THE
HUDSON
RIVER
VALLEY
REVIEW
A Journal of Regional Studies

MARIST

Publisher
Thomas S. Wermuth, Director, Hudson River Valley Institute, Marist College
Editors
Reed Sparling, Editor in Chief, Hudson Valley Magazine
Christopher Pryslopski, Program Director, Hudson River Valley Institute, Marist College
Editorial Board
Myra Young Armstead,
Professor of History, Bard College
Col. Lance Betros, Professor and head,
Department of History, U.S. Military
Academy at West Point
James M. Johnson, Military Historian
of the Hudson River National
Heritage Area & Assistant Professor
of History, Marist College
Susan L. Lewis, Assistant Professor
of History, State University of
New York at New Paltz
H. Daniel Peck, Professor of American
Studies, Vassar College
Robyn L. Rosen, Associate Professor
of History, Marist College
Thomas S. Wermuth, Dean of Liberal Arts
and Director of the Hudson River Valley
Institute, Marist College, Chair
David Woolner, Associate Professor of
History & Political Science,
Marist College, Franklin & Eleanor
Roosevelt Institute, Hyde Park

Art Director
Richard Deon
Business Manager
Jean DeFino
The Hudson River Valley Review
(ISSN 1546-3486) is published twice
a year by the Hudson River Valley
Institute at Marist College.
James M. Johnson, Executive Director
Research Assistants
Christine Caiazzi
Jennifer Campilango
Hudson River Valley Institute
Advisory Board
Todd Brinckerhoff, Chair
Peter Bienstock, Vice Chair
Patrick Garvey
Marjorie Hart
Maureen Kangas
Barnabas McHenry
Alex Reese
Denise Doring VanBuren

Copyright ©2006 by the Hudson River Valley Institute
Post: The Hudson River Valley Review
Tel: 845-575-3052
c/o Hudson River Valley Institute
Fax: 845-575-3176
Marist College, 3399 North Road,
E-mail: hrvi@marist.edu
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601-1387
Web: www.hudsonrivervalley.net
Subscription: The annual subscription rate is $20 a year (2 issues), $35 for two years
(4 issues). A one-year institutional subscription is $30. Subscribers are urged to inform
us promptly of a change of address.
POSTMASTER: Send address changes to Hudson River Valley Institute, Marist College,
3399 North Road, Poughkeepsie, NY 12601-1387
The Hudson River Valley Review was founded and published by Bard College, 1984-2002.
Founding Editors, David C. Pierce and Richard C. Wiles
The Hudson River Valley Review is underwritten by the Hudson River Valley National
Heritage Area.
ii

From the Editors
As always with our non-themed issues, this edition of The Hudson River Valley
Review spans centuries and topics, ranging from an eye-opening treatment of
the Leisler Rebellion (a seventeenth-century political ﬁrestorm) to a dramatic
account of one of the ﬁrst environmental battles in the region—the effort to halt
the Hudson River Expressway—in the 1960s. In between, there are fascinating
articles about the formation of the Black Rock Forest Preserve and the Valley’s
charitable response to the Irish famine, as well as an in-depth look at the formation of incorporated villages and a travelogue from a perceptive Dutchman who
sailed up the Hudson in the 1870s. There is also a Local History Forum on the
New Netherland Museum and three book reviews. And we’ve added another feature—an annotated listing of New and Noteworthy books about our region—all
of which means that this is one of the fattest Reviews to date. We hope you ﬁnd
it both informative and entertaining.
Reed Sparling
Christopher Pryslopski

The Hudson River Valley Review is pleased to introduce its new editorial board.
Beginning with the Autumn 2006 issue, this board will be assisting the editors
in identifying new and noteworthy work in Hudson River Valley regional studies,
selecting manuscripts for review and publication, and planning future issues of the
journal. We are very excited to welcome a distinguished board of scholars who will
assist in our effort to study and interpret America’s First River.
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This issue of The Hudson River Valley Review
has been generously underwritten by the following:

Central
Hudson
Gas & Electric Corporation
www.chenergygroup.com

Brinckerhoff and Neuville, Inc.
www.brinckerhofﬁnsurance.com
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The mission of the Hudson River Valley National Heritage
Area Program is to recognize, preserve, protect, and interpret
the nationally signiﬁcant cultural and natural resources of
the Hudson River Valley for the beneﬁt of the Nation.
For more information visit www.hudsonrivervalley.com
• Browse itineraries or build your own
• Search 90 Heritage Sites
• Information on dining & lodging establishments—
recommended by professional committees
• Upcoming events & celebrations
To contact the Hudson River Valley National Heritage Area:
Mary C. Mangione, Acting Director
Capitol Building, Room 254
Albany, NY 12224
Phone: 518-473-3835
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Call for Essays
The Hudson River Valley Review is anxious to consider essays on all aspects of the
Hudson Valley—its intellectual, political, economic, social, and cultural history,
its prehistory, architecture, literature, art, and music—as well as essays on the
ideas and ideologies of regionalism itself.

Submission of Essays and Other Materials
HRVR prefers that essays and other written materials be submitted as two doublespaced typescripts, generally no more than thirty pages long with endnotes,
along with a computer disk with a clear indication of the operating system, the
name and version of the word-processing program, and the names of documents
on the disk. Illustrations or photographs that are germane to the writing should
accompany the hard copy. Otherwise, the submission of visual materials should
be cleared with the editors beforehand. Illustrations and photographs are the
responsibility of the authors. No materials will be returned unless a stamped, selfaddressed envelope is provided. No responsibility is assumed for their loss. An
e-mail address should be included whenever possible.
HRVR will accept materials submitted as an e-mail attachment (hrvi@marist.
edu) once they have been announced and cleared beforehand.
Since HRVR is interdisciplinary in its approach to the region and to regionalism, it will honor the forms of citation appropriate to a particular discipline,
provided these are applied consistently and supply full information. Endnotes
rather than footnotes are preferred. In matters of style and form, HRVR follows
The Chicago Manual of Style.
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The Pro-Leislerian Farmers
in Early New York:
A “Mad Rabble” or “Gentlemen
Standing Up for Their Rights?”
Firth Haring Fabend
“It is a singular and melancholy fact, and one from which we may learn wisdom, that in the heat of those days, Leisler’s connexions were his bitterest
enemies. [Nicholas] Bayard and [Stephanus] van Cortland, who were of the
Council that urged his execution, were his wife’s nephews.”1

So observed E.B. O’Callaghan, the nineteenth-century editor of documents relating to the extraordinary late seventeenth-century upheaval known as Leisler’s
Rebellion. What wisdom was it that O’Callaghan thought we might learn from
the “singular and melancholy fact” that Leisler’s own relatives condemned him to
the gallows in 1691? What was so dangerous about Jacob Leisler, or his supporters,
that his execution was necessary to satisfy his enemies?
The danger, I will suggest here, was that in Leisler’s uprising, a new elite that
had begun to emerge after the second English takeover of New Netherland in the
1670s heard the rumblings of an egalitarianism that they foresaw would change
their world. In the complex nexus of religious, political, and socioeconomic factors
that underlay the uprising, it may have been the latter that generated the most
heat and the most fear among those with the most to lose.
In Jacob Leisler’s mind, socioeconomic factors were hardly in the forefront.
Leisler protested to his dying moments on the gallows that his “maine end, totall
Intent & endeavors . . . [were only] to maintaine against popery or any Schism
or heresy . . . the interest of our Sovereign[s] . . . and the reformed Protestant
Churches in those parts.” What he had done, he insisted, “was for king William
& Queen Mary, for the defence of the protestant religion & the Good of the
Country.” 2
This begs the question, however. Leisler’s enemies, for the most part, were
The Pro-Leislerian Farmers in Early New York
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also Protestants with no fondness for Roman Catholicism. In fact, despite
conﬂicts over points of doctrine and differing styles of worship, both factions
were afﬁliated with the Reformed Protestant Dutch Church, the French Reformed
Church (Huguenot), or English Dissenting churches, all with common origins
in Reformation Europe. And despite all the rhetoric and mutual name-calling,
there is no doubt that both sides shared an allegiance to William and Mary, and
valued their constitutional rights and liberties as English subjects. The Dutch
also retained a clear memory of and appreciation for Dutch political institutions, Dutch historical models, Dutch tolerance, and Dutch liberties and rights
going back to the fourteenth century at least. (The Huguenots, in their turn,
remembered the Edict of Nantes, lately revoked.) Moreover, Nicholas Bayard, the
main spokesman for those who opposed Jacob Leisler so strenuously, hardly ever
referred to religion as the issue that divided them. Leisler was, in Bayard’s words,
a drunkard, the chief malefactor of the rebellion, a tyrant, a rough rascal, a traitor,
a rebel, a usurper “Lording and domineering in all Causes”—epithets that have
political and socioeconomic connotations, but not religious ones.3
Bayard’s language became even more vitriolic when he focused on Leisler’s
followers—or rather on his “abettors” and “accomplices,” his “crew” and his
“creatures”—as this master of invective called them. Leisler’s supporters were, in
Bayard’s terms, “all men of meane birth sordid educacon & desperate ffortunes.”
The “lesser & meaner part of the people,” they were disorderly, malicious, of “mad
and franticq humor,” a “mad Rabble” of “byassed & Disaffected men” whose
“Religion . . . was as unaccomptable & obscure as their birth & fortunes.” Bayard
also chose the language and imagery of economics, rather than of religion or
politics, to characterize himself and his anti-Leislerian friends. They were the
“strictest Protestants,” to be sure, but they were also “men of sence, Reputation
and Estate,” “men of greatest probity & best ﬁgure amongst us.” “Their majesties’
most affectionate subjects,” they were men of the “best sort,” “some of the most
Considerable persons of the Province,” “gentlemen” all.
Yet it is—and was then—no secret that most of these elegant, proud, and
wealthy anti-Leislerians were but a generation removed, if that, from the middling
ranks of society. Nor was it a secret that some had attained their high estate in
part through advantageous marriages to wealthy Dutch women, and in part by
seeking the favor and patronage of English governors. That the anti-Leislerians
attacked Leisler and his supporters with rhetoric so heavily laced with economic
and class slurs suggests a vulnerability—as if those opposed to Leisler felt their
newfound economic position was threatened in some way by his adherents. Just as
Leisler, for whom the situation was “about” religion, almost always used religious
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epithets to attack his opponents, so Bayard reviled Leisler’s supporters with economic invective, suggesting that, for Bayard, the situation was “about” economic
issues. Leisler thundered and fumed at Papist devils, Papist dogs, Papist murderers,
false Protestants, Popish trumpets, false Priests of Baal, and false Popish grandees.
Bayard and company cast stones of another type at “poor, ignorant, and senseless
folk,” a “hotheaded and meane sort of people,” a “rude crew,” the “meanest and
most abject Common people” in the Province of New York.
Historians have sometimes taken this language at face value and assumed
that the Leislerians really were the “meanest Sort” around. But were they of
such “Desperate fortune” that they hoped “to make up their Wants by the ruin &
Plunder of his Majesties’ Loyal Subjects?” Was their Religion “as unaccomptable
& obscure as their birth & fortunes?” Indeed, were their birth and fortunes unaccountable and obscure?
The public record is a rich source of information about any number of
obscure Leislerians. We will look here at several who were linked to one another
by family ties, Protestantism (Dutch, French, and English), economic position,
political inclinations, and the intellectual underpinnings of those inclinations.
Furthermore, all in this group were linked to Orange County, an area west of
the Hudson River whose seventeenth-century history has received scant attention. Yet the religious and political proclivities of its residents in the seventeenth
century, as well as their socioeconomic status, may provide a clue to the question
asked above: What was so threatening about Jacob Leisler that even his relatives
wanted him dead?
The men we will look at are Daniel De Clark, a member of the Committee
of Safety that, on June 8, 1689, appointed Leisler captain of the fort in New York
and on August 16 appointed him commander in chief of New York Province; De
Clark’s stepson, Peter Haring; Guiliam Bertholf, the Pietist voorlezer (lay reader)
and then minister who was to organize in 1694 the Reformed Church where
De Clark and Haring were members and ofﬁcers in Tappan, New York; Teunis
Roelofsen van Houten, also a member of the Committee of Safety; and Cornelius
Cooper, captain of the Orange County militia company that occupied the New
York fort from 1689 to 1691.
Daniel De Clark had emigrated from Oostburg in Zeeland, where, judging
from his reﬁned handwriting, he appears to have received an education beyond
the ordinary. His last name, meaning scribe, clerk, or accountant, suggests that
he may even have come from a line of educated men. In 1685, De Clark, a widower, married Margrietje Haring, nee Cosyns, daughter of Cosyn Gerritsen van
Putten, a New Amsterdam farmer and wheelwright. When she married De Clark,
The Pro-Leislerian Farmers in Early New York
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Margrietie was the widow of Jan Pietersen Haring, a schepen (magistrate) in New
Amsterdam and the leader of a group of families who had obtained a grant in 1683
for 16,000 acres in the Hackensack Valley (known as the Tappan Patent).
Tax records for the last decades of the seventeenth century indicate that De
Clark owned a house and land in the Out Ward in Manhattan; other records
show that both he and Margrietie were members of the New York Reformed
Dutch Church. De Clark was solvent enough to continue to maintain his New
York property long after he became the leader, as Pietersen’s widow’s husband, of
the enterprising settlers who had cooperatively purchased the Tappan Patent,
16,000 acres in today’s Rockland County, New York, and Bergen County, New
Jersey. Settled in Tappan, De Clark was licensed as a brewer and served as an elder
in the church, as justice of the peace for Orange County, and as a captain in the
militia. Of the forty-odd householders in Orange County in 1702, he was among
the three best off, owning (besides his share of the patent lands) four slaves and a
ﬁne brick house, which is still standing.4
Peter Haring, De Clark’s stepson, was also one of the original Tappan patentees, having become so by inheritance when his father died shortly before settlement. Both Haring and his wife, Margaret Bogert, had been born in the 1660s
into prospering farming families. Like his stepfather, Haring continued to own his
New York lands until his death in 1750; also like De Clark, he was appointed a
justice of the peace in Orange County. Beginning in 1701, Haring (whose patent
share entitled him to nearly 1,000 acres in Tappan) was the county’s representative to the New York Provincial Assembly. Here he and his brother, Cornelius,
served over the course of thirty-six years. A colonel in the Orange County militia,
Peter Haring was for decades the largest contributor to the church in Tappan, a
fact suggesting his relative economic standing in the community.5
Guiliam Bertholf also came to America from Zeeland, in his day the heartland of Dutch Pietism, where he had been in the thick of the religious controversies of that time and place and a disciple of the ﬁery Pietist preacher and
writer Jacobus Koelman. By occupation a baker, Bertholf was employed soon after
arriving in New York in 1684 as voorlezer in Harlem and then as voorlezer and
schoolmaster for two communities, Hackensack and Acquackanonk (Passaic), in
Bergen County, New Jersey. Records reveal that Bertholf was an ardent supporter
of Leisler. Indeed, anti-Leislerian New York Domine Rudolfus Varick complained
to the Classis of Amsterdam that Bertholf had “violently urged [Leisler] on.” This
adverb was an inappropriate one, as all other sources reveal Bertholf to have had
a calm, irenic spirit. Varick’s choice of the word “violently” underlines the anxiety
felt by the ruling powers at the prospect of the opposition rising in their midst.
82

The Hudson River Valley Review

Two years after Leisler’s Rebellion ended, Bertholf returned to the Netherlands
to be examined and ordained in the Reformed Church, a step that suggests he
was no violent instigator, but a man with a calling who must have had facility in
Latin, Greek, and Hebrew, and training in Reformed theology, doctrine, church
history, homiletics, and oratory. Back in America, Bertholf organized a dozen or
more Pietist congregations in the hinterland and has been called the “itinerating
apostle” of New Jersey.6
The backgrounds of De Clark, Haring, and Bertholf were similar to that
of Teunis Roelofsen van Houten and Cornelius Cooper: Both born in New
Netherland in the 1650s; they were landowners, solid citizens, and elders in the
church. A merchant in Tappan, Roelofsen was elected to the Committee of Safety
that elevated Leisler in 1689. For his support, Leisler named him that same year as
justice of the peace in Orange County. In 1703, he became a justice of the Court
of Common Pleas in the county.7
Born in Manhattan in 1659, Cooper was a shareholder in the Tappan Patent,
which entitled him to about 1,000 acres of land. He also owned other lands, some
inherited and some purchased, in Bergen County; in the Kakiat Patent in Orange
County; in Haverstraw (the De Hart Patent); and in New Castle, Delaware. High
sheriff of Orange County, he was also a justice of the peace, a judge of the Court
of Common Pleas, and later a member of the New York General Assembly. In
Leisler’s Rebellion, Cornelius Cooper was captain of the troops that occupied the
fort in 1689.
How representative were such men in the age of Leisler? They were far from
unique. Hundreds of Leisler’s supporters throughout New York and New Jersey
shared a similar background, and as this brief glimpse indicates, such men were
no abject mob. Some of them were by 1689 already third-generation Americans.
They were landowners, their housing stock was excellent, their families large,
their life expectancy long. They were prospering in America in a steady and
satisfactory way, worshiping in churches they themselves had founded, serving as
ofﬁcers in their militias, and shouldering the main burden of administering their
town and county governments. Some of them participated in a signiﬁcant way
in province-level political affairs. In a nutshell, they were respectable representatives of society’s middling sort; they were, indeed, model citizens. In “Loyalty
Vindicated,” the anonymous pamphlet published in New York in 1698 (note 3),
such men described themselves as having behaved in 1689 not as a mad rabble,
but as “Gentlemen” standing up for “all bounds, and Laws of English Right and
Government.” 8
If the harsh and defamatory language of Nicholas Bayard does not, then,
The Pro-Leislerian Farmers in Early New York
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accurately describe the actual socioeconomic characteristics of the Leislerians, we
might explore the idea that it reveals the anxiety of a small and recently established elite confronted by the political energy, intellectual ideas, and moral force
of the numerous, discontented, and eager-to-advance class beneath it.
Historians with a social-class model in mind have attributed the Dutch
farmers’ motives in supporting Leisler in 1689 to a vague resentment at having
been passed over in the new order that developed in New York after the English
takeover. Randall Balmer has speciﬁcally attributed “class antagonisms” among
the Dutch in the Leislerian period to the “emerging alliance” between upwardly
mobile Dutch clergy and English merchants. But the internecine tension in the
Dutch community at this time had little to do with New York politics per se.
Rather, it was related to long-standing theological disputes that were in turn related to the Arminian controversies of the early decades of the seventeenth century
in Reformation Europe. It also echoed the political situation in the Netherlands
between the States Party and the Orange Party, and it was exacerbated by the
differing worship styles of the strict Calvinists in the Netherlands and the more
liberal Calvinists.9 Nevertheless, if they were discontented in 1689, the Dutch
farmers bore grievances that were real and particular—and they were not limited
to the clergymen among them, or to the clergy’s speciﬁc complaints. The important irritant was economic.
If economics was the battleﬁeld, that ﬁeld had real metes and bounds. We
have only to recall how men acquired land in seventeenth-century New York and
New Jersey to understand this. Good land was becoming expensive by 1680, and
small-to-middling farmers had to pool their resources to acquire even relatively
small parcels, like the Tappan Patent. The newly arriving Huguenots had to rely
on Jacob Leisler, who himself purchased 6,000 acres in today’s New Rochelle and
sold them to the fairly penurious settlers. But these farmers had reason to suspect
that others would receive huge grants of land from the royal governors, much in
the way that King Charles in 1664 bestowed New Jersey on the Duke of York, with
the duke in turn giving the land to his favorites, Sir George Carteret and Lord
John Berkeley, a year later. When Governor Richard Nichols ruled that Dutch
land claims be renewed under the so-called Duke’s Laws in 1665, Dutch suspicions
regarding the patterns of land tenure evolving around them were heightened. And
time would prove their fears well grounded. In 1683, Robert Livingston—who had
a talent for knowing what royal governors needed or wanted—paid $600 in trade
goods for 2,000 acres on the Hudson River in today’s Columbia County. In 1685,
he purchased an additional 600 acres twenty miles away, with Governor Thomas
Dongan throwing in for no clear reason the intervening 160,000 acres. The van
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Rensselaers’ claims were conﬁrmed in 1685 for what eventually grew to be the
one million acres of Rensselaerswyck. In 1686, Philipe Philipse, a son of Frederick
Philipse, received a patent for what is today all of Putnam County in the Hudson
Valley. In the post-Leislerian period, Anglicizers received—often as outright gifts
from British governors—tracts of valuable wilderness so vast as to stagger the
imagination. These huge grants, basically political favors, were a cause for resentment among men who had to scrimp and save for their plot of earth, and had to
band together in groups, at that, to acquire it. As one historian of colonial New
York put it, the “tremendous concentration of landed estates in the hands of a few
boded ill for the future of a society whose many yeomen had come to view these
great landlords with grave suspicions.”10
Despite all of the name-calling, daily economic concerns, forming class interests, and social standing were not in themselves the ﬁnal battleﬁeld. The ultimate
source of anxiety for Nicholas Bayard and the anti-Leislerians was a set of intellectual ideas undergirding the Leislerians’ resentment at inequity and injustice. As
Bayard put it in 1691, “many of the people of this province have been debauched
with strange principles and tenetts Concerning government . . . [which] are not
easily to be rooted out. [M]any here of Considerable fortune and knowne integrity
to the Crown of england whose lives and fortunes have almost been Ship wracht
ware uneasy thinking it [w]ill never afterwards be safe for them to live in this
province [n]or can their lives or fortunes ever be secure if such men doe survive
to head an ignorant Mobile.”11
The strange principles and tenets concerning government that bound the
farmers of New York and New Jersey to Leisler’s cause were not so strange after all.
They were the very ideas circulating in Europe in the 1680s concerning liberty
of conscience, power and prerogatives, and natural rights—including the right of
property. It has long been known that Guiliam Bertholf and his fellow Pietists
conveyed the religious basis for these ideas to the people of New Netherland. But
since this paper was ﬁrst published in 1990, research indicates that a number of
prominent New York Leislerians were part of the hive of political activity known
as the Protestant International in Rotterdam in the 1680s, when that port city
was a Voetian-Orangist stronghold.12 Among the men who met in the salon of
Quaker merchant Benjamin Furley (along with John Locke) were none other than
Jacob Milborne, Leisler’s main supporter and future son in law, and Samuel Edsall,
Milborne’s father in law.
The Samuel Edsall connection provides food for thought in the context of
the Orange County Leislerians discussed above, for they had long been associated
with him. It is suggested here that he is the ﬁgure who links them with the politiThe Pro-Leislerian Farmers in Early New York
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cal events of 1689, just as Bertholf is the religious link. Born in 1633/4 in Reading,
England, Edsall was a hatter. He became a burgher of New Amsterdam in 1657;
rose to afﬂuence as a trader, merchant, and landed proprietor; and enjoyed a long
career as magistrate and adviser to a number of administrations both in New York
and New Jersey. He owned vast tracts of land, among which were 2,000 choice
acres between the Hudson and Hackensack rivers (just a few miles south of the
Tappan Patent). In 1680, he accompanied Jan Pietersen Haring, his exact contemporary in age, into the wilderness as translator in the negotiations with the
Tappan Indians; the following year, he was a signatory on the deed to the land the
Tappan patentees acquired.13 Also that year, while sitting on the council of East
Jersey Proprietary Governor Philip Carteret, Edsall angered the delegates to the
General Assembly by siding with the Governor’s attempts to whittle away at their
traditional rights and privileges under the Concessions of 1665.14 Prudent after
this experience, Edsall was not to be on the wrong side of popular will again.
Considered by one historian who investigated his career as having a “better
acquaintance with matters of government than was possessed by any of his colleagues [at the time of Leisler’s Rebellion] or by Leisler himself,” Edsall exercised,
according to this writer, a “leading inﬂuence in the affairs of the Colony during
that period.”15 He was a member of the Committee of Safety that chose Leisler
captain of the fort in New York on June 8, 1689—the same committee on which
Daniel De Clark and Teunis Roelofsen van Houten sat. Also on this committee
were Jean Demarest and William Laurence, both with Orange County connections. (Demarest, of a Huguenot family, was a Haring in-law.) These same
ﬁve men were among the ten who signed a “Commission to Capt. Leisler to be
Commander in Chief” on August 16, 1689. Abraham Gouverneur, later to marry
Leisler’s daughter, was clerk of the Committee of Safety, and had Orange County
connections as well. Johannes Blauvelt, Teunis Talman, and Peter Bogert—all
Dutch farmers related by ties of blood and marriage with the above Orange
County families—were among those who captured the fort and served there
under Leisler. All knew Edsall.
It has been assumed that these obscure men were isolated in their Orange
County wilderness from the main intellectual ideas of the times. To the contrary,
they were quite abreast of them. The farmers of Tappan, like hundreds of their
fellow Leislerians all over New York and New Jersey who listened on Sundays
to the views of Guiliam Bertholf and his Pietist colleagues, were, through this
religious connection, privy to the ideas that anticipated the Glorious Revolution
in England, when the Dutch stadtholder William took over the throne of James
II. Now it appears that through their connection to Samuel Edsall and Jacob
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Milborne (and perhaps to other New York Leislerian merchants with business
in the port city of Rotterdam) they were part of a transatlantic community of
ideas that demanded, in the New World as well as in the Old, the triumph of
Protestantism over Papism (if not toleration over persecution) and their traditional rights and privileges over royal tyranny.
The Glorious Revolution’s immediate outcome in New York was not so
glorious for Leisler, who was hanged and then for good measure beheaded, his
property conﬁscated, and his family left nearly destitute. But his cause did not
end there. It was carried over into the New York Assembly, where for thirty years
his supporters clamored for redress of his wrongs and theirs—as we might expect
on economic, and not religious, grounds. Property was the basis of it. And in the
matter of property, the Leislerians had the last word. Leisler’s estate was restored
to his heirs, and even the sore thumb of royal land grants was eventually salved,
though it would take a century.16
The Leislerians have been discounted by some historians because they were
not “for English liberties” per se. But many of them, like Samuel Edsall, were
English and thoroughly acquainted with the liberties of the “ancient constitution.”
The Dutch among them were men steeped in an understanding of Dutch liberties going back at least to the so-called “Joyous Entry of Brabant” in 1356, which
established the right to overthrow a tyrant. And as mentioned, the Huguenots
remembered all too well their recent liberties under the now-revoked Edict of
Nantes. Further, through their connection to Bertholf and men like Edsall and
Milborne, the farmers, artisans, and merchants of New York were acquainted, we
know now, with the heady ideas circulating in Rotterdam in the 1680s, including
the ideas of John Locke, who wrote his Two Treatises of Government in Holland
during his expatriate years there (1683-1689), “to make good [King William’s] title
in the consent of the people . . . and to justify to the world the people of England,
whose love of their just and natural rights . . . saved the nation when it was on
the very brink of slavery and ruin.” In other words, they were conversant with the
notions that all men are equal and independent, that government emanates from
the people and must seek the popular welfare, and that revolution against a tyrant,
especially in the case of religious oppression, vide James II, is justiﬁed.17
Locke’s views on the natural right of property, which built on those of the
Dutch jurist Hugo Grotius, must also have been known to them. “I ask,” Locke
mused as he theorized on the value added to land by labor, “whether in the wild
woods and uncultivated waste of America, left to nature, without any improvement, tillage, or husbandry, a thousand acres yield the needy and wretched
inhabitants as many conveniences of life as ten acres of equally fertile land do in
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Devonshire, where they are well cultivated.”18 The farmers of New York and New
Jersey in 1690 already knew that it was only a matter of time and sweat before
the question was an academic one. In such ways these Leislerian farmers were
not merely backwoods hearers of ideas ﬁltered down to them through men like
Bertholf and Edsall. Rather, in their progressive hopefulness, they were already
acting on them—and on a continuum with the more successful revolutionaries
who would be informed by Locke’s ideas in later American history.
No wonder the ruling elite in New York feared the “strange principles and
tenetts Concerning government” of these troublesome men, and no wonder they
wanted their leader dead, even if he was, for some, their relative.
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