
American
Revolution
was not
in the name
of ideology

Culture and history shape
approaches to foreign policy
Single source but differenterent channels

By Louis Balthazar

There are few examples in the world of
two countries as closely linked by histori-
cal experience, geography and culture as
the United States and Canada.

Of course, these two countries are
still quite separate. Relations between
them are often strained and their foreign
policies diverge in many respects. How-
ever, in comparison with the other mem-
bers of the international community, their
similarities are much more striking than
their differences. Two hundred years of
history since The American Revolution
have not dissolved the ties that formed
between those who set out from the British
Isles on a unique experiment in liberalism
in North America. The fact that most of
them chose to set up a new nation and to
break all ties with the Crown while others
preferred to remain loyal to Great Britain
has had no profound effect on the com-
munity of ideology that had developed
during the colonial period.

Actually, as few historians today
would dispute, the American Revolution
did not take place in the name of ideology.
Remaining loyal to the Empire and refus-
ing to take part in the republican adven-
ture in no way meant a repudiation of the
set of values that had guided the develop-
ment.of a new society in North America.

The British colonists and their descen-
dants had psychologically turned their
backs on Europe. Puritans or not, they
espoused religious values that they did not
think it possible to put into practice in the
Old World. They had chosen to experience
liberal, individualism to the full. They
believed in work, frugal living and the ad-

Pro f essor Balthazar is co-editor of Inter-
national Perspectives. The views expressed
in this article are purely his own, howeaer,
and are not intended to reflect the policy
of the Department or to state an editorial
position for this magazine.

vancement of economic enterprise, They
placed great value on their ind vidud
rights and felt that they were rea 1y foi
self-government. In short, they h td re.
jected European aristocratic valu(s and
set up a society where liberalism we ild hy
able to develop unfettered, in an rlmosf
pure state. The American Rev -lutiou
sought to set the seal on this new ^xpe-
ment once and for all by breaking t ie tis
with Europe and bringing the cdoniE
independence. Some colonists did n .,t con.
sider that necessary.

For these settlers, who wera late
calledLoyalists or Tories, it seeme, quit!
possible to continue the liberal expE °imenl
in the American way and yet emaia
within the British Empire. The were
not unduly fond of submission o the
Crown. However, for all sorts of p, actical
reasons - because they shared the inte
ests of the governors, because the 7 took
part in the administration or beca- se the
type of business in which they v^re in-
volved benefited from imperial po, cies
they were opposed to the revolu ionary
undertaking.

Exodus to the north
The success of the Revolution pu, them
in the wrong and, as happens af# r any
revolution, they were made to fe :1 that
they had been odious "collabc ators'
and that there was no place for tem in
the United States of America. Tr,ir de-
parture, and the break with this so, ety 01
which they had been a part, was est .cially
painful and inevitably aroused a;ertain
amount of hostility towards the ne v poli'
tical entity that was to develop rithonf
them.

Fortunately for these outcast ;, hoN'
ever, they were to be able to try th 4 luck
elsewhere in America, since Brit< in had
just conquered other territories - hose Of
the former French Empire.

the;
€urr

lit

,nd
peri

'ert
^aha

nc
hel
ait

life.

na

,4uii
Uni

e^


