in 1773 and 1774 for obstructive
behavior. Eventually the governor
found the situation intolerable, much
of the trouble having been caused

by his own provocative and high-
handed actions, and retired the seat

of government to a British man-of-war,

bringing all relations with the as-
sembly to an end. On his return to
England he sat in the House of Lords
as a representative peer of Scotland,
and later was governor of the Bahamas
1787-1796. Lord Dunmore’s
daughter, Augusta, was illegally mar-
ried to the Duke of Sussex, son of
George III.

Because of his recent marriage,
Jefferson did not take an active part in
the early sessions of Dunmore’s
governorship. His relations with the
governor were slight except for a
request to Jefferson to provide a plan
for an extension to the College of
William and Mary. From 1773 as the
political crisis worsened, Jefferson
took his part in the opposition move-
ment, such as participating on the
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standing Committee of Correspond-
ence, and was one of the leaders of the
Raleigh Tavern meetings. In 1774
Jefferson was chosen as part of the
Virginia delegation to the Continental
Congress in Philadelphia, and his
proposed instructions to the delegates
were published under the title of A
Summary View of the Rights of
British America. Both as a writer and

a politician Jefferson was gaining in
stature and experience in these last
years of the colonial period and
preparing for his role in the Revolu-
tion and the Declaration of
Independence. r.w.
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17 Madonna of Saint Jerome

MATTHEW PRATT 1734-1805
Qil on canvas 1764/1766
77.8 x 60.0 (30% x 23%)

National Gallery of Art. Gift of
Clarence Van Dyke Tiers 1945

During the first two weeks of. March
1773, Matthew Pratt was in Williams-
burg seeking portrait commissions
and advertising for sale ““a small but
very neat Collection of PAINTINGS,
which are now exhibiting at Mrs.
Vobe’s, near the Capitol; among which
are, first, a very good Copy of Cor-
reggio’s ST. JEROME, esteemed to be
one of the best pictures in Italy. ...”
Mirs. Vobe ran the King’s Arms on

the Duke of Gloucester Street, one of
the most genteel taverns in Williams-
burg, with a clientele that included
William Byrd 111, George Washington
and Thomas Jefferson. The “very
good Copy” after Correggio that was
on display at the King’s Arms had
been copied by Pratt from Benjamin
West’s copy after Correggio’s original.
Pratt had made his copy while study-
ing with West in London between
1774 and 1776.



While there is no direct evidence
that Jefferson visited the King’s Arms
during the period of Pratt’s exhibi-
tion, he was in Williamsburg at the
time, from March 4 to March 13,
meeting with the burgesses at the
capitol, a block away. While in town
he twice visited the Raleigh Tavern,
directly across the Duke of Gloucester
Street from the King’s Arms, and he
did personal errands at a number of
shops in the neighborhood.

onsidering Jefferson’s innate
curiosity about things and his keen
interest in the arts, it is inconceivable
that he did not take advantage of
his proximity to the King’s Arms to
drop in to see Pratt’s paintings. They
were the first copies after the Old
Masters recorded as having been in
Virginia—in a day when good copies
were considered very respectable
substitutes for originals. They would
probably have given Jefferson his
first opportunity to see, in color, rep-
resentations of masterpieces he would
have known by reputation but, at
best, could have seen only through
black and white engravings or book
illustrations. A final attraction for
Jefferson would have been the copy of
Correggio’s renowned Madonna of
Saint Jerome, which, according to
contemporary reputation, was one of
the most perfect pictures ever painted.

All things considered, it can be
assumed that Jefferson saw Pratt’s
Madonna of Saint Jerome at the
King’s Arms. He did not, however,
buy it; nor did the subject suit his
fancy enough to add to the list of
copies of paintings he desired for the
decoration of Monticello. Nor did
anyone else buy the painting, for it
descended in the artist’s family until
given to the National Gallery by Pratt’s
great-great-grandson. w.p.c.
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18 Nancy Hallam as “Imogen” in “Cymbeline”

CHARLES WILLSON PEALE
1741-1827

Qil on canvas 1770

127 x 102.8 (50 x 40%2)

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation

By 1770, culture was burgeoning in
the small colonial capitals up and down
the eastern seaboard, and artists of
all sorts, from players to portrait
painters, moved from place to place as
they could find appreciative patrons.
Nancy Hallam had joined David
Douglass’ American Company, when
they visited London during 1764-
1765. The troupe returned to Wil-
liamsburg, after a seven-year absence,
in time for the June Court in 1770.
Staying until August when they went
to Annapolis, the company arrived
again in Williamsburg for the October
General Assembly. On June 14, 1770,
the Virginia Gazette advertised that
“Yesterday Mr. Douglass with his
company of comedians, arrived in town
from Philadelphia; and, we hear,
intend opening the theater in this city,
on Saturday, with the Beggar’s Opera,
and other entertainments.”
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By l770,2eﬁerson had already
begun his lifelong habit of regular
attendance at the theater, and his ac-
count book shows that he bought
tickets to performances on nine
evenings between June 16 and 28, and
that theater going again took many

of his evenings in October and Novem-
ber when the players returned. Since
Cymbeline was part of the com-

pany’s repertoire at that time, we can
almost certainly conclude that Jeffer-
son saw Nancy Hallam as Imogen,

a role which was infinitely appealing

to eighteenth-century audiences as well
as to those of earlier days: that of a
girl, disguised as a boy, forlorn among
surrounding dangers. In the portrait
by Peale, she stands at the dark
entrance to the cave of Belarius and
her royal brothers, and is as much
afraid of the sword she has drawn

to protect herself as of the perils
within.

One William Eddis praised the play
in a letter, noting even that the
scenery “reflected great credit on the
painter,” a statement that lends
credence to the supposition that Peale,
who was known to have painted
stage sets for the company, had been
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enlisted for that production and that
his portrait of Nancy Hallam shows
forest and cave as he made them
appear on the stage. c.s.

19 An Election Entertainment
WILLIAM HOGARTH 1697-1764
Etching and engraving

1755 Third State

40.3 x 54.1 (15% x 21%s)

Signed bottom left: Painted and the

.~ Whole Engraved by Wm Hogarth.
- Bottom right: Published 24tk Febrv

1755, as the Act directs.

National Gallery of Art, Rosenwald
Collection

19a Canvassing for Votes
WILLIAM HOGARTH 1697-1764
Etching and engraving

1757 Third State

40.3x 54.0 (157 x 21%4)

Signed bottom left: Painted by

W. Hogarth. Engraved by C. Grignion.
Bottom right: Published 20t Febrv
1757. As the Act directs.

National Gallery of Art, Rosenwald
Collection

19b The Polling

WILLIAM HOGARTH 1697-1764
Etching and engraving

1758 Second State

40.5 x 54.2 (151846 x 2134)
Signed bottom left: Engrav'd by
W. Hogarth & Le Cave. Bottom
right: Published 20t» Febrv 1758.
As the Act directs.

National Gallery of Art, Rosenwald
Collection

19¢ Chairing the Members
WILLIAM HOGARTH 1697-1764
Etching and engraving

1758 Second State

40.1x 54.4 (151346 x 21%8)
Signed bottom left: Engrav’d by
W. Hogarth & F. Aviline. Bottom
right: Published 18¢ Jan"v 1758 as
the Act directs.

National Gallery of Art, Rosenwald
Collection

The four prints comprising An Elec-
tion, engraved between 1755 and
1758, are a commentary in Hogarth’s
pungent style on a process of great
interest in the colonies, subject as they
were to the British parliament.

An Election Entertainment illus-
trates the extensive eating and drinking
which candidates provided for their
supporters, as well as the close and
often humiliating contact candidates
had to endure with the electorate. This
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theme is continued in Canvassing
for Votes, where the two inns, head-
quarters of the rival candidates,
dispense unlimited hospitality at the
candidates’ expense, while through
competitive bribery they seek to
win over the uncommitted. The actual
election takes place in The Polling.
We see the sick and moribund
brought to the hustings and the
lawyers of the candidates engaged in
argument. Finally in a scene full of
ironic reference, Chairing the Mem-
bers, the mock heroic triumphal
procession degenerates into a free-for-
all and celebrates the successfully
elected members of parliament.
Hogarth'’s engravings were well
known in colonial America and in
Jefferson’s Virginia. Newspapers in
Boston, Philadelphia and Charleston
advertised the sale of prints within

the artist’s lifetime. Most popular were
the moralizing and didactic Industry
and Idleness series, but nearly all
Hogarth’s work was known, and
Benjamin Franklin ordered a com-
plete set of prints from Hogarth
before his death for the Library Com-
pany of Philadelphia. In Williamsburg
a set of An Election and A Midnight
Modern Conversation are recorded
before the Revolution. Thus while
Jefterson did not own any Hogarths at
that time, he undoubtedly saw them
on his frequent trips to book dealers,
who also sold engravings. When his
thoughts later turned to securing
works of art for himself, in his list
dated 1782, the notation “Prints by
Hogarth” appears.

Jefferson was certainly aware of
Hogarth’s aesthetic ideas about the
importance of the rococo serpentine

16

line, a concept which Jefferson

used both in the gardens at Monticello
and in the serpentine walls at the
University of Virginia. Hogarth had
published his thoughts in the Analysis
of Beauty, 1753, a copy of which
Jefterson later included, along with the
cherished Kames and Burke, in the
select library he suggested for John
Skipwith in 1771. r.w.
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20 Measured plan of the governor’s palace, Williamsburg

THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826
Ink on laid paper c. 1768
19 x 24 (7% x 9%2)

Lent by the Massachusetts Historical
Society, Boston

This measured plan, presumed to be
of the then existing governor’s palace
in Williamsburg, which burned in
1781 and was reconstructed in the
twentieth century, was probably made
to allow Jefferson to study changes

in the design. However, it is not
absolutely certain that this is the orig-
inal plan of the palace. It has been
suggested that this may be one of
Jefterson’s several schemes for
remodeling.

Jefterson did not like the governor’s
palace but wrote in his Notes on the
State of Virginia that it was “capable
of being made an elegant seat.” The
plan is very similar to one of his
studies for remodeling shown here
at number 21. Already we see Jeffer-
son’s love of the octagon shape, which
he admired not only for aesthetic
reasons but also because of its pos-
sibilities for introducing maximum
light and air into inner rooms. F.N.

17
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21 Study for remodeling the governor’s palace, Williamsburg

THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826
Ink on laid paper 1779-1781
19.5x 24 (7% x 9%%)

Lent by the Massachusetts Historical
Society, Boston

At the time Jefferson made this draw-
ing, he wrote a letter on the same
paper to Richard Henry Lee dated
January 2, 1780. This is the only other
use of this paper by Jefferson, and
it is the basis for dating this drawing
between 1779 and 1781.

This neoclassical design is the first
proposal in America or Europe for
a temple-form house. In England, the
temple form had been used previously
for garden structures and churches,
but not for a residence. In the nine-
teenth century, the style was to be-
come popular in the Greek revival
period and in Jefferson’s own Roman
Tevival. F.N.

THE LAND OF PROMISE
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22 Measured drawing of the plan and elevation of the Hammond- Harwood House, Annapolis

THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826
Ink on laid paper 1783-1784
19x22.2 (7% x 8%)

Lent by the Massachusetts Historical
Society, Boston

Made by Jefferson on a visit to
Annapolis, this drawing indicates his
development as a draftsman as well

as his great interest in the more
up-to-date houses of Annapolis, which
he preferred to Williamsburg. The
octagonal bows at the end of the

wings of this house were a form he
always admired.

The house is one of the masterpieces
of William Buckland, who represents
the great American success story in
architecture before the Revolution.
Buckland finished Gunston Hall
in Fairfax County, Virginia, and
worked on Sabine Hall and Mount
Airy in Richmond County, Virginia,
before moving to Maryland. Though
he came to America as an indentured
servant, a portrait of him by Charles
Willson Peale shows him dressed
in clothes of the latest fashion and
holding a compass and the plan of this
house. F.N.
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NRLE SEst 1 i 24 Design for an octagonal chapel
, 4 B S ‘
[ "j 4 e [ THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826
‘ ! | . L
o . Ink on laid paper (facsimile
| CI\AM ‘~1 B D B fialt r_. c ]770 P P ( )
5 16.5 x 19 (6%2 x 7V2)

Original at The Huntington Library,
Y San Marino, California
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".E i E] - & J L‘f e \"7'1} ' 5 Jefterson frequently consulted Robert
e = I =R 1 e rjrj‘ Phiturhy Morris’ Select Architecture, pub-
ity % ] j | o [ ished ir}l755,hand Pal]zlidio’s Four
P A ry) i s Books for architectural inspiration. .
Laiboin. Front This octagonal chapel withIths gallery 25 Harpsichord, London 1772
ety bt b 7 tetimr it Ao domm ot Ho gt § 2 # st AN Center altar on a circular plat- JACOB KIRCKMAN 1710-1792, and
e e e b AT b st bhing M s Ho sy oS0l form, presumed to be for Williams- s granam x1RCKMAN 1737-1794

burg, claims both as sources. The
" octagonal form for a chapel clearly
— comes from Morris, but Jefferson tells
us that its exterior with its peristyle
and domed roof derive from the
Temple of Vesta in Rome, reproduced
in Palladio’s Fourth Book. The
neoclassical chapel with its Tuscan
columns, if built, would have been

Case of burled walnut-veneered panels
with solid walnut lid; brass hinges

and hooks for securing lid; separate
trestle stand.

91.5x183x122 (36 x72x 48)

Single keyboard; three registers:

two at 8’ (unison) pitch, one at 4’
(octave) pitch, and a buff stop con-
trolled by four brass knobs at left

and right of nameboard; machine stop
(pedal missing) ; keyboard range FF
(no FF#) to ''".

Lent by Mrs. Charles F. Willis,
Washington

23 Plan for an addition to the College of William and Mary

THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826  open porch, was to be continued
Ink on laid paper (facsimile) around the inner courtyard. As
1771-1772 Whiffen has noted, the circulation ¢ en
23x34.5 (9x 13%) system, an arrangement of suiteson  in sharp contrast to the other buildings
S ) . corridors, departed from the practice  in the town, since it was stylistically
Ongmal at The H‘mtmgton L‘bm‘% estab]ished at Oxford and Cambridge cpnmderabl_y in advance 'Of the tradi-
San Marino, California Universities and at Morden College, tional qrchltecture of lehamsl')urg.
Blackheath. In 1777, Ebenezer Hazard  Whiffen noted that the plan’s
noted in his diary that construction ~ dimensions are the same as those of
had been halted in its early stages “on  the magazme in Williamsburg, but he

Account of the present Troubles.” F.N. concluded that J efferson’s. drawing
was not a plan for remodeling, since

Jefferson specified the number of
bricks he needed to erect the

According to Jefferson’s notes on

this drawing, he made it “at the
request of Ld. Dunmore,” then royal
governor of Virginia. Presumably 1t
was drawn when Jefferson made two
visits to Williamsburg in 1771-1772.

This instrument is typical of English
harpsichords of the second half of
the eighteenth century, both as a

On September 3, 1772, the
Virginia Gazette announced that the
college intended “to make an addi-
tional Building. ...” Jefferson pro-
posed a rectangular quadrangle, rather
than a square, as originally planned,
and reproduced the general form of the
existing structure, shown on the
lower half of the drawing. The arcade
or piazza, a current term for an

building. F.N.
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musical instrument and as furniture.
The Kirckman family and Burkat
Shudi (Tschudi) were by far the best
known and most prolific makers of
harpsichords in eighteenth-century
England, and instruments by both
makers were exported to colonial
America. Kirckman instruments made
before 1772 were signed by Jacob
alone; beginning in 1772 the name of



his nephew, Abraham, who had
become a partner in the firm, was
added. After 1789, Abraham’s name
and occasionally that of his son Joseph
appeared on the nameboard. Jefferson
ordered two Kirckman instruments
in his lifetime, the first in 1786 for
his daughter Martha, during their stay
in Paris. This harpsichord later
crossed the ocean with their baggage,
making the last leg of the journey
from Richmond n a half-wagonload
of hay and arriving safely at Monticello
in 1790. It possessed two keyboards
and its construction, if typical of
Kirckman’s usual “double” instru-
ments, would have included three
registers: an 8’ and 4’ on the lower
keyboard plus an 8’ on the upper,
robably with a buff stop acting on the
ower 8’ and a lute stop acting on
the upper 8'. That the 1786 instru-
ment had a machine stop (for chang-
ing registers by a pedal) and a
Venetian swell (wooden shutters
mounted on top of the instrument,
making the sound soften when closed)
is known from correspondence be-
tween Jefferson and the noted London
historian of music, Dr. Charles Burney,
who watched over the building of
the instrument on Jefferson’s behalf.

A “celestini” (as Jefferson called it)
mechanism, intended to sustain the
sound, was added to the instrument by
Adam Walker, a London piano maker.
This newly patented device was not
usual on harpsichords, but Jefferson
was fascinated with it and ordered it

installed over Kirckman’s objections.
The second harpsichord, for his
daughter Maria, was ordered in 1798
and was probably very similar to
the first. Jefferson described it as “one
of Kirchman’s highest priced, and of a
fine silver tone; double-keyed, but
not with as many pedals as her
sister’s.” The comment about pedals
probably implies that this instrument
did not possess a machine stop. In
1800 Maria was offered her choice
between her harpsichord and the new
Hawkins portable grand, which had
just arrived at Monticello, but wisely
remained loyal to her harpsichord. j.F.

26 English Guitar

JOHN PRESTON, London, late 18th
century

Back and sides: curly maple; belly:
spruce

76 x 38 (30 x 15)
Lent by the Smithsonian Institution

A typical English guitar, the finger-
board is covered with tortoise shell;
tunedcegc’ e F ; six courses of
strings, the top four being double, with
a watch-key tuning device. The firm

of Preston and Son was established in
London in 1774 by John Preston,

who in addition to making musical
instruments soon began to publish
music as well.

The Jefferson family owned a sig-
nificant number of musical instru-
ments, aside from the two harpsichords

iven to Martha and Maria by their
ather. There were several violins, a
spinet, a piano forte ordered by Jeffer-
son from London as a wedding pres-
ent for his future wife, and at least two
guitars. The guitar was a popular in-
strument in Virginia, as the young
tutor Fithian’s description of the musi-
cal education of his charges at Nomini
Hall testifies. As early as 1776 Jeffer-
son’s account book records a purchase
of guitar strings from a Philadelphia
merchant, perhaps for Mrs. Jefferson.
When his daughter Maria joined him
in Paris in 1787, she too began the
study of this instrument, and the guitar
he purchased for her there returned
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with their baggage to Monticello.

Up until about 1825, in both
England and America, the term guitar
referred exclusively to the English
guitar, a type of cittern, as opposed to
the Spanish guitar, which was nor-
mally identified as Spanish. Although
a “Fingerboard for the Spanish
]g]uitar” said to be in Jefferson’s own

and has been recorded among the
musical literature surviving at Monti-
cello, perhaps intended for his grand-
daughter, Virginia Randolph, it is
extremely likely that his household
contained one or more English guitars
similar to the Preston instrument
displayed here. j.F.

27 Armchair

Mahogany, eastern Virginia
1755-1800

99x75x43 (39x29%2x17)

Lent by the Mary Washington House,
Fredericksburg, Association for the
Preservation of Virginia Antiquities

There is evidence of the close cultural
ties between England and Tidewater
Virginia in this armchair, which dates
from the last half of the eighteenth
century. Particular construction de-
tails and design elements relate this
piece to a distinctive group ot chairs
which are traced to eastern Virginia, a
group which is closely English in
character.

The outline of the chair relates it

to a pair of side chairs at the Virginia
Historical Society as well as a side
chair at Colonial Williamsburg. The
dog’s-head arms are close to those

on a pair of armchairs at Shirley
Plantation, situated along the James
River. The chairs are strikingly English
in feeling—sharing with contem-
porary English chairs an anthropo-
morphic expression and foreshortened
proportions. Dog’s-head-carved arms
are found on English chairs of the
Queen Anne and Chippendale periods,



and the stiff, straightened cabriole
legs terminating in heavy balls clutched
by birdlike claws are typical of the
English manner. The outline of the
crest rail with scrolled ears and scrolled
yoke and of the uppermost splat
with vertical ribs ending in rounded
arches with scrolls on either side
repeats an outline frequently exhibited
in English Georgian chairs. The
splat might be a variant of a type of
English and Irish Chippendale chair
which is often seen with vertical ribs in
the upper section and an elongated
pierced-heart section below. This
heart-shaped lower section is sur-
rounded by heavy leaf-carved S-scrolls,
with an elongated heart-teardrop
opening cut out within. In Virginia
this section becomes squatter in shape.
Because of the closeness to Englisﬁ
proportions, it seems unlikely that
this particular eastern Virginia cabinet-
maker based his design for the chairs
upon pattern book drawings, but
more likely upon actual English chairs
with which he was familiar. Certainly
English furniture was considered
high style by eastern Virginia planters,
and this group of chairs points to the
planters’ political, economic and
cultural dependence upon England.
That the style appears to be indigenous
to Tidewater Virginia su§gests the
isolationism of the rural South, more
easily in communication with England
by sea than with their fellow colon-
ists by land. E.c.

28 Cellarette

Walnut and southern hard pine,
second half of the 18th century

Virginia origin. This example reveals
the handsome clarity of form and
admirable restraint of decoration dis-
played in so much southern furniture,
which relied on crisp outline, rich
graining and simple brasses for effect.
The southern cellarette, usually
made in two sections, assumed the
form of a chest on a stand. The hinged
lid of the chest section lifts up to
reveal one large and twelve small com-
partments for the storage of bottles
of wine and spirits. The stand contains
a mixing slide over two drawers. The
plain surface is relieved by simple
moldings around the lid and upper
edge of the stand and an incise Ene,
which defines the mixing slide, two
drawers, skirts and Marlborough legs.
The enormous popularity of the
cellarette in the South in the second
half of the eighteenth century coin-
cided with the increasing specialization
of the use of rooms in the American
home, including a room for dining.
Perhaps it is also symbolic of the
celebrated custom of southern hos-
pitality, a characteristic of plantation
society which has been attributed
to several factors including the social
isolation of agrarian life. E.G.

29 Pair of side chairs

Cherry, eastern Virginia 1755-1800
99.2x54.6x43.8 (39¥8x21¥2 x
17%); 99 x 54 x 43.6

(39 x 21%4 x 1718)

107 x 80.5 x 47.5 (42% x 31% x 18%) Lent by the Virginia Historical Society,

Ink inscription on back of left hand
drawer: 22nd August 1797/ 4 %2

$ 10/4 (last word illegible).

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation

This substantial cellarette of walnut
and southern pine is thought to be of

Richmond

The splats of this pair of cherry wood
side chairs are elaborated versions

of the Mary Washington chair, with
more tightly wound scrolls and crisply
carved bellflowers on the ribs. The
pair relate in the carving of the crest
rails, splats and knees to the pair
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~ Black cherry and ash, Virginia,
probably Williamsburg 1760-1795
' 99x54x50.8 (39x21% x 20)

of cherry armchairs at Shirley Planta-
tion. The knees are carved with a
boldly conceived reversed scallop shell
and leafage descending in a V. Much
in the English tradition are the
flat-arched seat rails. E.G.

tightly scrolled ears bear a marked
similarity to the rest of this distinctive
group 02’ chairs. The handsomel

carved upright scallop shells an
bellflowers of the knees suggest
English prototypes. The chair hasa
history of ownership by the descend-
ants of Alexander Spotswood, who was
the governor of Virginia from 1710

to 1722. E.c.

30 Side chair

Roman numeral 111 in back seat rail,
roman numeral v1 in slip seat

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation

The chair has a history of descent in
the Williamsburg family of Ben-
jamin Waller (1716-1786), and the
well-articulated overall design, delicate
carving and obvious familiarity with
fashionable rococo motifs all suggest
that the cabinetmaker and his client
shared a certain gracious urbanity.
The chair’s restrained sophistication
and simple elegance denote Williams-
burg’s polite society about which
Thomas Jefferson reminisced in 1815,
“I have heard [here in Williams-

burg] more good sense, more rational
and philosophical conversations, than
in all my life besides.” E.c.

32 Coffee pot

JOHN JACOBS

Silver 1734/35

279 (11) high

London hallmark, 1734/35; maker’s
mark of John Jacobs

Lent anonymously

31 Side chair

Mahogany and beech, eastern Virginia
1755-1800

99x58.4x43.8 (39x23x17%)
Roman numeral X in slip seat frame

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg

Foundation The arms engraved on the side are

those of Sir John Randolph (c. 1693-
1737), one of the most distinguished
Virginia lawyers. He was attorney
general of Virginia and speaker of the
House of Burgesses. Randolph com-

The simplified open splat of this
mahogany side chair relates to one on
the Mary Washington armchair, and,
in a more general way, its unmolded,
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pleted his legal training in London as
a member of Gray’s Inn and went
twice to England on business for the
colony. The political eminence of
Randolph, in addition to his family’s
established social position, was en-
hanced by his knighthood. He was the
only Virginian to be so honored during
colonial rule. Jefferson was related to
the Randolphs through his mother,
daughter of Isham Randolph of
Dungeness, brother of Sir John. r.w.

33 Cup and cover
ROBERT TRIMBLE and
BENJAMIN BENTLEY

Silver 1715/16

27x26.4 (10% x 10%)

London hallmark, 1715/16; maker’s
mark for Robert Trimble and
Benjamin Bentley; Britannia standard
mark

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation

The cup is part of a collection of
silver, belonging to Peyton Randolph,
which has returned to his house in
Williamsburg. He was a kinsman of
Jefterson, who admired him, although
their political views differed. After
Randolph’s death in 1775, Jefferson
bought his library.

The decoration was added in the
nineteenth century. r.w.

34 Salver

WILLIAM PEASTON

Silver 1753/54

21.6 (8%2) diam.

London hallmark, 1753/54; maker’s
mark of William Peaston

Lent by the Colonial Williamsburg
Foundation

This salver is one of a pair and part of
a considerable quantity of silver,

nearly five hundred ounces in weight,
which belonged to Peyton Randolph,
king’s attorney and speaker of the
Virginia House of Burgesses. Much of
this plate would have been English,

as local silversmiths were unable to
satisfy the demand for flatware, drink-
ing vessels, tea and coffee services

and all the other necessary table silver
in a gentleman’s house. The Williams-
burg innkeeper, Henry Wetherburn,
had an even larger amount of silver, as
is revealed in an inventory of 1760,

no doubt to serve his more distin-
guished customers at the annual
meeting of the assembly when the -
gentry came in from their estates. It
must also be remembered that in the
days before a regular banking system,
buying silver was an easy way to save
money, as the objects could be quickly
converted into ready cash. rR.w.
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35 Chalice, flagon and alms basin
THOMAS HEMING active 1745-1780
Silver 1764-1767

Chalice: 25.4 (10) high; flagon:

27.3 (10%) high; alms basin: 25.4
(10) diam.

London hallmark, 1764/65 (chalice),
1766/67 (flagon); maker’s mark of
Thomas Heming (chalice and flagon)
Lent by Bruton Parish Church,
Williamsburg, Virginia

The royal arms are those of George III,

36 Cup and cover

PIERRE HARACHE THE ELDER
active 1675-1700

Silver 1686/87

10.5 (4%8) high

London hallmark, 1686/87; maker’s
mark of Pierre Harache the Elder

Lent by the College of William and
Mary in Virginia

The cup is a particularly fine example
of the work of the Huguenot silver-
smiths who came to England to escape
religious persecution. There appeared
to be nothing strange in converting

thereby indicating that the silver

was a gift from the King’s Bounty, a
fund to help the Anglican Church,
although it was Governor Fauquier
who made the presentation shortly
before he died. Other gifts of Com-
munion plate were made by George 111
to churches in America partly as an

act of generosity and partly to en-
courage loyalty to church and crown.
The rim of the basin is an early
nineteenth-century addition, and the
flagon has been reduced in height. r.w.

a posset or caudle cup, originally for
spiced drinks, into one for religious use.
Many of these cups came to the
colonies during the latter part of the
seventeenth century and, because of

a time lag in fashion, would still have
been found in the houses of Virginia
gentry during Jefferson’s boyhood.
Lady Gooch, whose parents’ arms are
engraved on the side, bequeathed the
cup in 1775 to the chapel of William
and Mary in memory of her son, who
had died in Virginia after being edu-
cated at the College of William
and Mary. Her husband, Sir William
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Gooch, was an efficient and popular

overnor of Virginia from 1727 to
1749. The college, founded by royal
charter, was stafted mainly by clergy-
men of the Church of England, and
one of its purposes was “‘that the
Church of Virginia may be furnished
with a seminary of ministers of the
gospel.” The close connection be-
tween church and college continued
down to the Revolution, and Jefferson
was a leading force in attempting to
secularize the institution and transform
it into a state university. R.w.

37 Paten

RICHARD GURNEY AND CO.

active after 1739

Silver 1751/52

14 (5%2) diam.

London hallmark, 1751/52; maker’s
mark of Richard Gurney and Co.
Lent by the College of William and
Mary in Virginia

Like the covered cup by Harache, the
paten is engraved with arms of the

parents of Lady Gooch, although it is
not mentioned in her will. R.w.

.

38 Alms basin

THOMAS FARREN active 1703-1740
Silver 1739/40

24.8 (9% ) diam.

London hallmark, 1739/40; maker’s
mark of Thomas Farren

Inscribed: For the Use of James City

Parish Church

Lent by Bruton Parish Church,
Williamsburg, Virginia

Jamestown, the first English settle-
ment in Virginia, was gradually
abandoned when the capital moved to
Williamsburg in 1699, and the
church had eventually to be closed for
lack of a congregation. The silver,
including the basin, was transferced

to Bruton Parish Church. r.w.

40 Paten

BENJAMIN PYNE active 1684-1724
Silver 1691/92

7.3x279 (27 x11)

London hallmark, 1691/92; maker’s
mark of Benjamin Pyne

Inscribed around rim: Ex poNo pni
EDMUNDI ANDROS, EQUITIS, VIRGINIAE
GUBERNATORIS. ANNO DOM. MDCXCIV.
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39 Chalice and paten

Silver c. 1660

Chalice: 27 (10%8) high; paten:
17.5 (678) diam.

London hallmark; maker’s mark 1W
within oval

Inscribed: Mixe not holy things with
profane; and on base: Ex dono

Francisci Morrison Armigeri. Anno:
Domil, 1661

Lent by Bruton Parish Church,
Williamsburg, Virginia

The donor of the chalice and paten
was Colonel Francis Morrison, deputy
governor of Virginia. As can be seen
with other pieces in the exhibition,
there was a longstanding tradition
among the official leaders of the colony
to give pieces of plate to Anglican
churches. r.w.

IN USUM ECCLESIAE IACOBIPOLIS.
Inscribed in center: Presented by
Hugh Munroe of Mobile/to the
DIOCESE of VIRGINIA/through/REv.
B. B. Leacock, 1856

Lent by Bruton Parish Church,
Williamsburg, Virginia

8 The Anglican Church was the estab-

lished church in Virginia, and so all
government officials and leading mem-
bers of the colony would have been
members and given it their financial
support. It is therefore not surprising
that Sir Edmund Andros, governor

of Virginia from 1692 to 1698, should
have presented this piece of Com-
munion plate to Bruton Parish Church,
Williamsburg, although ironically
there were complaints that he did not
uphold the interests of the church

as he should have done. Nevertheless,
his period of rule appears to have been
successful and the College of Wil-
liam and Mary was founded in 1693
during his governorship. r.w.
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41 Plutarchi Chaeronensis Parallela
seu Vitae parallelae (Geneva: H.
Stephanus, 1572) and Plutarch’s
Lives, in six volumes, translated
from the Greek . . . to which is
prefixed, The Life of Plutarch, by
Mr. Dryden (Edinburgh: printed
by Alexander Donaldson, 1774)
PLUTARCH 46-120 A.p.

Lent by the Library of Congress

The importance of Plutarch’s writings
to eighteenth-century thought can
hardly be overestimated, and the
attraction of the great Greek historian
and biographer for Jefferson, as for
many others, must have been his
emphasis on moral concerns, combined
with a preoccupation with historical
accuracy. Jefferson owned several
editions of Plutarch’s works, including
his Lives. In 1787 while in Paris he
bought a set from Froull¢, and after his
return to the United States, bought
a copy from John Pemberton, a
Quaker in Philadelphia, who wrote on
July 16, 1791, “I send the books
thou paid for 2 months past. they are
not in such good order as I could
have wished. they suffered while in the
Bookseller’s hands—that if thou does
not approve of them I cannot insist on
thy taking them.” A year later, Jefferson
ordered the 1762 edition from Lacking-
ton’s catalogue and in1806 bought
from Roche of Philadelphia Dacier’s
French edition in fourteen volumes.
The Geneva and Edinburgh edi-
tions, conflated and bound in thirteen
volumes, are bound in calf with gilt
backs. Each is initialed by Jefferson
and has his paragraph numerals in the
margins of the text. The Stephanus, or
Geneva, edition was once in the library
of William Byrd, whose signature is on
the title page of the first volume. j.M.E.

42 Metamorphoses (London:
Delphin, 1751)
PUBLIUS OVIDIUS NASO (OVID)
43 B.c~17 AD.
Lent by the Library of Congress
Jefferson was probably first introduced
to Ovid, along with other classical
writers, in the school run by the
Reverend James Maury, a classical
scholar with whom the young Jef-
ferson boarded for two years, be-
ginning at age fourteen. At the end of
that time he had begun his lifelong
habit of reading Latin and Greek in
the original and had formed the basis
for a lasting love of the classical writers.
Three works by Ovid were in
Jefterson’s library when it was sold to
the Library of Congress in 1815,
including a copy of the Metamorphoses
in Latin and one in Old English,
none of which have remained in the
Library of Congress’ collections. J.M.E.



43 Oeuvres de Séneque le philosop

he, traduites en Francois par La

Grange. . .. (A Paris: de I'Imprimerie de J. J. Smits et Cie, an I1I
dela République [1795]) and L Annei Senecae Philosoph Opera ad

optimas editiones collata praemittu

r notitia literaria studiis Societatis

Bipontinae (Biponti: Ex Typographia Societatis, 1782)

SENECA 4 B.C.—65 A.D.
Lent by the Library of Congress

The writings of this Roman phi-
losopher and playwright were an im-
portant element in Thomas Jefferson’s
classical education. As a Roman
philosopher, Seneca is second only to
Cicero, and like Cicero he was an
adherent of the philosophy of Stoicism.
His plays had an important influence
on the Renaissance drama of France
and Italy and on the tragic drama of
Elizabethan England.

Jefferson owned a French and a
Latin edition of Seneca’s works, ex-
hibited here, which he had bound

44 The Morals 1744

The Morals of Cicero. Containing,
concerning the ends of things good
principles of the Epicureans, Stoics

i together in ten volumes with straight
grain red morocco leather and bor-
dered in gilt. This binding was done
by John March in October 1802,
just after Jefferson bought the French
translation from N. G. Dufief. The
Latin edition had been acquired in
Paris in 1786 from Gautier.

Writing to William Short in
October 1819, Jefferson expressed his
opinion that “Seneca is indeed a fine
moralist, disfiguring his work at times
with some Stoicisms and affecting
too much of antithesis and point, yet
giving us on the whole a great deal of
sound and practical morality.” j.M.E.

I. His conferences De Finibus: or,
and evil. In which, all the
, and Academics, concerning the

Ultimate Point of Happiness and Misery, are fully discussed. 1. His
Academics. . . . Translated into English, by William Guthrie, Esq
(London: Printed for T. Waller, 1744)

MARCUS TULLIUS CICERO
106-43 s.c.

Lent by the Library of Congress

Cicero was, unquestionably, the most
influential of the classical writers,

not only in terms of his philosophical
content but in also his means of expres-
sion. It was Cicero’s Latin which was
the universal model for style, and
when Latin was superseded by the
vernacular languages, this influence
was transmitted into the new forms. In

45 Essays
The Essays, or Counsels, civil, & m

his letter to John Adams, written
from Monticello on July 5, 1814,
Jefferson described the great Roman
orator and politician as “able, learned,
laborious, practised in the business

of the world, & honest.”

The copy of Cicero’s Morals in the
exhibition was Jefferson’s. He initialed
the book at signatures I and T. The
bookplate is that of the original
owner Reuben Skelton, the brother-
in-law of Jefferson’s wife, Martha
Wayles Skelton. j.M.E.

oral, of Sir Francis Bacon, Lord

Verulam, Viscount St-Alban: whereunto is added by himself A Table
of the Colours of Good and Evil. Enlarged in many Places, since

the first Edition, by the Honourable Authour himself; and now more
exactly published than formerly. To which is prefixed a Preliminary
Discourse containing sundry remarkable Memoirs concerning this
Noble Authour, his Works, and particularly this of his Essaies
(London: Printed by J. Redmayne for Thomas Palmer, 1663)

SIR FRANCIS BACON,
VISCOUNT ST. ALBANS 1561-1626

Lent by the Library of Congress

It would be difficult to pinpoint any
single influence on a mind as far
ranging as that of Thomas Jefferson;

if one were to attempt it, however,

Sir Francis Bacon would be an obvious
choice. Bacon was a statesman,
essayist and philosopher, who studied
law and became lord chancellor of
England. His motto, “I have taken all

knowledge to be my province,” could
easily have been Jefferson’s, and in
fact Jefferson included him, with
Newton and Locke, in his “trinity of
the three greatest men the world
has ever produced,” as he wrote to
Benjamin Rush, January 16, 1811.
When first published in 1597, the
work contained only ten essays. The
first edition in the form exhibited,
with fifty-eight essays, appeared in
1625. The copy exhibited here was
Thomas Jefferson’s own, with his
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characteristic initial at signature I and
the Library of Congress’ 1815 book-
plate. The book was bound for
Jefferson in Georgetown by John
March, in tree calf with gilt back,

marbled end papers and sprinkled
edges, and is entered in Jefferson’s un-
dated manuscript catalogue with the
price of 9d. j.M.E.

46 A Letter Concerning Toleration (London: ]J. Crowder, 1800)

JOHN LOCKE 1632-1704
Lent by the Library of Congress

Of all the plain statements on the
principles of democracy which influ-
enced Thomas Jefferson’s philosophy
and language, that of John Locke

was preeminent. Locke presupposed an
original and necessary law of reason,
and he based the constitution of
society on it. Consent, for Locke, be-
came a prior condition of the “social
contract,” not a result of it, so that
civil rulers hold their power not
absolutely but conditionally. Jefferson
and Locke viewed government as a

fail to maintain their side of the
contract. The essay on tolerance
reinforced Jefferson’s liberal opinions
and, together with Locke’s other
writings on government, provided a
classic example of the empirical ap-
proach to social and political questions
which still remains the basis o
democratic principles.

The letter, or essay, On Toleration
was first published in Latin in Gouda,
Holland, in 1689. A second edition,
in English, appeared the following
year in London. Jefferson is known to
have bought a copy of the 1790
edition, but it is not in his collection at

moral trust which lapses if the trustees the Library of Congress. j.M.E.

47 The Mathematical Principles of Natural Philosophy (London:
Printed for H. D. Symonds, by Knight & Compton, 1803)

SIR ISAAC NEWTON 1642-1727
Lent by the Library of Congress

“Bacon, Locke and Newton,” Thomas
Jefferson wrote to John Trumbull,

on February 15, 1789, “I consider . . .
as the three greatest men that have
ever lived, without any exception. . . .”
Newton was well known to Jefferson
long before Jefferson bought a 1760
edition of Newton’s works in 1814.
The Principia is generally considered as
the greatest work in the history of
science; it provided the synthesis

of the cosmos and proof of its physical
unity. Newton showed that the im-
portant and dramatic aspects of

nature that were subject to the uni-
versal law of gravitation could be
explained in mathematical terms
within a single physical theory. With
Newton the separation of natural and
supernatural, of sublunar and super-
lunar, worlds disappeared. For the

first time a single mathematical law
could explain the motion of objects on
earth as well as the phenomena of

the heavens. It was this grand concep-
tion that produced a general revolution
in human thought, of which the
Enlightenment, the French and
American revolutions, and Jeffersonian
democracy were the social and

political counterparts. j.M.E.

48 The Second Part of the Institutes of the Laws of England:
containing the exposition of many ancient, and other statutes. . . .
The sixth edition. . . . Authore Edw. Coke Milite, ]. C. . . . (London:
Printed by W. Rawlins, for Thomas Basset, 1681)

SIR EDWARD COKE 1552-1634
Lent by the Library of Congress

No better appraisal of Coke’s Institutes
can be found than this one by

Thomas Jefferson. On January 16,
1814, in a letter to Thomas Cooper, he
wrote, “And all these, by the time

of L4 Coke, had formed so large a
mass of matter as to call for a new
digest, to bring it within reasonable
compass. this he undertook in his
Institutes, harmonising all the deci-
sions and opinions which were recon-
cilable, and rejecting those not so.
This work is executed with so much
learning and judgment, that I do not
recollect that a single position in it

has ever been judicially denied. and
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altho’ the work loses much of it’s
value by it’s chaotic form, it may still
be considered as the fundamental
code of the English law. ...”

It is amusing to contrast this
opinion with that of the youthful
Jefterson who, when a law student at
the age of nineteen, wrote to John
Page, “And too often I am sure to get
through old Cooke [sic] this winter:
for God knows I have not seen him
since I packed him up in my trunk in
Williamsburgh. Welf Page, I do
wish the Devil had old Cooke, for I
am sure I never was so tired of an old
dull scoundrel in my life. ...”

Coke’s Institutes are in four parts:
the first, “a Commentary upon Little-
ton,” is a reprint of Sir Thomas



Littleton’s Tenures; the second con-
tains the text of various statutes from
the Magna Carta to the time of
James I, with a full exposition; the
third is on criminal law; and the fourth
is on the jurisdiction of different
courts of law.

Of Jefferson’s copies of the various

parts and editions of the Institutes,
only The Second Part . .. 1681,
shown in the exhibition, is known. In
the Library of Congress, it bears
Jefferson’s initials at signatures I and T
and a manuscript note by him on
page 148. y.M.E.

49 The Architecture of A. Palladio; in four Books. Containing

a short Treatise of the Five Orders . . . Revis’d, Design’d, and Publish’d
by Giacomo Leoni, a Venetian . . . Translated from the Italian
Original. The Third Edition, corrected (London: Printed for A. Ward
[and others], 1742)

ANDREA PALLADIO 1508-1580
Lent by the Library of Congress

powerful influence in England was due
to his enthusiastic follower Inigo
Jones. Jones copiously annotated his
copy of the Architettura, and these
notes were incorporated into the first
English translation made by Giacomo
Leoni and published in 1715, a copy
of which Jefferson owned.

In the first chapter is a sentiment
of which Jefferson must have approved
and which he remembered as a
standard for architectural judgment:
“As for the beauty of an edifice, it
consists of an exact proportion of the
parts within themselves, and of each
part with the whole....” j.Mm.E.

Palladio, or Palladianism, was the
perfect bridge from the classical ideal
to Jeffersonian philosophy and style.
Palladio’s lasting influence was exer-
cised less through his actual buildings
than through this textbook. The
Palladian style was directly inspired
by Roman classical models through
the writings of Vitruvius and Alberti.
Its characteristics are those of clas-
sicism: symmetry, order, fixed mathe-
matical relations of the parts to each
other and to the whole, logic and
monumentality. Much of Palladio’s

50 Select Architecture: being regular Designs of Plans and Elevations
well suited to both Town and Country; in which the Magnificence
and Beauty, the Purity and Simplicity of Designing for every Species
of that Noble Art, is accurately treated, and with great Variety
exemplified, from the Plain Town-House to the Stately Hotel, and

in the Country from the genteel and convenient Farm-House to the
Parochial Church. With Suitable Embellishments. Also Bridges,
Baths, Summer-Houses, &c. to all which such Remarks, Explanations
and Scales are annexed, that the Comprehension is rendered easy, and
Subject most agreeable. Illustrated with Fifty Copper Plates, Quarto
(London: Sold by Robert Sayer, 1757, 2nd ed.)

ROBERT MORRIS active 1754

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mirs. Paul Mellon

The very first designs of Monticello
may have been inspired by Thomas
Jefterson’s study of Robert Morris’
Select Architecture. This book, a first
edition of which Jefferson owned and
which he acquired some time before
1783, is a prime example of the
excellence of Jefferson’s architectural

library. In addition to writing several
books, Morris was an English architect
who built Wimbledon House and
other mansions.

The Select Architecture reflected,
in Fiske Kimball’s words, “the archi-
tectural ideas of England, with its
Italian background, and its movement
towards a return to the picturesque.”
Thomas Jefferson. The book in the
exhibition is a copy of the second
edition of 1757. j.M.E.

51 A Book of Architecture, containing Designs of Buildings and
Ornaments (London: Printed 1728)

JAMES GIBBS 1682-1754

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mrs. Paul Mellon

James Gibbs was a Scots architect

and 1771, prior to his residence in
France, and his tracings of plates 67
and 69 from this book can be seen

in his designs for an ice house in the
form of a garden temple at Monticello.
whose influence on Jefferson was both It is also Fiske Kimball’s guess that
large and direct. Jefferson was using the octagonal projections to the final
Gibbs’ A Book of Architecture in 1770  plan of Monticello may have come
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from Jefferson’s study of Gibbs’ use of St. Martin-in-the-Fields and St. Bar-
the octagon as an interior form. tholomew’s Hospital in London, the

Gibbs was an enormously popular ~ Radcliffe Library in Oxford, and the
architect who, in addition to many  King’s College Fellows’ Building and
private homes in England and in the Senate House in Cambridge. j.M.E.
Scotland, built the church of

52 The Designs of Inigo Jones, consisting of Plans and Elevations
for Publick and Private Buildings (Publish’d by William Kent, with
some Additional Designs . .. 1727)

INIGO JONES 1573-1652

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mrs. Paul Mellon

Together with his copy of Palladio,
this book was one of the most im-
portant in influencing Thomas
Jefterson’s architectural style. In his
notes on the decorative structures

for Monticello, made in 1779, Jefferson
several times refers to the designs of
Inigo Jones. Whether he owned a copy
of Jones at that time or only had

access to one is not certain; by the
time he made his manuscript catalogue
of his library in 1815, he did own a

copy.

Inigo Jones was an English architect
and designer of masques who had
studied in Italy. During his lifetime
he designed many fine buildings in
England, including the Banqueting
House in Whitehall, the Queen’s
House, Greenwich, the piazza at
Covent Garden and the grand portico
at St. Paul’s Cathedral. William Kent
(1684-1748) was an English painter,
designer, architect and landscape
gardener; the collection of Jones’ draw-
ings which he published were the
property of Richard Boyle (1695~
1753), third Earl of Burlington, who
had lived several years in Italy and
was an admirer of Palladio. j.M.E.

53 The Theory and Practice of Gardening: wherein is fully handled
all that relates to Fine Gardens, commonly called Pleasure-Gardens.
... By Le Sieur Alexander Le Blond. Done from the late Edition
printed at Paris, by John James of Greenwich. The Second Edition

... (London: Printed for Bernard Lintot, 1728)

ANTOINE JOSEPH DEZALLIER
D’ARGENTVILLE 1680-1765,
JEAN BAPTISTE ALEXANDRE
LE BLOND 1679-1719, and
JOHN JAMES d. 1746

Lent by the Library of Congress

In a letter to Charles Willson Peale,
dated August 20, 1811, Thomas
Jefferson wrote: “I have often thought
that if heaven had given me choice
of my position & calling, it should have
been on a rich spot of earth, well-
watered, and near a good market for
the production of the garden. no
occupation is so delightful to me as the
culture of the earth, & no culture
comparable to that of the garden. . ..”
One of the first books Jefferson

bought to satisfy that yearning was
that of Dezallier d’Argentville which
he entered in the manuscript catalogue
of his library as “James on garden-
ing.” His own copy of the book, how-

ever, is no longer in the Library of
Congress collection.

Dezallier d‘Argentville was a
French artist who studied drawing
under Bernard Picard and landscape
architecture under Alexandre Le
Blond. When The Theory and Prac-
tice of Gardening was first published,
the initials of its author, Dezallier
d’Argentville, appeared on the title
page. At one point, the French
booksellers decided that the book
would sell better with the name of an
established authority as the author.
An edition therefore appeared with the
name Alexandre Le Blond, a French
architect who was particularly inter-
ested in architecture and landscaping
as applied to gardens, substitute
for the initials of the real author. In
the translation by John James, by
whose name the book was known to
Thomas Jefferson, the “error” was
continued. J.M.E.

54 Elements of Criticism. Volumes I-11. The Third Edition, with
additions and Improvements ( Edinburgh: Printed for A. Millar,
London; and A. Kincaid & J. Bell, Edinburgh, 1765)

HENRY HOME, LORD KAMES
1696-1782
Lent by the Library of Congress

Perhaps no other writer had as much
influence on Thomas Jefferson’s

THE LAND OF PROMISE

philosophy of art as did Lord Kames,
the Scottish jurist who was a friend
and correspondent of Benjamin
Franklin. Through Kames, Jefferson
came in contact with the main cur-
rents of criticism and aesthetics of his



own as well as of earlier times. Kames,
as did Jefferson himself, relied heavily
on the critical writers of antiquity,
and, also like Jefferson, was strongly
influenced by John Locke. The
Lockeian philosophy which centered
around the defense of the dignity of
the individual and of intellectual,
religious and social freedom has many
echoes in Kames’ Elements of
Criticism, sections of which were often
quoted by Jefferson.

Jefterson also shared Kames’ in-
terest in gardening and was greatly
influenced by his treatment of garden-
ing as an art. Jefferson wrote to his
granddaughter Ellen Randolph during

his second term as president, “To
answer your question . . . I must ob-
serve that neither the number of
the fine arts nor the particular arts
entitled to that appellation have been
fixed by general consent. many. . . .
add Gardening as a 7th fine art. not
horticulture, but the art of embellish-
ing grounds by fancy. I think L.
Kaims has justly proved this. . ..”
The Elements of Criticism was
first published in Edinburgh in 1762.
Although the copy exhibited is not
Jefterson’s, he did own a copy of
the 1765 edition, which is in the
Library of Congress in a modern
binding. j.M.E.

55 An Inquiry into the Original of our Ideas of Beauty and Virtue.
In Two Treatises. I. Concerning Beauty, Order, Harmony, Design.
I1. Concerning Moral Good and Evil. The Fifth Edition, Corrected

... (London: Printed for R. Ware,
T. Longman, C. Hitch [and others],

FRANCIS HUTCHESON 1694-1746
Lent by the Library of Congress

Francis Hutcheson was a philosopher
who taught at Glasgow University.
He had a great influence on the
“‘common-sense”” school of philosophy.
Hutcheson’s influence on Thomas
Jefferson is particularly noteworthy
because of Hutcheson’s support of the
school of moral utilitarianism as

J.and P. Knapton, T. and
1753)

opposed to the egotistic hedonism of
the schools of Thomas Hobbes and
Bernard de Mandeville.

Thomas Jefferson’s copy, exhibited
here, is inscribed with his initials
at signatures I and T, and has the
bookplate of Reuben Skelton inside
the front cover, suggesting that Jeffer-
son may have acquired the book
through his wife Martha, the widow
of Bathurst Skelton. j.M.E.

56 The Book of Common Prayer and Administration of the
Sacraments for the Use of the Church of England. (London: Printed

by His Majesties Printers, 1662)
Lent by the Library of Congress

The English Book of Common Prayer,
first published in 1549, was the first
single manual of worship in a vernacu-
lar language directed to be used
universally by, and common to, both
priest and people. Its original simplicity
has been retained through many re-
visions and has insured its permanence.
The language of the Book of Com-
mon Prayer is now, and has been for
centuries, part of the whole language,
often quoted and used even when
the original itself is unknown. Thomas
Jefferson was raised in the Church
of England and was familiar with the
Book of Common Prayer from his
earliest years. His copy, exhibited here,
is bound in sheepskin and initialed
by him at signatures I and T. The sig-
nature of Richard Harris, 1714, is at
the bottom of a preliminary page.
Jefferson was not conventionally

pious, although his father had seen to
it that he received the usual instruc-
tion in the faith of his ancestors, and
it was Jefferson’s habit to rely for
wisdom more on the classical writers
than on Biblical sources. Toward

the end of his life, however, he wrote
to Samuel Kercheval that the teach-
ings of Jesus were “the purest system
of morals ever before preached to
man.” Though he contributed funds
to local churches throughout his life
and designed the now c%estroyed Christ
Church in Charlottesville (see no. 452)
he believed that “the interests of
society require the observation of
those moral precepts only in which all
religions agree . . . and that we should
not intermeddle with the particular
dogmas in which all religions

differ. . . .” His establishment of reli-
gious toleration in Virginia was one of
the accomplishments of which he

was the most proud. j.M.E.
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57 Notes on the state of Virginia; written in the year 1781, somewhat
corrected and enlarged in the winter of 1782, for the use of a
Foreigner of distinction, in answer to certain queries proposed by him

... First English edition (London:

THOMAS JEFFERSON 1743-1826

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mrs. Paul Mellon

Thomas Jefferson’s Notes on the
State of Virginia, the only full-length
book he wrote which was published
during his lifetime, has been called
“one of America’s first permanent
literary and intellectual landmarks.”
The Notes on the State of Virginia is
a book extremely difficult to char-
acterize because of the variety of its
subject matter and its origins as an
unpublished work mainly for the
edification of Jefferson’s friends. In

John Stockdale, 1787)

The Notes begins with a description
of the geography of Virginia—its
boundaries, rivers, mountains, water-
falls and caverns—and develops into an
abundance of supporting material
and curious information. Jefferson
wrote of things which interested him
deeply and about which he knew a
great deal; the Notes, therefore, throws
a fascinating light on his tastes,
curiosities, and political and social
opinions.

Phillipe Denis Pierres finished
printing the Notes in an edition of
two hundred copies in Paris on
May 10, 1785, and Jefferson immedi-

Millicent Sowerby’s Catalogue of the ately began distributing them to friends

Library of Thomas Jefferson, the
description of the book’s origins,
publishing history and comments
about it by Jefferson and by his con-
temporaries take up thirty double-
columned pages.

In his preface to the Notes, Jefferson
wrote that the book was “written
in the year 1781, and somewhat cor-
rected and enlarged in the winter of
1782, in answer to Queries proposed to
the Author, by a Foreigner of Dis-
tinction, then residing among us.”
Sometime late in 1780 the secretary of
the French legation in America,
Frangois, marquis de Barbé-Marbois,
prepared a long series of questions
at the request of his government and
sent them to those men in the several
states most likely to know the
answers. The set on Virginia was sent
to Jefferson for whom it was a perfect
assignment and who worked on it
with tremendous enthusiasm.

THE LAND OF PROMISE

in the United States and Europe.

In most of the copies which he pre-
sented, he wrote to the recipients that
he was unwilling to expose the book to
the public eye and requested the
recipient therefore “to put them into
the hands of no person on whose

care and fidelity he cannot rely to
guard them against publication.”

In 1786, the Abbé Morellet’s French
translation of the Notes was pub-
lished in Paris by Barrois; it contained
a map of the mid-Atlantic states,
with the text in English, on which
Jefferson himself had worked. In the
next year an English edition with
the same map was published in Lon-
don; and in 1788 a pirated edition, also
with the map, appeared in Phil-
adelphia. With additional material in
an appendix, a new edition, approved
by Jefferson, was published in New
York by M. L. & W. A. Davis in
1801. j.M.E.
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Great Britain was their country as much as America. Many of them
had been born there; multitudes of them had been educated there
. ... They were the countrymen . . . of Bacon, Locke, and Newton
—of Shakespeare and Milton. . . . The noble benefactions and ac-
cumulations of ages in philanthropy and in art, in many a priceless
collection, were theirs. The ancient public and private customs—
the traditions and prejudices—the social maxims—the bravery and
loyalty in man—the stainless faith in woman—the happy and in-
violable homes—which were the birthrights of Englishmen, were
theirs.

HENRY RANDALL, Life of Thomas Jefferson

28



In his Essay on the Revolution a History of Virginia, Edmund
Randolph, a member of the Virginia Convention of 1776, identi-
fied the historic origins of Virginia’s famous pride. “Being the
earliest among the British settlements in North America” and
“soon withdrawn from the humility of proprietary dependence

to the dignity of a government immediately under the crown,” the
colony’s growing wealth had allowed “the sons of the most
opulent families” to be sent abroad and “trained by education and
habits acquired in England, and hence perhaps arrogating some
superiority over the provinces, not so distinguished.”

Although Jefferson seems to have been content with his more
provincial studies and did not suffer this education in arrogance as
did many of his friends and relations, the source of his earliest
studies and learning, his introduction to architecture, music and
manners as well as philosophy and law derived from the “home”
country through books, teachers and close acquaintances coming
to the colony from Great Britain.

Jeferson was seventeen when George I1I came to the throne
in 1760. The thirty years between the Peace of Paris in 1763 and
the beginning of the French War have been called the Golden Age
of Georgian culture, and the fringes of the British Empire along
the rivers and bays of the Virginia coast reflected at a distance
something of the achievements of the British models of learning
and the arts.

Our often narrow focus on the colonial world of Boston, Wil-
liamsburg and Philadelphia distorts our perspective of the larger
canvas of the British Empire in the eighteenth century. We
need to be reminded that Jefferson, Adams, Franklin, Madison and
Washington were subjects of the same Georgian society that
produced a Johnson, a Reynolds, a Chambers, an Adam, a Gains-
borough, a Sterne and a Garrick. This section, then, continues the
exploration of the visual and intellectual world in which Jefterson
grew up, but the viewer now moves three thousand miles to its
political and cultural center in London, the remote source of much
that was to inform Jefferson’s eye and imagination at an early
age on the empire’s periphery.

In the early part of the eighteenth century, a revolution in
English taste, primarily in architecture but reflected in the other
arts as well, was carried out by Lord Burlington and his followers,
establishing the earlier work of Andrea Palladio and Inigo Jones
as the foundation for reform. The victory of English Palladianism
was overwhelming, and by the middle of the century it had,
through books, prints and polemics, conquered virtually every
aspect of architectural design. Before the “glorious close” of the
reign of George II, architecture had been recalled to her “true
principles and correct taste,” in the words of Horace Walpole.

“She found men of genius to execute her rule, and patrons to
countenance their labours.”

During the decade in which George III succeeded his grand-
father, the new wealth introduced by the success of war was bril-
liantly evident in the imperial magnificence of London drawing
rooms and, above all, in country establishments. Works of art
collected by Englishmen on the Grand Tour lined halls and stairs
of the great Whig piles.

Zoffany, Reynolds and Gainsborough celebrated the new
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generation in haughty, elegant portraits, and Canaletto followed
his English patrons home from their Italian travels to paint
Venetian views along the Thames. If he had not seen a Hogarth
painting, Jefferson was at least familiar with that artist’s popular
engravings collected in Williamsburg and with his Analysis of
Beauty published in London in 1753. If the elegant furnishings
of Thomas Chippendale that were beginning to fill the townhouses
of Grosvenor Square and the country houses throughout England
did not reach Rosewell or Tuckahoe, his followers’ productions
did, flowing in on tobacco credit. Chippendale’s influential guide,
The Gentleman and Cabinet-Maker’s Director, was acquired by
Jefferson as part of his fine arts library.

By 1760, London had a population of nearly three-quarters
of a million. With its dramatic growth in the decade following the
Peace of Paris, a new vitality, confidence and intellectual direc-
tion informed cultural and artistic leaders. William Chambers, who
had written the classic treatise on architecture of the period, and
Robert Adam, who had explored the ruins of antiquity with
Piranesi and Clérisseau, were the preeminent architectural lights
of the age. Their plans and publications quickly found their
way to the growing library of the young farmer and lawyer in
Virginia, where they joined the earlier works of Palladio, Kent,
Gibbs and Morris.

Indeed, it was almost exclusively through British publications
that Jefferson first shared the new ideas of aesthetic and romantic
literature that were to transform the arts in the last quarter of
the eighteenth century. His enthusiasm in the theory and practice
of architecture was very much in the English tradition of the
gentleman amateur, a tradition which he shared not only with
Lord Burlington’s generation but with the new king, as well, who
had studied briefly with Chambers. The other profoundly English
preoccupation in the arts was the reorganization of the landscape
to reflect the elements of design of seventeenth-century painters
such as Salvator Rosa and Claude Lorrain. This reorganization
was grounded in a complex theory evolved by philosophers and
poets who celebrated nature in its wild and natural state. The
romantic garden of the eighteenth century is, in many ways,
England’s most significant contribution to the arts, and Jefferson’s
own taste was early influenced by the arguments of its chief
proponents who sought to overcome the geometric, formal “au-
thoritarian” garden designs laid down by Le Nétre and his French
followers.

Jefterson visited England only once, in 1786, spending six
weeks in London and also a week touring the famous English
gardens and country seats with John Adams. In order to keep this
section in appropriate order, Jefferson’s garden tour and the
English background of his ideas on landscape design will be in-
cluded in later sections. Some of the topographical views of London
will, however, allude to scenes Jefferson undoubtedly saw or
actually commented upon during his brief stay.

High style furniture of the period reflecting Chippendale and
Adam inspiration, along with a few exemplary pieces of silver,
have been selected to suggest something of the achievements in the
decorative arts in England in those creative decades prior to
the American Revolution. w.H.A.
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LONDON

58 George III

Studio of ALLANRAMSAY 1713-1784
Oil on canvas c. 1765

252 x 167.6 (99 x 66)

Lent by the British Embassy,
Washington

Very few of George III's subjects in
America would ever have seen him, so
the painted portrait was the nearest
they could come to the reality. Por-
traits of English monarchs were sent
to the capitals of the American
colonies as symbols of royal authority
and cynosures of loyalty. For this
reason the king is here shown as an
image of the sovereign, wearing his
coronation robes and the Order of the
Garter, with the crown as a symbol

of his regal position. Portraits of
George 11T and Queen Charlotte by

Ramsay are recorded in the governor’s
palace at Williamsburg; they must
have been the most sophisticated
example of painting in the grand
manner to be seen in colonial Virginia.
Lord Botetourt had the portraits sent
from England soon after he arrived
in 1768, and they were hung in the
ballroom. After his death they are
recorded there in an inventory. The
Duke of Beaufort, Botetourt’s nephew,
in accordance with the late gover-
nor’s intentions, presented the por-
traits to Virginia. They no longer
survive and were perhaps destroyed
during the Revolution or when the
governor’s palace was burnt. After
1775 they would no longer have been
welcome objects in the palace.
Jefterson must have been familiar
with the pair of paintings as a visitor
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to the palace and thus would have had
some previous knowledge of the two
monarchs’ appearance before he was
presented to the king and queen in
1786, when he visited London. His
reception was ungracious, as George I11
turned his back on Jefferson to show
his displeasure. In spite of their
political separation the two men had
many interests in common: music,
science and the arts, a devotion to their
family and a preference for the
simple life of a country gentleman.
The original of the present portrait
is almost certainly the one in Buck-
ingham Palace dating from 1761-1762.
Many versions were painted in
Ramsay’s studio for official
presentation. R.w.
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59 Queen Charlotte

Studio of ALLANRAMSAY 1713-1784
Oil on canvas c¢. 1765

251.5x167.7 (99 x 66)

Lent by the British Embassy,
Washington

Charlottesville, Virginia, became the
seat of government for Albemarle
County in 1761 and was named in
honor of Queen Charlotte, who had
recently become the wife of George I11.
It had been a long-established cus-
tom, dating back to the beginning of
the colonies, to name provinces,
counties and towns after English
sovereigns and members of their
families. Virginia itself was named
after the virgin queen, Elizabeth I,
and Jamestown after the then reigning
monarch James I; and when the



colonial capital moved, it took the
name of the king, William III.
Charlotte Sophia of Mecklenburg-
Stelitz (1744-1818) was brought
up in a small German court. Although
the marriage was entirely political,
it proved a success, and strong prin-
ciples and a rigid mind made Queen
Charlotte well suited to her husband.
The queen played no part in govern-
ment, confining herself to the care
of her fifteen children with whom, as
a dutiful husband, George III pro-
vided her. She shared the king’s taste
in music and the arts and patronized
Gainsborough (acquiring a collection
of his drawings), Beechey and
Zoffany. The queen paid for Zoffany’s
visit to Florence to paint a view of
the Tribuna of the Ufhzi. Following
her husband’s example, Queen

Charlotte gave an ungracious reception
to Jefferson, when he appeared at
court.

Ramsay painted the original portrait
of the queen (of which this paint-
ing is a copy), who is shown in
coronation robes, shortly after her
marriage in 1761. Horace Walpole
remarked that “it is much flattered,
and the hair vastly too light.” Like the
companion portrait of George III,
there are many studio copies of Queen
Charlotte’s portrait, and one once
hung in the governor’s palace at
Williamsburg. r.w.
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60 Temple Bar from the West

JOHN COLLET 1725-1780
Oil on canvas ¢. 1775

98.4x 125.7 (38% x 491%)
From the Collection of the
Earl of Jersey, Island of Jersey,
Channel Islands

Temple Bar was built by Wren in

1672 on the site of an earlier gateway
that marked the boundary between
Westminster and the city of London.
This division, which is still com-
memorated every time a British
sovereign enters the city, dates back to
the time when London was con-
tained within what has become the
financial or commercial center of the
City as it is now called, whereas
Westminster was a separate district
growing up around the king’s court.
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Over the centuries the people of
London had established the right to be
self-governing, and were largely in-
dependent of royal control. By the
eighteenth century, London had spread
far outside the old City and included
areas that had originally been

separate villages.

In the foreground is the Strand, an
important street for shops, and
through the archway, Fleet Street
can be seen, where the scientifically
oriented Royal Society had its head-
quarters, numbering Wren, Newton,
Pepys and Boyle among its former
members. The iron spikes above the
pediment were used to display the
heads of executed criminals or traitors,
such as those who took part in the
Jacobite rebellion of 1745. In the
niches are statues of Charles I and



Charles II.

Off the picture plane to the left is
Somerset House, designed by Cham-
bers, and to the right the Inns of Court
where lawyers were trained for the
English bar. Occasionally, Virginians
such as Sir John Randolph, a kinsman
of Jefferson’s, and William Byrd II
of Westover, a good friend ofy effer-
son’s grandfather Isham Randolph,
went to the Inns of Court to improve
their legal knowledge. In this way,
as with other forms of education,
contact with the mother country was
maintained after the first or second
generation of settlers. R.w.

61 View of Whitehall Looking North-East

WILLIAM MARLOW 1740-1813
Oil on canvas c¢. 1765

69.8x90.2 (27%2 x 35%2)

Signed at bottom right: W Marlow

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mis. Paul Mellon

Whitehall, leading from Westminster
to Charing Cross, was one of the

main thoroughfares of London and
became the administrative center of
Great Britain and her empire. Just as
they are today, government offices
were housed on the street, and the
official residence of the prime minister
was on Downing Street to the left

just off the picture plane. Also on the
left side are the sentry boxes outside
the Horse Guards. The building on the
right with columns is the Banqueting
House by Inigo Jones, built between
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1619 and 1622, the only survivor

of the old palace of Whitehall, which
had been destroyed by fire in 1698,
and the first major Palladian building
in England. It was the same tradition
of Palladianism that was taken up

by Lord Burlington and his protégé
William Kent, who designed the
Horse Guards, in the first half of the
eighteenth century and which was

to have such an influence on English
country houses and eventually colonial
Virginia. r.w.



62 St. Paul’s from Ludgate Hill

WILLIAM MARLOW 1740-1813
Oil on canvas c. 1775
99 x 78.8 (39 x 31)

Lent by the Governor & Company
of the Bank of England

This view shows the old part of
London in the very heart of the city
with St. Paul’s and shops and offices all
around. Visitors to London remarked
on the bustle of the streets, and many
commercial and trading activities,
which would now be only seen indoors,
were carried on in the open air. As
Samuel Johnson said: “Walking in
the streets of London, which is really
to me high entertainment of itself,
I see a vast museum of all objects and
I think with a kind of wonder that
I see it for nothing.” And again: “No,
Sir, when a man is tired of London,
he is tired of life; for there is in
London all that life can afford.”
Wren’s masterpiece of St. Paul’s
Cathedral was built between 1675
and 1709, and the vast scale with dome
and towers dominated the London
skyline. No such ambitious under-
taking had been attempted in England
since the building of the medieva
cathedrals. With its borrowings from
the Italian and French baroque tradi-
tion, St. Paul’s helped to bring
English architecture closer to the
European mainstream.
The church with the prominent
spire in front of the cathedral dome
is St. Martin Ludgate, one of thé many
churches Wren designed after the
Great Fire. His general solution to the
problem of church design, a rectangu-
lar body with a tower or steeple
over the entrance, was to be endlessly
repeated in England and the Ameri-
can colonies. Bruton Parish Church in
Williamsburg is an example of this
export. The so-called Wren Building
at the College of William and Mary,
while it has nothing to do directly
with the English architect, reflects the
secular style of the age of Wren. r.w.
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63 View through an Arch of Westminster Bridge

GIOVANNI ANTONIO CANAL,
CALLED CANALETTO 1697-1768
Oil on canvas 1747

57.8x95.2 (22% x 37%2)

Lent by His Grace The Duke of
Northumberland K.G.

The dating of this view of West-
minster Bridge can be narrowed to
between 1746, when Canaletto arrived
in London from Venice, and 1747,
when the supports of the central
arch, shown here still in place, were
removed. A second bridge across the
Thames, the first in many centuries,
was indicative of the increased traffic
in London and the expansion of

the city. The bridge served not only
a growing Fopulation but, more
importantly, the richer classes, who
were moving from the old center of
the city to the suburbs, which were

laid out in streets and squares of
dignified houses. The dramaticall
framed view of the river looking Xown-
stream shows St. Paul’s Cathedral

and several spires of churches also
built by Wren. On the left is the
water tower, York Gate and Old
Somerset House. After the Great Fire
of London in 1666, there had in-
evitably been an extensive rebuildin
program, of which Wren’s cathedra
and churches are the most permanent
record. His plan for a redesigned

city, which would have included
advanced Renaissance ideas of urban
development and imposed some order
on the haphazard street patterns,
could not be adopted for economic and
practical reasons, and the lines of

the basically medieval center were
followed when it came to be

rebuilt. r.w.
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64 The Lord Mayor’s Procession, The Thames at Westminster Bridge

GIOVANNI ANTONIO CANAL,
CALLED CANALETTO 1697-1768
Oil on canvas 1746

96.5 x 127 (38 x 50)

From the Collection of Mr. and
Mrs. Paul Mellon

The Thames was still a main artery of
transport in eighteenth-century
London because of the difficulty in
threading the maze of narrow streets,
and the medieval London Bridge

was the only way for road traffic to
cross the river. Westminster Bridge,
begun in 1739 and built by the Swiss
engineer Labelye under the patronage
of the amateur Palladian architect
Lord Pembroke, was thus of great
benefit to the life of London. It com-
bined the skillful engineering necessary
to span twelve hundred feet with a
simple elegance typical of English

Georgian architecture.

This scene shows the magnificent
barges of the Lord Mayor of London
and the major livery companies, whose
ranks supplied the city’s government
on the day of the annual swearing
in of the Lord Mayor on October 29.
Canaletto, who had arrived from
Venice in search of commissions, has
taken no account of the season and
has made it summertime, and the
Thames, with all its boats and barges,
is treated like a wider Grand Canal.
Beneath the ceremony lay an im-
portant political reality. The rights
and privileges of London were jeal-

ously maintained against all encroach-

ments from the king or Parliament,
and its citizens expressed public
opinion more freely there than any-
where else in England. In the jealous
preservation of their privileges, how-
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ever, the authorities of the city of
London could be obstructive to
grogress, and their opposition to the

uilding of the new bridge led to its
construction at Westminster outside
the city limits.

The wide angle of the view gives

a panorama of London with West-
minster on the right. The picturesque
medley of roofs and towers includes
the abbey, Westminster Hall, and the
Houses of Parliament with the four
towers of St. John’s at Smith Square
in the middle distance. On the left
skyline is Lambeth Palace, the official
residence of the Archbishop of Canter-
bury. Thus we are far removed from
the commercial activity of the old
part of the city, for Westminster was
an area of fine houses and spacious
gardens where many of the members
of Parliament and other important
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people connected with church and
state lived. Originally a settlement
around the old royal palace, the district
had grown as the process of gov-
ernment became more elaborate, and
by Canaletto’s time there was con-
tinuous development between West-
minster and the heart of the city. rR.w.



ARTS AND LETTERS

65 Death of Wolfe

BENJAMIN WEST 1738-1820
Oil on canvas 1770
165.4 x 245.1 (65% x 96%4 )

Lent by the Royal Ontario Museum,
Toronto

Born in Swarthmore, Pennsylvania,
Benjamin West became president

of the Royal Academy, historical
painter to His Majesty King George 111,
and mentor, host and friend to almost
all the American artists who traveled
in Europe during his lifetime. West
started his career as a portrait painter
in Philadelphia in 1756. Aided by
generous Philadelphians, who believed
in his talents, he sought further
training in Italy in 1759. Journeying
to London for a brief visit in 1763,
West spent the remaining sixty years

to George I11 in 1767 began an as-
sociation of mutual respect and
friendship that lasted almost half a

ainting took a new turn
with West’s Death of Wolfe,
in 1770. He chose the death o
General Wolfe, who, in his victory
over General Montcalm at Quebec in
1759, secured Canada for Great
ainting General Wolfe
iers in modern dress, West
rominence of Rey-
nolds’ grand style, which had previ-
ously been used to
medieval or classica
however, created an imaginary scene
utilizing traditional baroque format
and poses. The painting revolves
around the crumpled figure of Wolfe
in the pose of a baroque Pieta, and
of his life in England. His introduction Wolfe’s pale, luminous face is high-

challenged the

lorify only the

lighted. Wolfe’s centrality to the
composition is emphasized both for-
mally and symbolically by a furled flag
and a sky that is divided partially
into the light of victory and partially
into the darkness of death and defeat.
West supplemented the strong
three-part structural design created by
the figure groupings with a variety
of emotions; each face reveals a power-
ful human response, ranging from
the concern of the doctor and the
grief of fellow officers to the impassive
stare of the “noble savage” and the
exuberance of the soldier aware of the
victory but unaware of Wolfe’s fate.
The exhibition of the painting at
the Royal Academy in 1'})71 coin-
cided with a rising historical conscious-
ness and interest, not only among
the English but on the American
continent as well. The reception of the
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painting was overwhelming. An
engraving by William Woollett, pub-
lished by Boydell, added greatly to

its celebrated popularity, and at least
four copies were commissioned. Most
important, George III made West

the royal historical painter, an appoint-
ment which was decisive in West’s
career. It promised a sinecure which
allowed him to abandon portraiture
and pursue history painting, a genre as
financially unrewarding in England

as in the colonies, though it was a
genre granted the highest rank in
European art theory.

The great popularity of the Death
of Wolfe caused George Washington
to ponder if his statue %y Houdon
might be more acceptable in modern
dress. Seeking advice, Washington
wrote to Jefferson, who responded that
not only West, but Copley, Trum-



bull and Brown all concurred on the
choice of modern dress for the statue.
West used a large part of his new
financial independence to help
American art. There were no art
schools in the United States to supply
even the basic rudiments of artistic
training, and patronage was largely
limited to portraiture. West filled this
lack by opening his house and studio
to any American artist who traveled
to London. His protégés included
Charles Willson Peale, John Trum-
bull, Gilbert Stuart, Mather Brown,
Matthew Pratt and Henry Ben-
bridge. c.v.

66 The Death of the Earl of Chatham

JOHN SINGLETON COPLEY
1738-1815

Oil on canvas 1779

52.7x64.5 (20% x 2538)

Signed lower right: | S Copley/1779

National Gallery of Art. Gift of
Mrs. Gordon Dexter 1947

William Pitt the Elder, the “Great
Commoner” (1708-1778), was per-
haps the greatest statesman in
eighteenth-century England. After a
disastrous beginning, the eventual
triumphs of the Seven Years’ War, in
Canada, India and on the seas, were
largely the result of his inspired
leadership. George I1I and his favorite,
Lord Bute, forced Pitt out of office

in 1761, because he opposed their
desire to make peace with the French.
Pitt became prime minister in 1766,
but as a result of physical and mental
illness his powers were considerably
impaired. He also had lost some of his
popularity by becoming Earl of
Chatham. It was unfortunate that for
much of his ministry, which lasted
until 1768, Chatham was incapacitated
and the government drifted, without

firm control. Although he sympathized
with the American colonists and

had opposed the Stamp Act (for which
statues were put up to him in New
York and Charleston), his sub-
ordinates were able to impose the
Townshend, Declaratory and Mutiny
Acts, which further aroused passions in
America. When war seemed im-
minent, Chatham made several at-
tempts to persuade the government to
make concessions. Jefferson acknowl-
edged in 1775 that through ... Lord
Chatham’s bill, I entertained high
hope that a reconciliation could have
been brought about. The difference
between his terms and those offered
by our Congress might have been
accomodated, if entered on by both
parties with a disposition to ac-
comodate.” Even when the war had
started in America, Jefferson recorded
the sentiment of the colonies for
Chatham in a touching way: “I hope
Lord Chatham may live till the
fortune of war puts his son into our
hands, and enables us by returning him
safe to his father, to pay a debt of
gratitude.” Chatham’s last appearance
in the House of Lords on April 7,
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1778, which this sketch represents,
was to opf)ose complete independence

for the colonies as a disaster for
England, which could only benefit
France. During the debate Chatham
collapsed and had to be carried out. He
died on May 11 of the same year.
Copley worked on The Death of
the Earl of Chatham between 1779
and 1781. The finished painting, for
which this is a sketch, is in the Tate
Gallery, London, and two earlier
oil sketches are also in the Tate Gal-
lery. Drawings of the composition and
of individual portraits have also sur-
vived. The peers are dressed in their
parliamentary robes, with the bishops
on the left and the Lord Chancellor
wearing his hat as the Speaker of
the House of Lords. Supporting Chat-
ham on his left is the Duke of
Cumberland, brother of George I11.
Lord Temple, Chatham’s brother-
in-law, is in the group behind the faint-
ing man’s head, and three of the
earl’s sons, including William Pitt the
Younger, are on their father’s right.
Copley had moved to London in
1774, following his early success as a
portrait painter in his native Boston. In
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answer to the comte de Buffon’s
charge that America had produced

no men of genius, Jefferson replied, in
his Notes on the State of Virginia,
with the names of Washington,
Franklin and Rittenhouse. Abigail
Adams sent word by her husband that
she was sorry he had not included
Copley and West as well. rR.w.



67 The “Out of Town” Party

SIR JOSHUA REYNOLDS 1723-1792
Oil on canvas 1761
53.3x 82.5 (21 x 3214)

Lent by the City Art Gallery, Bristol

The three men are, from left to right,
George Selwyn, George Williams
known as “Gilly,” and the Honorable
Richard Edgcumbe. All three were
close friends of Horace Walpole, the
youngest son of the prime minister,
Sir Robert Walpole, and they met
regularly for Christmas and Easter at
Strawberry Hill to form the “out of
town” party. Strawberry Hill was
altered by Horace Walpole beginning
in 1748 under the inspiration of
medieval art and became one of the
best-known examples of “Gothick”
architecture. It was a mixture of
enuine antiquarianism, for Walpole
%ad an extensive knowledge of English
art, especially painting, and a
more frivolous delight in novel styles.
The result is very different from the
serious Gothic revival of the nine-
teenth century. Nevertheless, the
house and its collections became a
showpiece, and Walpole was forced
to limit the number of visitors who
wanted to see it. Gothic architecture,
like the fashion for Chinese, or at
the end of the century, Egyptian, must
have been appealing in its complete
break with all the rules of classical
architecture accepted since the Renais-
sance. The conscious and picturesque
asymmetry found a parallel in the
informal garden, on which Walpole
was also an authority. Both George

Selwyn and Gilly Williams were
famous wits of the day, and Selwyn
had the peculiar reputation of being a
regular attender at public executions.
Edgcumbe succeeded his father as
Lord Edgcumbe and held minor posts
in the government. He was a close
friend of Sir Joshua Reynolds.

In the painting, the group is sitting
in the library at Strawberry Hill.

The portrait, which was commissioned
by Horace Walpole, used to hang

over the chimney piece in the refectory
or great parlor. A drawing by John
Carter showing it in situ is in the

W. S. Lewis Collection, Farmington,
Connecticut.

Reynolds’ sitter book records ap-
ointments for the portraits between
ay 1759 and May 1761. Walpole

was pleased with the result, for he
wrote in 1761 “. . . it was melancholy
the missing poor Edgcumbe [who

had died earlier that year], who was
constantly of the Christmas and Easter
parties. Did you see the charming
picture Reynolds painted for me of
him, Selwyn and Gilly Williams? It is
by far one of the best things he has
executed.”

Jefferson was in Twickenham on
April 2, 1786, and visited Pope’s villa
and Marble Hill, but although
Strawberry Hill was nearby, he did
not stop there. He would no doubt
have been welcome, for Horace
Walpole was pro-American during the
Revolutionary War and in a letter
of 1774 predicted that “the next
Augustan age will dawn on the other
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side of the Atlantic. There will, per-
haps, be a Thucidydes at Boston,

a Xenophon at New York ...and ...

a Newton at Peru.” r.w.
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68 Sir William Chambers

SIR JOSHUA REYNOLDS 1723-1792
Oil on panel 1780

119.5x 101.6 (50 x 40)

Lent by the Royal Academy of Arts,
London

From the middle of the eighteenth
century, English architecture provided
some of the most important examples

i of neoclassicism, and as a school its

importance extended far outside

its national boundaries. Chambers and
Robert Adam were the leading archi-
tects of the older generation; George
Dance the Younger, Henry Holland,
and James Wyatt were their most dis-
tinguished successors. There was
extensive construction of individual
townhouses in London as well as
schemes on a larger scale, such as the
Adam Brothers’ Adelphi and the
rebuilding of city halls, prisons, hos-
pitals, schools and other public archi-
tecture in towns throughout the
country—all of which reflected an
increased civic pride, social conscious-

| ness and material prosperity. The

aristocracy, who benefited through
increased incomes from improved
agriculture and the beginnings of the
Industrial Revolution, built themselves
grander country houses, while the
newly rich middle classes, ever anxious
to establish themselves as landed
gentry, also helped to keep architecture
flourishing.

His position as architectural tutor
to the Prince of Wales, later
George 111, gave Chambers (1726—
1796) an introduction to court and
government circles which proved of
great advantage to his career, and his
influence with the king was crucial
to the establishment ot the Royal
Academy in 1768.

Somerset House is the most im-
portant of Chambers’ works, and its
imposing size and commanding posi-
tion on the Thames made it one of the
most striking buildings in London.
The Strand fagade of Somerset House
appears in the background of the
portrait. Having studied under Jeffer-
son’s friend Clérisseau in Rome and
having spent some time in Paris,
Chambers was well aware of the latest
developments in architecture, but
he also had the unique distinction, for
a British architect, of a firsthand
knowledge of China. His Designs for
Chinese Buildings, 1757, a book which
Jefterson owned by 1771 when he
used it as a source for proposed
pavilions at Monticello, appeared at a
time when chinoiserie was in favor
and drew public attention to Cham-
bers. The Pagoda and other buildings
at Kew were built in this style (see
no. 357). Thereafter, Chambers con-
fined himself to a combination of the

‘restrained neoclassicism he saw in



France and the English Palladian tradi-
tion. His great rival was Robert

Adam, who had also worked with
Clérisseau, but Chambers was secure
in government favor and was the lead
ing establishment architect of his
generation, becoming surveyor-general
of works. His positions of eminence,
his friendship with George 111 and his
knighthood all enhanced the general
status of the professional architect, and
more and more the amateur country
gentleman, rather than relying on
treatises and manuals to build his
house, turned to those who were pro-
fessionally qualified. In Virginia,

up to the time of the Revolution and
for a long time afterward, plantation
owners had to follow books on archi-
tecture, just as Jefferson, who later

did so much to promote professional
architecture in the United States, was
obliged to do in his early plans for
Monticello.

The portrait of Chambers is very
much an official one—it shows the
president of the Royal Academy paint-
ing the treasurer—and fittingly, it
was Reynolds’ diploma piece. R.w.

69 James Macpherson

SIR JOSHUA REYNOLDS 1723-1792
Qil on canvas 1772
76.2x 61 (30x 24)

Lent by the Petworth Collection,
England

By the middle of the eighteenth
century, there were evident signs that
poets were no longer confining them-
selves to classical themes written in
a cool and measured style but were dis-
covering the virtues of the heart and
beginning to appreciate the beauties

of nature. Antiquarian interest in the
distant past also affected writers,

and often the public was willing to
accept as genuine works that were
later exposed as forgeries, such as
Macpherson’s Ossian and Chatterton’s
Rowley poems.

Encouraged by the publication in
translation of genuine Gaelic manu-
scripts which he had collected,
Macpherson (1736-1796) claimed to
have found epic poems by Ossian,
which he published from 1761 to
1765. In spite of Dr. Johnson’s
skepticism in the memorable “I hope
I shall never be deterred from detect-
ing what I think a cheat by the
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menaces of a ruffian,” it was widely
believed to be the product of a Gaelic
culture comparable to the world

of Homer. In fact Macpherson had
composed the poem himself, usin
some genuine fragments. Nevertheless,
the influence of Ossian was immense,
especially in France and Germany.
Goethe and Herder translated his
poems, and Napoleon was a great
admirer.

The widespread appreciation of
Ossian can be explained as part of the
general phenomenon of early roman-
ticism. It is interesting to note that the
poems of Gray, Young and Shen-
stone, whose famous garden Jefferson
was later to visit, were included on
the 1771 book list he made for Robert
Skipwith, as were Goldsmith’s
Vicar of Wakefield and a translation
of Rousseau’s La Nouvelle Héloise.
They show how remarkably advanced
was this young Virginian, on the
periphery of European culture, and
how deep was his early appreciation of
the poets of nature and sentiment.
The same sensibility later led him to
respond enthusiastically to that other
manifestation of English romanticism,
landscape gardening.



Jefterson became fascinated with
the writings of Ossian, in which he
implicitly believed, and in 1773
corresponded with Charles McPherson
of Edinburgh, whom he had met in
Virginia and who was a kinsman of
the “translator,” in an attempt to
secure a manuscript copy of the poems
in their original tongue regardless
of expense. In his letter he said:
“These peices [sic] have been, and
will I think during my life continue to
be to me, the source of daily and
exalted pleasure. . . . The tender, and
the sublime emotions of the mind
were never before so finely wrought up
by human hand. I am not ashamed
to own that I think this rude bard
of the North the greatest Poet that has
ever existed.” So enthusiastic was
he that he wanted to learn the lan-
guage and asked McPherson to send a
dictionary, a grammar and other
printed books in Gaelic. The embar-
rassment to James Macpherson when
this request was passed on can be
imagined, and he was obliged to make
the excuse that even if someone
could be found to copy it, he would
not permit the unique manuscript to
leave his hands. Jefferson had to be
content with a New Testament in
Gaelic. When the marquis de
Chastellux visited Monticello in 1782,
he and Jefferson shared their enthu-
siasm by indulging in an Ossianic
evening. And at the end of his life,
when the fraud had long been exposed,
Jefferson still maintained that Ossian,
“if not ancient, it is at least equal
to the best morsels of antiquity.” r.w.

70 Dr. Charles Burney

SIR JOSHUA REYNOLDS 1723-1792
Oil on canvas 1781

75 x 61 (29%: x 24)

Lent by the Trustees of the

National Portrait Gallery, London

Charles Burney (1726-1814) was a
member of Dr. Johnson’s Club, and
his sympathetic and attractive nature
made him a popular figure in con-
temporary society. He was more a
writer and a critic than a practicing
musician, although he had been a
pupil of Thomas Arne, and began his
career as a most successful teacher
of music. The History of Music estab-
lished his reputation as a leading
musicologist and, like the accounts of
his tours 1n Europe, which Jefferson
owned at least by 1782, is still read
today. Jefferson read Burney’s musical
tours and mentioned in a letter to
Burney that they “had prepared me to
expect a great deal of pleasure from
your acquaintance.” Burney’s daughter
Fanny was the celebrated novelist
and diarist.

The portrait was commissioned by
Henry Thrale the brewer as part of
a series of portraits for the library
of his house at Streatham. Mrs. Thrale,
like Burney, was a close friend of

40 THE BRITISH CONNECTION

Samuel Johnson, the writer and
lexicographer who, in his famous Club,
attracted many of the most cele-
brated men of the day: Reynolds,
Goldsmith, Garrick, Burke, Gibbon
and Boswell. Drinking and dining
clubs of friends, often meeting at
regular intervals in taverns and profes-
sional associations, were common in
London at that time. Burney is wear-
ing his robes as Doctor of Music,
which he received from Oxford in
1769. It is significant that Burney is
portrayed as the learned writer on
music rather than as a musician. Per-
haps this was to establish Burney’s
enhanced social position, in the same
way that the self-portrait by Rey-
nolds, which he gave to the Royal
Academy, shows the artist in the robes
of Doctor of Civil Law, which Ox-
ford had conferred on him; only the
bust of Michelangelo refers to
Reynolds’ profession as a painter.
Copies of this painting made by
Burney’s relative, Edward Burney, are
in the School of Music, Oxford,
and the Liceo Musicale, Bologna.
Jefferson had met Dr. Burney briefly
when he was in London, and they
afterwards corresponded about a
Kirckman harpsichord for Martha
Jefferson. r.w.



71 David Garrick as “Lord Chalkstone,” Ellis Ackman as “Bowman” and Astley Bransby as

“Aesop” in “Lethe”

JOHANN ZOFFANY 1734/35-1810
Oil on canvas c. 1766
100.4 x 124.5 (39%2 x 49)

Collection of the City Museums and
Art Gallery, Birmingham, England
NOT IN EXHIBITION

David Garrick (1717-1779) was the
most famous actor of eighteenth-
century England. His place in con-
temporary society did not rest solely on
his great acting talent, however, for
actors were not then highly regarded
socially. Rather, through his charm
and ability, Garrick was received in the
best company and was much féted
when he visited France. He played
in Shakespeare, did much to restore
the production of the plays and was the
leading figure behind the Jubilee
celebrations in Stratford in 1769.
Comic parts, however, were more
congenial to Garrick. As a close friend
of Samuel Johnson, who had taught
him at school, he was a prominent
member of the Club which was formed
around the great writer and conversa-
tionalist and counted most of the
literary and intellectual men of the day
as his friends.

Lethe was one of many plays written

by Garrick. The painting represents
those actors who took part in the
production at Drury Lane in 1766

the prime minister, or theaters would
become caught up in opposition to
the government, as when Frederick,

by command of George III and Queen Prince of Wales, who had quarreled

Charlotte. From about that time,
Garrick gave up acting and concen-
trated on managing Drury Lane
theater, rebuilt by Robert Adam.
Another version of this painting is in
the Somerset Maugham Theatre
Collection. Zoffany painted the actor

in character roles several times, includ-

ing another scene from Lethe also

at Birmingham. The artist was keenly
interested in the theater and was a
friend of Garrick’s who had helped
Zoffany in his earlier career.

Although there was still licensing of
plays in London at this time, censor-
ship did not prevent considerable
theatrical activity with a varied pro-
gram, from oratorio and Italian operas
to farce. The audience often took
an unintended part in the drama by
forcefully showing their appreciation
or displeasure with the performance,

and celebrated actors and actresses had

their noisy claques. Sometimes the
plays had political overtones, as in

Gay’s Beggar’s Opera with its unflatter-

ing references to Sir Robert Walpole
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with his father, patronized “The Opera
of the Nobility” in rivalry to Handel,
who was supported by George I1.
Theater in the American colonies
derived most, if not all, of its in-
spiration from British models, and
Jefferson as a young lawyer in Wil-
liamsburg saw in 1768 such plays as
Addison’s The Drummer, The Mer-
chant of Venice, and The Beggar’s
Opera, performed by the Virginia
Company of Comedians, a grou
which undoubtedly lacked none of the
sgirit, if a considerable amount of
the polish, possessed by Garrick and
his contemporaries. R.W.
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72 The March to Finchley
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100.2 x 133.3 (39%2 x 521%)
Sig