Edmund Burke analyzed the American Revolution from the perspective of an Englishman, but ultimately supported the revolution in America because of the unfair treatment that the English had given Americans in regards to taxation. Burke categorized the American Revolution as being done by those of English descent and being English-minded, but he failed to take into account the vast numbers of other immigrants from the British Isles and from other European countries, and the African slaves and their American descendants who fought in the Revolutionary War. The American Revolution took much influence from English ideals, but it also took influence from Irish, Scots-Irish, and French ideas and cultures. Burke chose to ignore the influences of the other cultures and focused only on the English inspiration which motivated the colonists to (ironically) rebel against England. Burke felt that the colonists, at least during the Revolution, were following English standards and guidelines better than the English themselves; the Americans (in his opinion) held to the ideals of England regarding their rights. The French did not take influence from the English or any English philosophy or laws during their revolution. Their revolution eschewed a listing of few natural rights and they required a listing of several natural rights, which Burke feared would cause the French to continue to demand more and more rights until the nation became totalitarian.[footnoteRef:1] Thus, Burke ultimately favored the American Revolution and rejected the French Revolution. [1: Ritchie, Daniel E. Edmund Burke: Appraisals and Applications. New Brunswick, N.J., U.S.A: Transaction Publishers, 1990.  p. 141. ] 

Edmund Burke approached the American Revolution from an already biased and incorrect perspective in terms of categorizing the American people. In order to appeal to England and to convince the country and its people to come to a negotiation of peace with the American people, he reminded the English of the common ancestry which the two groups of people held, and considered himself to be of the same ancestry entirely (ignoring his Irish Catholic ancestry and the fact that he had a mixed marriage with an Irish Catholic woman)[footnoteRef:2] in order to better identify with both the Americans and the British. In his document entitled Speech on Conciliation with the Colonies, Edmund Burke said,  [2: Gopnik, Adam. "The Right Man - The New Yorker." The New Yorker. July 29, 2013. Accessed May 6, 2015.  http://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2013/07/29/the-right-man ] 

First, the people of the colonies are descendants of Englishmen. England, Sir, is a nation, which still I hope respects, and formerly adored, her freedom. The colonists emigrated from you when this part of your character was most predominant; and they took this bias and direction the moment they parted from your hands. They are therefore not only devoted to liberty, but to liberty according to English ideas, and on English principles.[footnoteRef:3] [3: Burke, Edmund. "Fundamental Documents: Edmund Burke, Speech on Conciliation with the Colonies." March 22, 1775. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/v1ch1s2.html ] 

Burke considered the American colonists to be of English descent. He did not consider that they might have emigrated from other parts of Great Britain and Ireland, or from other parts of the world. Burke automatically considered the colonists to be not only Englishmen, but of “English ideas” and “English principles”. Burke’s manner of thinking here substantiates copious problems with his analysis. The most concerning and obvious problem is that Burke was simply fallacious in his statements that the colonists are all ethnically English. Around the time of the Revolution, it is true that a slight majority of colonists were English or had English ancestry. However, significant populations of immigrants from other places in the British Isles took place during the 18th Century. During this period, there were far less English immigrants than German or Irish immigrants.[footnoteRef:4] The majority of these Irish immigrants were from Ulster, and of Scottish ancestry. They were sometimes categorized as Ulster-Scots or Scots-Irish, although they only considered themselves Irish and identified themselves as Irish in the United States Census.[footnoteRef:5] In fact, according to the historian Carlos E. Cortes, there were significant non-English immigrant arrivals to the colonies during the time of the American Revolution. He states,  [4: Lee, Joseph, and Marion R. Casey. Making the Irish American: History and Heritage of the Irish in the United States. New York: New York University Press, 2006. p. 151-152.]  [5: Ibid. ] 

It has been estimated that at about the time of the Revolution over half of the immigrants were from the British Isles, but not all were English. There were large contingents of Irish, Welsh, Scots, and Scots-Irish…About 8.8 percent of the white population were of German ancestry, 3.5 percent of Dutch descent, and a smattering of other groups that may have had local significance but otherwise constituted a small percentage.[footnoteRef:6]  [6: Cortes, Carlos E. Multicultural America a Multimedia Encyclopedia. Vol. 1. Riverside, California: SAGE Publications, 2013. p 210.] 

Another estimate by historian Carlton Jackson places the English immigrants at only 60.9% of the colonists, while Scots-Irish and Scottish composed 14.3% together by 1775.[footnoteRef:7] He also estimates that 200,000 Scots-Irish immigrants arrived to America between 1717 and 1775. Burke’s reasons for having categorized the American Revolution as being English in spirit and being a movement started and led by English colonists seemed to be rooted in his own views on his ethnic identity and with how he should have responded to the matter based on his personal self-categorization in regards to his race. In Reflections on the Revolution in France, Burke identified himself as English.[footnoteRef:8] He did not consider himself to be an Irishman, although most historians and scholars seem to consider him Irish, evidencing that they disagreed with his own ethnic self-identification. Burke was born and raised in Ireland, and his father and mother’s family were both from Ireland. However, Burke was a part of the wealthier Protestant upper-class in Ireland, and considered himself to be of a different social class and to belong to a different society.  It is clear that Burke considered himself different from not only Irish Catholics (despite his mother’s roots), but even most Irish Protestants, whom were primarily of an Ulster-Scot background (a term usually used in Great Britain and Ireland for the Irish who had Scottish Presbyterian ancestry, whereas in America the term Scots-Irish was more often used instead). The Ulster-Scots and the Irish Catholics both detested the Anglo-Irish for controlling the wealth in Ireland while they were primarily poor yeoman farmers.[footnoteRef:9][footnoteRef:10] However, whether Burke would have considered himself Anglo-Irish (or even Protestant) is also debatable to some. The historian Daniel E. Ritchie writes, “The tendency to miss the significance of Burke’s Irishness is encouraged by other factors. These include the general impression that Burke is Anglo-Irish and belongs in the Protestant tradition. In fact, there is nothing “Anglo” at all about what we know of his family connexions and he himself-at least in the late writings with which we are concerned-eschews the designation “Protestant.”[footnoteRef:11] Ritchie also disagrees that Burke was an Englishman, even dismissing Burke’s own self-identification as English: “Finally, some who have been impressed by Burke’s writings on the French Revolution have ignored the Irish factor, probably because of a conviction that, in comparison with the mighty issues treated in the Reflections, the concerns of Ireland were trivial and parochial…The author of The Reflections of the Revolution in France wrote in the persona of an Englishman-which is in itself a cause of confusion-but was in fact Irish to the marrow of his bones.”[footnoteRef:12] The argument here that Burke was simply calling himself English in order to better appeal to France (because Ireland’s problems were not as painful) is absurd. As seen in his document on the American Revolution, Burke once again identified with England. It is odd; however, given Burke’s mother’s Irish Catholic and Jacobite background and Irish Catholic surname (Nagle)[footnoteRef:13] that he denied his Irish background at all. [7: Jackson, Carlton. A Social History of the Scotch-Irish. Lanham: Madison Books, 1993. p. 10 (Foreward)]  [8: Burke, Edmund. "Edmund Burke: Reflections on the Revolution in France." 1790. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.constitution.org/eb/rev_fran.htm ]  [9: Seavoy, Ronald E. An Economic History of the United States: From 1607 to the Present. New York, NY [u.a.: Routledge, 2006. pp. 51-52.]  [10: Fitzgerald, Mark, and John O' Flynn. Music and Identity in Ireland and beyond. Farnham: Ashgate Publishing, 2014. p 30. ]  [11: Ritchie, Daniel E. Edmund Burke: Appraisals and Applications. New Brunswick, N.J., U.S.A: Transaction Publishers, 1990. p. 165.]  [12: Ibid.]  [13: Fanning, Bryan. Histories of the Irish Future. London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2014. p. 43.] 

	Another major problem with Burke’s analysis of the colonists is that he stated that they had English ideas and principles. The copious Germans who arrived in the 1700s would have disagreed with Burke’s assessment. These German immigrants did not initially speak English, and often felt like outsiders in the colonies when surrounded by their (English-speaking) Irish Protestant, Scottish, or English-American neighbors. An example of how these German Americans did not have English ideas or principles can be seen in the way in which they set up their houses. The Germans modeled their houses in an English style as a way to appear to have conformed to English society. However, on the inside of their houses, the Germans modeled the style after German houses and the set up appeared in a similar way to how their families would have it back home.[footnoteRef:14] The Scots-Irish held an intense and unrelenting hatred for the English. Andrew Jackson, for example, was Scots-Irish and both of his parents were born and raised in Ireland. He was also conceived in Ireland, but born in America. He identified as Irish,[footnoteRef:15] and held a deep contempt for the English and all things English, stemming from an incident as a child (where he was a prisoner of war) in which a British officer slashed him across the face with a sword for refusing to clean his boots.[footnoteRef:16][footnoteRef:17]  [14: Adam, Thomas. Germany and the Americas Culture, Politics, and History. Santa Barbara, Calif.: ABC-CLIO, 2005. p. 444.]  [15: Metress, Seamus P., and Eileen K. Metress. Irish in Michigan. East Lansing: Michigan State University Press, 2006. p. 1805.]  [16: Nester, William R. The Age of Jackson and the Art of American Power, 1815-1848. 1st ed. Lincoln, Nebraska: Potomac Books, 2013. Ch.1, first page.]  [17: Sweeny, Alastair. Fire along the Frontier: Great Battles of the War of 1812. Canada: Dundurn Press, 2012. p. 235-236.] 

	Another error with Burke’s analysis is that he excluded the fact that a prominent Irish American by the name of Charles Carroll essentially (and almost single-handedly) funded the American Revolution with his and his family’s money.[footnoteRef:18] Burke stated in his Speech on conciliation with America of the colonists: “The people are Protestants.”[footnoteRef:19] Although most were Protestants; these Protestants depended heavily on the financial support of an Irish Catholic, the same stock as Edmund Burke’s mother. Charles Carroll, born in Maryland and a wealthy slave owner, was a signer of the Declaration of Independence. He was one of nine Irishmen (two Catholic including Carroll, seven Protestants) who signed the document.[footnoteRef:20] Burke denied the influence of Ireland and its immigrants on the American Revolution by leaving these people out and categorized the Revolution as English in nature. Also, significant numbers of self-identified Irish Americans fought in the Revolutionary War. The Irish, “the largest immigrant group to arrive in the colonies in the 1700s”, were recognized as an important force by George Washington, and he made St. Patrick’s Day an official holiday for his troops.[footnoteRef:21] According to one estimate by 2016 Democratic Presidential candidate, former Governor, and author Jim Webb, 40% of the soldiers in the Revolutionary War were Irish.[footnoteRef:22] Several other estimates places the numbers of self-identified Irish or Irish-descent soldiers at up to 50% or half of the Continental army.[footnoteRef:23][footnoteRef:24] During the war, a British officer exclaimed that “half the rebel Continental army were from Ireland.”[footnoteRef:25] General Lee also stated that half the Revolutionary Army was from Ireland, to which Edmund Burke expressed disbelief. He had been inquiring about whether most soldiers were foreign born or American natives, and had to ask again if the rebel army meant the American continental army to make sure that he properly understood what he had been told.[footnoteRef:26] By placing the idea that the colonists are English, Burke denied the significant influence of Irish who had fought in the Revolutionary War, and he also rejected any connection with his own people (the Irish of any background) in favor of siding with the English. [18: "Faith at Folly Quarter." The Shrine of St. Anthony. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.shrineofstanthony.org/history-declaration-independence.htm]  [19: Burke, Edmund. "Fundamental Documents: Edmund Burke, Speech on Conciliation with the Colonies." Fundamental Documents: Edmund Burke, Speech on Conciliation with the Colonies. March 22, 1775. Accessed May 6, 2015.]  [20: Keane, Brendan Patrick. "The Irish Who Signed the the Declaration of Independence (PHOTOS)." IrishCentral. January 27, 2015. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.irishcentral.com/opinion/others/the-irish-side-of-the-american-declaration-of-independence-97713259-238038151.html#]  [21: Kline, Cristopher. “George Washington’s Revolutionary St. Patrick’s Day. March 15, 2013. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.history.com/news/george-washingtons-revolutionary-st-patricks-day]  [22: Webb, James H. Born Fighting: How the Scots-Irish Shaped America. New York: Broadway Books, 2004. p 10.]  [23: Irish America. Ireland: Irish Voice Incorporated, 1998. Volume 14. Page 58.]  [24: Bunson, Matthew, and Inc Visitor. 2009 Our Sunday Visitor's Catholic Almanac. Huntington, Ind.: Our Sunday Visitor, 2009. p 358.]  [25: Jackson, Carlton. A Social History of the Scotch-Irish. Lanham: Madison Books, 1993. p 308.]  [26: O’ Brien, Michael Joseph. A Hidden Phase of American History; Ireland's Part in America's Struggle for Liberty,. New York: Dodd, Mead and, 1919. p 104.] 

	The Scots-Irish influence on America is so vast that millions of African Americans today are connected to it. Although it is a well-known fact that the majority of African Americans have some European ancestry (at least according to genetic DNA estimates by geneticists and genealogists such as Mark D. Shriver and others)[footnoteRef:27][footnoteRef:28] it was previously assumed that the minor European contribution was only English or majority English in combination with the predominant West African ancestry groups like the Yoruba and Mandinka.[footnoteRef:29] However, genealogists have also found significant Irish Protestant and Scots-Irish ancestry amongst African Americans such as Rosa Parks, Michelle Obama, and Alex Haley (while Martin Luther King, Jr. and Muhammad Ali have Irish Catholic ancestry),[footnoteRef:30][footnoteRef:31][footnoteRef:32] and many Black American slaves had Scots-Irish ancestry.[footnoteRef:33] Edmund Burke did not take into account the Scots-Irish or Scottish blood that was present even in much of the slave population. This adds to the number of Americans who held blood or ancestry which was not English, and who Edmund Burke left out when discussing the American Revolution. The American slaves held not only some English ancestry, but also Scots-Irish, Scottish, French, and other roots. Several slaves participated in the American Revolution and fought in significant numbers on both sides.[footnoteRef:34][footnoteRef:35] Because of the slaves alone, the American Revolution would have contained numerous soldiers in the war of Scots-Irish descent who ironically would not have been considered European in any regard. Edmund Burke failed to mention those of Scots-Irish, Scottish, and other European descent that fought in the Revolution who were Black American slaves. [27: Gates, Henry Louis. In Search of Our Roots: How 19 Extraordinary African Americans Reclaimed Their past. New York: Crown Publishing, 2009. p. 20-21.]  [28: Gates, Henry Louis. "How Mixed Are African Americans? - The Root." The Root. February 11, 2013. Accessed May 6, 2015. p. 2-3. ]  [29: Cachorro, Ricardo. Unknown Capoeira. Berkeley, Calif.: Blue Snake Books ;, 2011. p. 147.]  [30: Bornstein, George. The Colors of Zion Blacks, Jews, and Irish from 1845 to 1945. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2011. p. 44.]  [31: Jordan, John H. Black Americans 17th Century to 21st Century. S.l.: Trafford On Demand Pub, 2013. p. 336. ]  [32: O' Dowd, Niall. "First Lady Michelle Obama's Irish Slave Owner Roots." IrishCentral. April 24, 2015. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.irishcentral.com/news/first-lady-michelle-obamas-irish-slave-owner-roots-are-revealed-159341955-237511041.html ]  [33: Drymon, M.M. Scotch-Irish Foodways in America: Recipes from History. S.l.: 1718 Project, 2009. p. 41-42. ]  [34: Raatma, Lucia. African-American Soldiers in the Revolutionary War. Minneapolis, Minn.: Compass Point Books, 2009. p 10. ]  [35: Neimeyer, Charles Patrick. The Revolutionary War. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 2007. p 64.] 

	Burke also tended to approach the slavery question from a biased perspective. Although Burke supported the American Revolution and ultimately argued for peace between the British and American colonists, Burke initially expressed skepticism and disdain for the Revolution in America because of the inhumane treatment of black slaves in the colonies. He stated, “We hear the loudest yelps for liberty among the drivers of negroes,”[footnoteRef:36] as a means of explanation for his early feelings of doubt toward the sincerity of the Revolution. However, Burke expressed no such sentiments in regard to the French Revolution. He did not condemn or castigate the French for their role in slavery throughout the document, though he did briefly mention “maroon slaves” occupied by the French without outright criticizing their slavery institution.[footnoteRef:37] Slavery was still legal in France by the time that Burke was writing Reflections on the Revolution in France. Burke wrote the document in 1790, although slavery in France was not abolished until 1794.[footnoteRef:38] This means that during the time that Burke wrote about his opinion on the French Revolution, he did not attack the French for slavery as he attacked Americans. Burke’s criticism of the French extended to copious other problems aside from slavery, whereas his main criticism of the Americans seems to be their position on slavery and support of it.  [36: Gopnik, Adam. "The Right Man - The New Yorker." The New Yorker. July 29, 2013. Accessed May 6, 2015.   http://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2013/07/29/the-right-man ]  [37: Burke, Edmund. "Edmund Burke: Reflections on the Revolution in France." 1790. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.constitution.org/eb/rev_fran.htm ]  [38: Miller, Christopher L. The French Atlantic Triangle: Literature and Culture of the Slave Trade. Durham: Duke University Press, 2008. p 86.
] 

	In Reflections, Burke criticized the French for the backgrounds of the people involved: 
After this sally of the preacher of the Old Jewry, which differs only in place and time, but agrees perfectly with the spirit and letter of the rapture of 1648, the Revolution Society, the fabricators of governments, the heroic band of cashierers of monarchs, electors of sovereigns, and leaders of kings in triumph, strutting with a proud consciousness of the diffusion of knowledge of which every member had obtained so large a share in the donative, were in haste to make a generous diffusion of the knowledge they had thus gratuitously received.[footnoteRef:39] [39: Burke, Edmund. "Edmund Burke: Reflections on the Revolution in France." 1790. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.constitution.org/eb/rev_fran.htm ] 

Burke revealed a deep prejudice and racial bias (ironically for someone who detested slavery and 
demanded its gradual end, though he was no abolitionist)[footnoteRef:40], and criticized the French Revolution for being involved with “Jewry”. Here, Burke revealed Anti-Semitism which was not present in his writings on the American Revolution, primarily because there were presumably few Jewish Americans during the time of the Revolution. Burke considered that with the French Revolution’s equalizing the citizens, Jewish people (amongst others like “usurpers” and “clowns”) would lead the nation further to ruin. [40: Maciag, Drew. Edmund Burke in America the Contested Career of the Father of Modern Conservatism. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2013. p 12.] 

Every person in your country, in a situation to be actuated by a principle of honour, is disgraced and degraded, and can entertain no sensation of life, except in a mortified and humiliated indignation. But this generation will quickly pass away. The next generation of the nobility will resemble the artificers and clowns, and money-jobbers, usurers, and Jews, who will be always their fellows, sometimes their masters. Believe me, Sir, those who attempt to level, never equalise. In all societies, consisting of various descriptions of citizens, some description must be uppermost.[footnoteRef:41] [41: Burke, Edmund. "Edmund Burke: Reflections on the Revolution in France." 1790. Accessed May 6, 2015. http://www.constitution.org/eb/rev_fran.htm  ] 

	Another criticism that Burke leveled at the French was their allowing the Third Estate to rise to power after the failures of King Louis XVI. The old constitution was thrown out and a new one came into power. Burke maintained that a monarchy and the traditional governments of a nation should not be discarded; he argued that “France to be anything must be a Monarchy; and a very strong Monarchy too.”[footnoteRef:42] Burke was not so conservative that he was opposed to any sort of reform, but the movement in France was not a justified reform in his opinion because it was done with violence and the mixing of the nobles, clergy, and commoners into one order with The Third Estate.[footnoteRef:43] Everyone was literally made equal on a social level, whereas the American Revolution was not demanding a sweeping change that disturbed societal order. Slaves were still slaves (and although Burke was opposed to slavery, as stated above, he was not an abolitionist much in the same manner as Abraham Lincoln, and he would be opposed to any quick, radical changes that immediately set slaves free), the upper-class aristocratic Tidewater English Americans held their own societies and views, and the generally lower-class Scots-Irish and German Americans held their own societies and views, though intermarriage happened often. These lower-class Americans did not (usually) engage in warfare or strife against the upper classes, as had happened in the French Revolution. The societies and classes were often separate, but did not degenerate into violence or chaos.  [42: Canavan, Francis. The Political Economy of Edmund Burke the Role of Property in His Thought. New York: Fordham University Press, 1995. p 149.]  [43: Ibid. p 150.] 

The French Revolution also set up a demanding change in introducing The Declarations of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen. Despite the fact that the French Revolution was extensively influenced by the American Revolution and that The Declarations of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen was inspired by The Declaration of Independence,[footnoteRef:44] Edmund Burke scoffed at the document. He despised the idea that the French would so heavily stress natural rights.[footnoteRef:45] Burke felt that the French were demanding too many rights in their incessant demands for natural rights, and that their violent overthrow and subsequent execution of their King was a way to “incite antagonism between classes” and to “incite the poor against their guardians or protectors.”[footnoteRef:46] Burke’s assessment of the French was rooted in a prejudiced English perspective; he judged the revolution in France as being too demanding of natural right whereas the Americans had only listed “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” as natural rights.[footnoteRef:47] These rights listed in The Declaration of Independence were influenced by John Locke’s declaration that all humans possessed rights to “life, liberty, and property”;[footnoteRef:48] Burke agreed with the colonists that they were being denied these basic principles with the heavy taxation that England levied against the American colonists after the Boston Tea Party.[footnoteRef:49] The French did not derive any influence from Locke’s ideas or any “English principles” to defend their revolutionary actions, which probably contributed to some bias in Burke’s disapproval of the French Revolution. The reasons for Burke’s identification with England and for his categorization of America as being of “English principles” was primarily rooted in his view that America, second only to England, best followed the natural law: “Let me say, for the honour of human nature and for the glory of England, that we have better institutions on the rights of man than any other country in the world.”[footnoteRef:50] The American colonists, like the English, best understood that natural rights were basic and few, and not numerous and continuous as they were in the documents of the French Revolution. [44: Forsythe, David P. Encyclopedia of Human Rights: Vol. 1. London: Oxford University Press, 2009. p 54.]  [45: Stanlis, Peter J. Edmund Burke and the Natural Law. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1958. p 130.]  [46: Mencher, Samuel. Poor Law to Poverty Program: Economic Security Policy in Britain and the United States. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1967. p 69.]  [47: Bardes, Barbara A., and Mack C. Shelley. American Government and Politics Today: The Essentials. 2007 ed. Belmont: Thomson Wadsworth, 2008. p 33.]  [48: Ibid.]  [49: Newton, Michael. The Path to Tyranny: A History of Free Society's Descent Into Tyranny. Phoenix, Arizona: Eleftheria Publishing. 2010.  p 218.  ]  [50: Stanlis, Peter J. Edmund Burke and the Natural Law. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1958. p 132.] 

Edmund Burke, in establishing his identity as an Englishman (although whether he really was is debatable, and certainly most scholars and historians now disagree with his self-assessment) was able to examine the American Revolution and the French Revolution from a strictly English perspective. He (eventually) accepted the American Revolution because he realized that Americans were being taxed unfairly and treated unjustly by the British government, but rebuked the French Revolution because he sees it as a radical and violent upheaval of the monarchy. Burke supported the recognition of God and the limited recognition of natural rights in the Declaration of Independence (despite the secularism of many signers), but expressed disdain for the non-religious documents of the French Revolution.[footnoteRef:51] Burke also rejected the French Revolution simply because it mixed social classes together which should never have come into contact; Burke’s conservatism also played a vital role in his condemnation of the Revolution in France. [51: Israel, Jonathan. Revolutionary Ideas:An Intellectual History of the French Revolution from The Rights of Man to Robespierre. New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 2014. p 696. ] 


