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X The Virginia Magazine 
OF HISTORY AND BIOGRAPHY 

VOL. 63 January 1955 NO. I 

GEORGE WASHINGTON: 
AN ANGLO-AMERICAN HERO 

by REGINALD C. MCGRANE* 

IF George Washington were not, as Gilbert Chesterton said, "an English 
sort of hero, at least [he was] the sort of hero the English could understand."' 
There was something about Washington which always has appealed to the 
British. Many of Washington's traits were typically English. He loved the 
land; his favorite recreation was fox hunting; he possessed tireless patience 
and was invincible in defeat; he abhorred war and wanted to see the plague 
of war banished from the earth; but he was willing to fight and die to 
secure those immemorial liberties which all Englishmen enjoy today. The 
English recall that Washington came of unmixed English ancestry; that 
he fought for England in early manhood and that he drew his sword 
reluctantly against his mother country. It is true that Washington helped 
wreck the British Empire; but the English are a peculiar people. They have 
never been unwilling to admire those who have fought against them; even 
those who have defeated them. This has been true of Washington; of the 
Scottish hero, William Wallace; of the Maid of Orleans, Joan of Arc. Even 
today, after a terrible war, the British are willing to recognize the military 
genius of their late redoubtable foe, General Erwin Rommel. The name of 
Washington is as well known to school children of Great Britain as it is to 
children in the schools of America. What the British have thought of 
George Washington has never been fully recounted; yet a perusal of the 

*Dr. McGrane is head of the Department of History at the University of Cincinnati. 
1G. K. Chesterton, "George Washington," Fortnightly Review, CXXXVII (March 193z), 309. 
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4 The Virginia Magazine 

English press and statements of English leaders concerning Washington 
help explain why the English-speaking peoples have come to understand 
each other. 

Washington was not one of the early Americans who agitated separation 
of the colonies from the mother country. He was not given to theorizing 
or phrase making. He had little patience for legal abstractions. Like all 
the great men of history Washington was a realist. Facts alone counted 
with him.2 If Great Britain had been wise George Washington's military 
career probably would have ended with the French and Indian War. In all 
likelihood he would have passed through life respected as a valiant soldier 
of the British Empire, as a loyal and dutiful son of Great Britain; but he might 
never have carved out for himself a niche in the Temple of Fame.3 His close 
association with British officials in the years preceding the actual outbreak 
of hostilities between England and the colonies, however, made him ques- 
tion whether they actually understood what the colonists wanted and needed. 
Washington's intense love of his native land was affronted by exhibitions 
of British arrogance toward "provincial" Americans and of British ignorance 
of American conditions. But it was not until he was convinced that British 
policies and measures threatened the economic welfare of the colonists and 
their inherent rights that Washington became a champion of the American 
cause. The Stamp Act alarmed Washington for he saw that it opened the 
way for the British Parliament to tax at will the colonists and for the British 
merchants ultimately to monopolize American trade. The Townshend Acts 
by their imposition of duties on certain manufactured goods imported from 
Great Britain into the colonies precipitated Washington into the political 
arena.4 He was one of the organizers of the Virginia Non-Importation Asso- 
ciation to boycott British importations. In a letter to his friend and neighbor, 
George Mason, Washington denounced "our lordly Masters in Great Bnrtain" 
who were trying to deprive the colonists of their freedom; and cautiously 
broached the idea of rebellion. "No man," he wrote, "should scruple or 
hesitate a moment to use a-ms in defense of so valuable a blessing." His 
innate conservatism made him shrink from such drastic means; and thus 
he spelled out the terrible word (arms) with a dash.' But, as Washington 
wrote a friend, "the Parliament of Great Britain hath no more right to put 

2James M. Beck, The Political Philosophy of George Washington, 70th Congress, 2d Session, 
House Document No. 6I I (Washington, D. C., 1929), p. 6. 

3Edinburgh Review, XIII (October i8o8), 152. 

4Curtis P. Nettels, George Washington and Americ2n Independence (Boston, 1951), p. 58. 
5The Writings of George Washington from the Original Manuscript Sources, z745-1799, ed. 

John C. Fitzpatrick (Washington, 1931-1944), I, 499-500. Hereafter cited as Writings of George 
Washington. 
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George Washington: An Anglo-American Hero 5 

their hands into my pocket, without my consent, than I have to put my 
hands into yours for money."6 The battle of Lexington and Concord and his 
appointment as Commander of the American forces ended his hope of peace- 
fully reconciling the differences between Great Britain and the colonies. 
The issue was now clear. The colonists had either to fight for their inde- 
pendence or to submit to the rule of "a tyrant and his diabolical ministry." 
These were sad alternatives; but how could "a virtuous man hesitate in his 
choice?" The American people were determined "to shake off all connexions 
with a state so unjust and unnatural." This he would tell them "not under 
covert, but in words as clear as the sun in its meridian brightness."7 

British opinion of the fighting ability of the American colonists and of 
Washington's military skill changed considerably as the war progressed. At 
the beginning of the contest the British "despised the Americans as an 
undisciplined rabble" and prided themselves on their "brave, disciplined 
troops."8 The merits of Colonel Washington, now called "Generalissimo" 
by the Americans, was derided in the British press. Had not this "Heaven- 
born General" shown his real qualifications as a field officer when he 
allowed himself and his Virginia troops to be taken prisoner by the French 
in I 754 in consequence of not reconnoitering properly, or, "in the sea 
phrase, for want of a good-look-out?"9 No mention, of course, was made of 
the ignominious defeat of the British forces the following year under General 
Edward Braddock nor of the valuable aid rendered by Washington and his 
Virginians on that occasion. As the war progressed, however, the British 
were compelled to revise their earlier estimate of the American forces and 
their commanders. The surrender of two entire British armies, with their 
commanders, stunned the British public. This was something that was 
"unparalleled" so far "in the annals of Great Britain."'1 The Whigs in 
Parliament, lead by Edmund Burke, seized upon these catastrophies to 
denounce Lord North for ever having begun this "unfortunate, disgraceful 
contest"; Lord Germain for his lack of foresight and want of an over-all 
strategy in planning the war; and Sir Henry Clinton for having been "so 
easily hoodwinked by Mr. Washington." The British troops, if not the very 
best, "were at least among the best" in the world and would always perform 
anything that men could do, "when under the direction of proper leaders.""1 

6Writings of George Washington, III, 233. 
7Writings of George Washington, IV, 32I. 
BMorning Chronicle and London Advertiser, December 31, 1781. 
9Lloyd's Evening Post and British Chronicle, September 4, 1775. 
?OPublic Advertiser, December 3, 1781. 

lIPublic Advertiser, November 28, 29, I 781. 
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6 The Virginia Magazine 

The unfortunate generals at Saratoga and Yorktown were "the martyrs of 
the ministry's ignorance, obstinacy, and folly."'2 The Americans had shown 
that they had spirit, perseverance, and hope; and when "great generalship" 
was called for, they had "shewn it."''3 All of the heroes whom the British 
had sent out to conquer America seemed "like Noah's dove to have gleaned 
a single sprig of bays but not to have found a nesting place for their feet."'14 

Washington's treatment of the Loyalists in America enraged the British, 
but they could not complain of the way he dealt with captured British 
officers. Washington considered the Loyalists "miserable creatures," "abomi- 
nable pests of society" who were disloyal to America since they refused to 
acknowledge as their new sovereign the American people instead of the 
King."5 Washington's intense love of his own country was enraged by the 
actions of the enemy and their sympathizers. He complained that General 
Thomas Gage threw captured American officers, "engaged in the Cause of 
Liberty and their Country" indiscriminately into a common jail appropriate 
for felons where they languished "with wounds and sickness," some were 
"even amputated, in this unworthy Situation." General Gage denied these 
allegations of mistreatment of American prisoners; but he nonetheless de- 
nounced the Americans as "rebels" who deserved the punishment of "the 
cord.'6 The British attack and wanton destruction of Falmouth, Maine, was 
regarded by Washington as an "outrage exceeding in Barbarity and cruelty 
every hostile Act practiced among civilized nations. "17 The defiant attitude 
of the Tories at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, caused Washington to start 
a vigorous campaign against them. He directed General John Sullivan to 
seize all British officers and hold them as hostages."8 He ordered the im- 
prisonment of Tories in the dungeons of the underground prison at Sims- 
bury, Connecticut, where conditions were incredibly worse than in the 
infamous Black Hole of Calcutta.'9 He had Thomas Hickey, a member of 
the General's guard, who was convicted by court martial of having tried 
to enlist men in the Continental Army for British service, executed for 
"mutiny, sedition, and treason.'2 The measures taken by the Continental 

12Noon Gazette and Daily Spy, December I o, 178I. 
l3Morning Chronicle and London Advertiser, December 3', 178I; Public Advertiser, November 

28, 178 I. 

14London Courant, December I 2, 1781. 
15Writings of George Washington, V, 46-47; Nettels, George Washington, pp. x85-I86, 290. 

16Writings of George Washington, III, 4I6-417. 
17Writings of George Washington, IV, 40. 
'8Writings of George Washington, IV, 70-71. 

l9Rupert Hughes, George Washington (New York, 1926-I930), II, 369, 383. 
20History of the George Washington Bicentennial Celebration (Washington, D. C., 1932), III, 

69, 686. 
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George Washington: An Anglo-American Hero 7 

Congress and by Washington in prosecuting the Tories were denounced 
by the British; but the magnanimity displayed by Washington toward cap- 
tured British generals won their admiration. After General John Burgoyne 
surrendered at Saratoga, Washington wrote to him that he would not allow 
his opposition to British rule "to be imbittered and debased by personal 
animosity." He assured General Burgoyne that he was "ever ready to do 
justice to the merit of the [Man] and Soldier."21 When hostilities ended at 
Yorktown, Washington tried to alleviate the humiliation of his defeated 
enemies. The articles of capitulation permitted British officers to retain their 
side arms, private property, baggage, and soldier servants; the general staff 
and other officers were allowed to go on parole to Europe or to any American 
port then in possession of the British forces; and British sick and wounded 
soldiers were to be cared for in American hospitals attended by their own 
physicians.22 Lord Cornwallis and his officers were permitted to keep their 
swords, and the defeated British general was invited to dine with Washing- 
ton. Lord Cornwallis declined because of ill health; but his deputy, the 
dashing General Charles O'Hara, dined at Washington's headquarters and 
proved to be a very sociable and easy guest.23 

After the war was over, there was still a difference of opinion among 
Britishers of the achievements and merits of the American people and of 
Washington. The liberals in England declared Washington's selection as 
Chief Executive "bid fair to ensure stability and dignity to the new govern- 
ment."-4 The power he received was "infinitely preferable to an hereditary 
crown" inasmuch as it was conferred "upon merit" and by the unanimous 
and free suffrages of an "affectionate and grateful people."2S They took 
pride in the fact that the "most enlightened" of the American people, after 
critically examining the govemments of ancient and modem republics, and 
as a result "of their own experience and observation" had finally adopted a 
system of government which "in many striking features" bore a "strong 
resemblance and affinity to that of their Parent Country."' Of course there 
were some arrogrant Britishers like the one Jefferson met at a dinner party 
who with the utmost seriousness informed him that "were America to 

21Writings of George Washington, XI, 6I. 
22Freeman's Journal, October 31, 178 1 . 

23Jonathan Trumbull, Jr., "Minutes of Occurrences Respecting the Siege and Capture of York 
in Virginia, . . ." Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society, z875-1876 (Boston, I876), 

337; Douglas Southall Freeman, George Washington: A Biography (New York, 1948-1954), 
V, 385, 388-391. 

24Public Advertiser, April 29, 1 789. 
25Public Advertiser, June 6, 1789. 
26Public Advertiser, May 2I, 1789. 
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8 The Virginia Magazine 

petition parliament to be again received on their former footing [as colonials], 
the petition would be very generally rejected."'27 The sterling qualities of 
Washington's character always impressed those who came in close contact 
with him; and at the end of Washington's presidential career when he gave 
a farewell dinner to his immediate friends, Mrs. Robert Liston, the wife of 
the British minister, burst into tears.28 

In England and France signal honors were paid to the memory of this 
simple Virginia gentleman when he died on December 14, 1799. At that 
time Washington held no public office except that of titular commander 
of a provisional army which had been created because of the "undeclared 
war" then being waged by the United States and France. Yet both foreign 
nations mourned his death even though he had helped wreck the empire 
of one, and when he died was mobilizing his countrymen to fight the other. 
Perhaps the world situation accounted or the respect which both of these 
nations paid to the memory of George Washington. The French Revolution 
had set Europe in flames. England and France were engaged in a titanic 
struggle for world supremacy. Both countries needed American food prod- 
ucts to carry on the contest. Europe's distress, as was to be the case often in 
the future, enhanced the economic and diplomatic importance of the infant 
American republic. When the news of Washington's death reached Eng- 
land, the white ensigns of the British fleet blockading the port of Brest were 
lowered to half-mast; and the officers and sailors of the American ships in 
the port of London attended a memorial service at St. John's Church, 
Wapping, dressed in naval mouming.29 Across the Channel, officers of the 
French army wore crepe for ten days and flags were placed at half-mast. 
An impressive memorial service was held at the Temple of Mars - as the 
Invalides was then called - where the great French orator, Louis Fontanes, 
delivered an eloquent funeral oration. This service was attended by 
Bonaparte, First Consul of the French Republic, and other high dignitaries. 
Talleyrand, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, suggested that France erect 
a statue to General Washington in one of the public squares of Paris.Y 

The death of Washington was the theme of numerous panegyrics in 
the British press. The two leading British newspapers, the London Morning 

27The Papers of Thomas Jefferson, ed. Julian P. Boyd et al (Princeton, 1950- ), IX, 398-399. 
28Sir Edmund Monson, Washington and the Mother Country (Paris, I897), pp. 13-14. 

(Pamphlet.) 
29Leicester Journal, January 3I, I8oo; London Morning Post and Gazetteer, January 27, I8oo; 

Samuel C. Vestal, "Washington the Military Man," in History of the George Washington Bicen- 
tennial Celebration, I, 1 21. 

3OHenry Cabot Lodge, George Washington (Boston and New York, I889), I, I-3; History of 
the George Washington Bicentennial Celebtation, IV, 70. 
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George Washington: An Anglo-American Hero 9 

Chronicle and the Lon-don Morning Post and Gazetteer declared that they 
considered it was both "their duty" and "their inclination" to record their 
sincere sorrow on the death of this "truly great man"; and their sentiments 
and words were repeated in the columns of other papers.3" There had 
been a time when this same George Washington had been proscribed "by 
some of His Majesty's present ministers." Such a man would always be 
"detestable" to them. For, as Burke had said, of the "creatures of the desk 
and the creatures of favor" - and whom he meant was well known - 
"virtue [was] not their habit; they [hated] it, living or dead."32 But the 
"admirers of genius, integrity and genuine patriotism" would ever hold 
"in the highest veneration" the memory and character of Washington even 
though his exertions had deprived Great Britain of one of her most im- 
portant possessions because they were certain he had acted "from the most 
thorough conviction and from the purest principle."3 The whole range 
of history did not present a character, upon which the British press could 
dwell with such "entire and unmixed admiration." The long life of George 
Washington was not stained by a "single blot." He was indeed a man "of 
such rare endowments and such fortunate temperament" that every action he 
performed was equally exempted from "the charge of vice or of weakness. 
Whatever he said, or did, or wrote, was stamped with a striking and 
peculiar propriety." There was none of the "littleness" in Washington's 
character so often found in men of high position who were creatures of 
fashion and circumstance. He had possessed indomitable perseverance 
which "overcame every obstacle"; a spirit of moderation which "conciliated 
every opposition." He had the superior courage which could act or forbear 
to act, as true policy dictated, "fearless of the reproaches of ignorance, either 
in power or out of power." He knew how "to conquer by waiting"; and he 
always "thought, felt, and acted in and for his age and country." His fame 
was bounded "by no country"; it would be "confined to no age." Washington 
was not the "idol of a day but the hero of ages.""' It was a great blessing to 
Americans that its Revolution was connected with the name of such a man 
as George Washington. His example could not fail to influence in 
some degree his compatriots in later ages. If, as had been observed, the 
character of nations derived a peculiar feature from that of their founders 
and their early champions, what benefits might not the Americans expect 

3ILondon Morning Chronicle, January 24, i8oo; London Morning Post and Gazetteer, January 
27, i8oo. 

32London Morning Chronicle, February 9, I8oo. 
33London Packet or New Lloyd's Evening Post, January 24, I 8oo. 
34London Morning Chronicle, January 24, I8oo; London Morning Post and Gazetteer, January 

27, x8oo. 
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10 The Virginia Magazine 

from the example of one who was placed "by universal consent in the highest 
rank of those Statesmen, Warriors and Legislators" who in every country 
were consecrated by a fond enthusiasm as "the Heroes, the Guardians, and 
the Demi-Gods of their country?"35 

The will of George Washington aroused much interest in England. Long 
extracts were quoted verbatim in the British press as additional proofs of 
"how deeply the mind of that excellent man was impressed with sentiments 
of humanity and patriotism; how much he had at heart the cause of his 
fellow creatures; and the prosperity of his country."3 Washington had con- 
sidered it "his first duty" to give manumission to his slaves. This demon- 
strated his just sense of the rights of human kind and his liberal regard for 
its happiness. The British press singled out for special mention Washingon's 
bequest of the property given him by Virginia for his services - a gift he 
had never accepted - for the establishment of a university. This legacy 
showed Washington's anxiety for the education of the American youth as he 
imputed much of the immorality and political feuds to the sending of young 
men to foreign universities for their instruction.37 Even Washington's be- 
quests of a less public nature seemed to the British in every instance just 
and discriminating. They read with interest of the return to the Earl of 
Buchan of Scotland of his gift to Washington, a box made from an oak tree 
that had sheltered "the great Sir William Wallace after the battle of 
Falkirk"; of Washington's gift to General Lafayette of "a pair of finely 
wrought steel pistols, taken from the enemy in the Revolutionary War"; and 
above all of the swords left to General Washington's nephews, with the 
injunction not to unsheath them except in self-defense, or in defense of 
their country.3 

In the half-century after Washington's death, the British grew more 
laudatory in their praise of Washington. Lord Brougham said Washington 
was "the greatest man of our own or of any age."39 The British contrasted 
Napoleon, the conqueror and tyrant who to gratify his ambition and his 

35London Morning Chronicle, March 22, 1800. 

36Lcndon Morning Chronicle, March 22, i 8oo. 
37London Morning Post and Gazetteer, March 21, I 8oo. 
38London Morning Chronicle, March 22, I8oo. There is a copy of Washington's will in Writings 

of George Washington, XXXVII, 275-294. 

39Edinburgh Review, LXVIII (October I838), 261-262. Evidently Lord Brougham's views 
were shared by other Britishers. After reading a life of Washington, Alfred Cox, a Nottingham 
hosiery manufacturer, declared that he was delighted by the "letters, speeches, and addresses of 
that great and good man"; and "Were I a citizen of the United States," wrote Cox to his brother 
in Kentucky, "I would read, and, as soon as they were of years to understand it, cause my sons 
(if I had anv) to read, at least once a quarter, if not every month, Washington's Valedictory 
Address." Alfred Cox to Edward Cox, Decembkr i6, 1832, quoted in Journal of Southern History, 
XX (February 1954), 88. 
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thirst for power, trampled on liberty, and Washington, the "patron of peace," 
the "friend of justice." Washington's conduct during the storms which 
shook the continent of Europe during the French Revolution were cited 
by the British as evidence of his "profound sagacity" and "unshaken steadi- 
ness of purpose" to keep his country safe "in an honorable and respected 
neutrality." He had condemned French aggressions upon other states, and 
he had bravely resisted her pretensions to control his own country; and yet 
he had never ceased to feel toward France the gratitude which her aid to 
the American cause had planted eternally in every American bosom. To- 
wards England, whom he had only known as a tyrant, his attitude had been 
distrustful and defiant. Yet the British felt that if Washington had been 
spared a few years longer, the tyranny and the wars of Napoleon would have 
ranged him on the side of England as "the refuge of freedom" and the 
upholder of national independence. With prophetic insight the British de- 
clared the United States would ever be against despotic government and for 
liberty and peace. Although the American people would always pursue the 
wise course which Washington had "chalked out, of never interfering in 
the quarrels of Europe," yet those in the Old World who fought the battle 
for human rights - "which often lost is ever won" - would always find in 
the freedom of the New World their most hearty allies.40 

As the years passed the British grew more understanding of the real reason 
for the breach between England and her American colonies, and what com- 
pelled George Washington and his compatriots to turn their arms against 
her. On the eve of the Spanish-American War, Sir Edmund Monson, the 
newly appointed British Ambassador to France, gave a notable address in 
Paris to a group of Americans in commemoration of George Washington's 
birthday. Sir Edmund referred to the gigantic strides by which the United 
States had grown to be a first-rate power; and to the potent influence the 
example of American progress and American institutions had had upon 
Great Britain. "I cannot believe," graciously said the British Ambassador, 
"that such results would have been secured to either of us had the political 
tie remained unsevered;" and he congratulated "the descendants of the so- 
called rebels" on the benefits which their "patriotic policy" had secured to 
Englishmen as well as Americans.4" 

All over the world Americans and Englishmen in I914 celebrated the 
centenary of peace between the United States and England. "Sulgrave 
Manor," the ancestral home of the Washington family in Northamptonshire, 

4OEdinburgh Review, LXVIII (January I839), 520-521. 

4IMonson, Washington and the Mother Country, pp. io-I Ix. 
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England, was purchased by an Anglo-American Committee for permanent 
preservation; and became an international shrine for English-speaking peo- 
ples.42 So high did enthusiasm mount in England to do respect to the mili- 
tary skill and statesmanlike wisdom of Washington that one London news- 
paper proposed that Washington's statue be placed in Westminster Abbey. 
Americans offered to provide a suitable bust for this purpose; but it seemed 
that there were many Britishers who could not or would not forget Yorktown 
and the persecutions of the Loyalists during and after the Revolutionary 
War. Such a tribute to a son of England who had renounced "his allegiance 
to her" and had persecuted "those of her children whose faith endured" was 
considered revolting by them. Did those who proposed this grovelling 
homage hope to obtain for Englishmen, not the contempt they ought 
naturally to expect, but the kind toleration of the present citizens of the great 
Republic? Why should England have a monument to Washington in the 
Abbey, "but none to the men and women and children who were his vic- 
tims?" To be logical ought not another monument be erected to the late 
President S. J. P. Kruger, the Boer leader? "Equally with Washington, he 
had the two necessary qualifications: He was the mortal enemy of England, 
and he persecuted a British population. What more is requisite?" wrote an 
irate British editor.' 

When the Americans and the British became comrades in arms during 
World War I the pattern of thought in England radically changed. On 
Independence Day in I9I8, the flags of the two countries flew side by side 
above Buckingham Palace, from the Victoria Tower of the Palace of West- 
minster, over the western entrance of St. Paul's Cathedral, from the great 
public buildings of Whitehall and the City of London, and from countless 
private places of business and of residence. The crowds in the streets wore 
twin buttonhole flags of America and of Britain. A baseball game was 
played at Chelsea and was watched by the King. As Lord Bryce said, "What 
was a day of anger on one side and of grief on the other" had now been 
turned "into a day of rejoicing and affection for both." The lesson that 
Washington and his people had taught one hundred forty years earlier, 
Great Britain had not been too proud to learn. Its results were to be seen 
in the British Commonwealth of Nations and in the loyalty and affection 
with which British communities in all parts of the world looked back to 
England as the home of their race.' 

42H. Clifford Smith, Sulgrave Manor and the Washingtons (New York, 1933), pp. 202-21 1. 

43"Washington Not Wanted in Westminster Abbey," Literary Digest, March 28, 1914, pp. 
689-690. 

44London Times, July 5, I 9 1 8. 
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When the war was over President Woodrow Wilson visited England on 
his way to the Peace Conference. While in London the President unveiled 
in the dining room at No. io Downing Street a copy of a full length por- 
trait of George Washington which Lord and Lady Albemarle had presented 
to the British government to commemorate the entrance of the United States 
into the war.' This replica of one of three pictures painted by Charles 
Willson Peale had been done for Henry Laurens as a gift to the Stadtholder 
of Holland. It was in his baggage when Laurens was captured by a kins- 
man of Lord Albemarle who appropriated the painting; and from him it 
had descended to the present Earl.' Lord Albemarle told President Wilson 
that he considered it "most appropriate" that the picture should hang on 
the walls of the historic building where one hundred thirty-six years earlier 
the preliminary treaty of independence of the American colonies had prob- 
ably been signed.47 The next year Winston Churchill addressing the English- 
Speaking Union created much amusement when he said that "George 
Washington was an English gentleman who fought against a German King; 
and defended his country by the aid of men of British blood against a very 
considerable number of Hessians and Hanoverian mercenaries.' 

The suggestion made earlier but rejected that a statue of George Wash- 
ington be erected either in Westminster Abbey or in a public square in 
London gained more supporters in England after World War I.49 David 
Lloyd George gave an impetus to the movement when he said George 
Washington was "the real founder of the British Empire." An Australian 
paper said Lloyd George was right for the costly lesson taught the British 
people by Washington and his associates had led to the creation of the 
British Commonwealth of Nations, each member of which was fully 
autonomous, while all were linked by common loyalty to a great idea.5? 
There was general approval in 1921 when a copy of the statue of George 
Washington by Jean Antoine Houdon was erected in Trafalgar Square in 
front of the National Gallery, the gift of the "Commonwealth of Virginia 
to the people of Great Britain and Ireland." The same year the American 
people presented to the British people a bust of George Washington which 
was placed in the crypt of St. Paul's Cathedral. 

45London Times, December 28, I9I8. 
46London Times, July 4, I 9 I 8. 
47London Times, December 28, I9I8. 
48London Times, February 24, 1919. 

49London Times, February 24, I920. 

50"Britain's Debt to Washington," Literary Digest, December 29, 1923, p. I8. 
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The Two Hundredth Anniversary of the birth of George Washington 
was celebrated with appropriate ceremonies in Great Britain and the British 
Commonwealth of Nations and in other countries throughout the world. 
British statesmen, diplomats, and clergymen did honor to "that great English- 
man, George Washington." "Your national heroes have their place in our 
Valhalla," said Winston Churchill at the Pilgrims' Society banquet. The 
British press printed editorials and devoted considerable space to George 
Washington and the Bicentennial Celebration. The London Times re- 
printed a noteworthy article on "Washington, the Man and His Fame," by 
Samuel E. Morison, Harmsworth Professor of American History, Oxford 
University. A dignified complimentary editorial in the Manchester Guardian 
summed up what the British people thought George Washington had done 
for both America and England: "Today we may well be proud and glad 
that his statue stands in Trafalgar Square - looking towards the Parliament 
he once bullied into sense."'5' 

After the end of World War II a British Prime Minister for the first time 
visited Sulgrave Manor. In a broadcast to America, Prime Minister Clement 
Attlee declared George Washington "stood out in history as a defender and 
champion of liberty; and a passion for liberty was still the strongest bond 
that united the English speaking peoples."52 Three years later Lord Halifax 
called attention to the statue of George Washington in Trafalgar Square. 
He said that he did not recall "any other example of a man who had led a 
successful rising being commemorated in that way in the capital of the 
government against which he had rebelled." Between America and Britain 
there had always been a kind of "lend-lease" in great men. "They are a part 
of our common heritage," said the distinguished British statesman, "and long 
may they so remain."m 

51History of the George Washington Bicentennial Celebration, IV, 203, 205-207, 2I9; London 
Times, February 22, 1932. 

52London Times, February 23, 1946. 
53London Times, December I o, 1949. 
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