
ARTHUR CAMPBELL AND THE ORIGINS OF KENTUCKY:
A REASSESSMENT

BY JAMES WILLIAM HAGY*

Kentucky ! In the eighteenth century, the word excited the minds
of men who longed to hold the vast, fertile lands there. Intrepid
explorers penetrated into the territory from both Virginia and
Pennsylvania and returned with glowing accounts of the west.
Even a Presbyterian minister such as the Rev. John Brown could
lust for Kentucky lands, saying:

What a buzzel is amongst people about Kentuck? To hear people
speak of it one would think it was a new found paradise; and I doubt

not if it be such a place as represented by ministers will have thin con-
gregations, but what need I fear that? Ministers are moveable goods as

well as others and stand in need of good land as any do, for they are

bad farmers.l

The good land of Kentucky caused many people to settle there
before the authorities decided how to deal with the problem. Thus
many disputes arose. Arthur Campbell (1743-1811), a political and
military leader from southwest Virginia, found himself in the midst
of the fray. Historians who have encountered him in his many
dealings have, for the most part, misinterpreted his motives and
his involvement. The purpose of this article is to clarify his role in
the movement to make Kentucky first a county and then a state.

The principal authors who have dealt with Campbell are Thomas
Perkins Abernethy in Western Lands and the Ame•ican RevolntioT•
(New York, 1937) ; Patricia Watlington in The Partisan Spirit:
Kentucky Politics, 1779-1792 (New York, 1972); Lillian Stuart
Butt, "The Political Career of Arthur Campbel]," (M.A. thesis,
University of Virginia, 1934), written under the direction of Aber-
nethy; and Hartwell L. Quinn, "Colonel Arthur Campbell, 1743-
1811, a Biography," (Ph.D. dissertation, University of Georgia,
1972), written under the direction of Melvin Herndon. Abernethy,
for the most part, sees western history through the windows of the
land office, and he brands Campbell as a speculator in both the
Franklin movement in what is now east Tennessee and in the move-
ment for statehood in Kentucky.2 The other authors have been very
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much affected by Abernethy's interpretation of Campbell. But if
one reads Abernethy closely he finds that the author at first states
Campbell involved himself intimately with the land companies.
Then he shows how Campbell opposed the land companies, and
apparently he does not realize his contradiction) Abernethy looms
as somewhat of a giant among frontier historians, and others ac-
cepted his ideas without questioning them. Of the works listed
above, the Butt thesis can be dismissed as it contains little infor-
mation. The Quinn dissertation devotes a chapter to the estab-
lishment of Kentucky as a county in which he maintains that Camp-
bell opposed the formation of the county to the bitter end. The
dissertation also contains only a sentence or two regarding the
statehood movement for Kentucky. Patricia Watlington, who deals
with the thirteen years in which statehood was achieved in Ken-
tucky, makes worse errors. What she says is more critical than
what Abernethy relates because hers is a much more narrow sub-
ject, and reviews have rated her book as "the definitive political
history of the formative period of the Bluegrass state''4 and "by
far the best narrative study of politics in an American frontier
district in the post Revolutionary period, and as such it must be
read by any American historian interested in the political develop-
ment of the early United States. ''s

The subject involved in this discussion came from Scotch-Irish
stock and possessed red hair and a fiery temper. A nephew des-
cribed him as being an "overbearing" person who "would quarrel
about trifles," "whisper slander," and "was not punctual in paying
his debts" thus often finding himself in court) He was a physically
imposing man who stood nearly six feet tall, walked erectly and
toward the end of his life became portly, but his "fine eyes, long
chin and nose, and general outline of his face would strike the ob-
server in a moment, and impress upon him that he was looking at
no ordinary man. ''7 He married Margaret Campbell, a cousin, and
she drove him to seek fame since she believed him to be "the great-
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est man in the country" and thus sometimes caused him "to make
false steps."8

The character of this man and his interest in western land re-
sulted, in part, from events that happened during the French and
Indian War. In 1757 or 1758, he, along with the members of his
family, withdrew to a fort on Cowpasture River in Augusta County,
Virginia. The young boy and a few others went to a nearby thicket
one day to gather some plums. Indians suddenly made an attack
and took the lad prisoner and carried him off to the Great Lakes
region. In 1759 he escaped. After travelling eastward about two
weeks he met with British forces on their way west. He led them
to the Indian settlements; afterwards he travelled to Pittsburgh
and then to his family in Virginia which had given him up for
dead. For his services he was given £41 by the Virginia government
and the right to claim 2000 acres of western land.9 His captivity
made a deep impression on him, gave him knowledge of Indian
ways, and turned him into a taciturn youth aged beyond his years.10

In 1769 Arthur Campbell, his brother, and sister settled on land
that lay within the present corporate limits of Marion, Virginia.
Arthur bought the land from his brother who had in turn obtained
it from the Loyal Land Company.•1 They called the place Royal
Oak until the Revolution broke out at which time it became known
as Good Wood. In 1769 this property sat on the outer limits of white
settlement, the cutting edge of the frontier.

Settlers on such lands faced many hardships in acquiring clear
titles to their lands. This resulted from changing policies of the
governments involved. The colonial government of Virginia prior
to 1754 encouraged settlement on western lands and granted vast
amounts to individuals and companies such as the Loyal Land Com-
pany, the Ohio Company, and the Greenbrier Company. Before the
French and Indian War broke out, these companies surveyed thou-
sands of acres of land and began to sell them to settlers. The war,
however, stopped western development and pushed people back
across the Allegheny Mountains. As the war drew to a close the
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Lectian oi Ai| the Laws oi Virginia Ircan the First Se•ian O1 the Legislature • the Year

1619 (13 Vols.; Richmond, 1810-1823), VIII, 129.

I0 Henry Howe. Histo•eai Co•|ections O1 ViTglnia (Charleston. S.C., 1845}, p. 504.

II Lewis Preston Summers, ed., Annais of Southwest Virginia, 1798-1800 (Abtogdon, Vlro

sinla, 1929), pp. 656, 858.



1981] Arthur Campbell 347

royal government formulated a new land policy. According to royal
instructions issued in December 1761, later reinforced by the Pro-
clamation of 1763, the authorities forbade settlements beyond the
mountains for an indefinite time. Thus control over western lands
passed from the hands of the colonies to the government in London.
In Virginia, however, the Loyal and Greenbrier companies con-
tinued to survey land and dispose of it. Meanwhile, the treaties of
Fort Stanwix and Hard Labor pushed the boundary westward, es-
tablishing the frontier at Fort Chiswell in Virginia. Then the Treaty
of Loehaber in 1770 allowed settlement to extend to within six miles
of Long Island on the Holston River (Kingsport, Tennessee). When
Colonel John Done]son ran the Lochaber line in 1772, he managed
to change it to run down the Kentucky River to the Ohio, thereby
acquiring more territory than had been intended.

Despite the treaties, land titles on the frontier still proved diffi-
cult to obtain. In 1773 the Loyal and Greenbrier companies per-
suaded the colonial council of Virginia to allow the companies to
continue making surveys and disposing of land to settlers, although
patents for the grants would not be issued by the colony. 12 On the
other hand, patents could be obtained for military warrants for
service in the French and Indian War. As a result of pressure from
George Washington, the Virginia government issued a number of
military warrants in 1773, and Arthur Campbell was entitled to
locate his two thousand acres.13

That same year the Board of Trade decided that the western
lands, in tracts of at least one hundred acres and not more than
one thousand acres, could be granted to private individuals. These
lands were sold at auction for at least six pence an acre with a
quitrent of a halfpenny an acre a year. In Virginia the royal gov-
ernment did not publish the instructions because Lord Dunmore
himself speculated in land and did not want to see his chances of

profit vanish.
Lord Dunmore shared his interest in speculation in western lands

121nforrnation on the land policies can be found In the following sources: R. A. HLrusdale,
"The Western Land Policy of the British Government from 1763 to 1775," Ohio Archaeo-
logical and Historical Quarterllt, I (December, 1887), 207-29; St. George L. Sloussant, "The
Breakdown of the Royal Management of Lands In the Southern Provinces. 1773-1775,"
Agr/cultural History, III (April. 1929), 67-90; Henry Tatter, "State and Federal Land Policy
Durtng the Confederation Period." Agricultural Hi.•torl;, IX (October, 1935), 176-86; Archi-
bald Henderson, "A Pre-Revolutionary Revolt in the Old Southwest." •llsstsstppt Valle•
Historical Re•/ew, XVII (September, 1930), 191-212; Archibald Henderson. Dr. Thoma•
Walker and the Lollal Land Companll (Worcester, Mass. 1931); The Loyal Company," rl/ia-f's
Quarterlll Historical and Genealogical Magazine, IV (October, 1092), 86-95.

13 Dunmore to Surveyors of Fincastle County, December 15, 1773, Arthur Campbell Papers,
The Fllson Club, Louisville, Kentucky; Summers, Annals o• Southwest Virginia, pp. 658.
14131 Dunmore in Campbell, February 9, 1'/74, Arthur Campbell Papers,
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with a number of people. One scheme involved Patrick Henry, Wil-
liam Christian, William Byrd, John Page, Ralph Wormeley, Samuel
0verton, and other important persons in Virginia. This group de-
cided to send William Kennedy to the Cherokees to investigate the
possibility of acquiring land from them. They contacted Arthur
Campbell, asking him to assist Kennedy as they planned "to make
a snug little purchase of some of the Cherokees land, to which they
had a claim that was not disputed. 'u4 Despite Kennedy's findings
the speculators did not complete the deal. t8 Meanwhile Judge Rich-
ard Henderson and another group of speculators from North Caro-
lina formed the Louisa Company which soon became known as the
T1"ansylvania Company with the purpose of obtaining land from the
Indians. The formation of this company may be the reason that the
group which included Patrick Henry did not get very far with its
plans. Campbell later indicated that Henry wanted to be taken into
the Henderson company and had asked Campbell to negotiate with
the company for him. Campbell also said, when an investigation
took place, that his reason for being involved resulted from his
"zeal for the interest" of the company and his anxiety "to have
the back country settled"; these reasons may have caused him "to
go farther lengths than any instructions he had. ''16 Nothing, how-
ever, came from these negotiations as Henderson apparently did
not want the Virginia interests to dominate his company. Hender-
son then made a treaty with the Cherokees in March 1775 at Syca-
more Shoals on the Watauga River in what is today east Tennessee.
Vast amounts of land, corresponding more or less to the state of
Kentucky, passed from the hands of the Indians to the speculators
for a few wagons of goods. 17 William Preston notified Lord Dun-
more and George Washington of the dealings, and the governor
finally issued a proclamation on March 21, 1775 which declared the
Henderson purchase void and called for the survey and sale of the
western lands, t6 The Henderson speculators, however, ignored the

14 Deposition of Arthur Campbell, October 21, 1778. Calendar of Virginia State Papers, I.
303-304.

15Deposition of William Christian, June 3, 1777, ibid., I 288-89: Deposition of Patrick
Henry. June 4. 1777, 1bid,, I. 289-90.

16 Deposition of Campbell, October 21. 177•, ibid.. 303-394.
17 Smrauel Cole Williants, Dawn o• Tennessee Valley and Tennessee History (Johnson City,

Tennessee, 1937), pp. 491, 404, 406; W. S. Lester, The Transylvania Colony (Spencer. Indiana,
1935}, pp. 29-47.

18Preston to Dummore, March 10. 1775. Draper MS 4QQ?; Proclamatioa by Dunmore,
March 21, 1778. American Archives, Fourth Series. II. coltucrm 174: Patricia Givens Johnson,
Wi|liam Preston and the Aitsghen•l Patriots (Pulaski, Virginia, 1976). p. 159; Lester. Tran-
sylvania Colonl], pp. 39-40; Archibald Henderson, The COnqUest a• the Old Southwest: The
Romantic Story o• the Early Pianeers into Virginia, the Carolina•. Tennessee and Kentucky,
1770-1790 (New York, 1920}, pp. 239-42.
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governor's proclamation and proceeded with their plans. In Ken-
tucky, or Transylvania as Henderson called it, the company or-
ganized a government and asked to be admitted to the Continental
Congress as an equal to the other colonies. 19

Campbell's activities at this time seem to indicate that he was
deeply involved with the speculators 'and this is what Abernethy
and others believe about him in his subsequent activities. But his
involvement is not that simple. Campbell did cooperate with the
Patrick Henry group and assisted William Kennedy. He also ne-
gotiated with Henderson for Henry. When Henderson carried on
his negotiations with the Indians, Attakullakulla (Little Carpen-
ter), one of the Cherokee chiefs, traveled with Henderson to North
Carolina to inspect the gifts for the Indians. Campbell planned to
see that the chief got a safe conduct back to the Watauga area,20
but this would be expected of him as a militia commander, Actually
Campbell, always an opportunist, seems at this time to have been
working with the land companies, in hopes of some rewards, and
against them as well. In fact, in all of these incidents he served

only as a middle man -- not as an investor.
After Dunmore issued his proclamation, Campbell, William

Christian, and William Russell all wrote letters to settlers in Ken-
tucky urging them not to submit to surveys.21 Campbell also drafted
a petition to Lord Dunmore which protested the proclamation.
Whether or not this petition of the "inhabitants of Fincastle coun-
ty" ever got beyond Campbell's desk it does reveal his thinking on
the matter. In the petition he expressed himself as being "extreme-
ly alarmed" at the purport of the proclamation and asked the gov-
ernor to intercede on behalf of the inhabitants with the king "in
order to avert a dangerous, destructive measure: The proposed
mode of disposing of vacant Land in this Colony." Campbell pointed
out that the government had usually granted exemptions and ad-
vantages to the first settlers because of the problems they faced in
developing a new land "bordering on Nations of Savages whose
public Faith is seldom to be relied on." But in this case, the settlers
were to be burdened "with a heavy annual Quitrent, and a danger-
ous inequitable Sale of the Land." Campbell concluded that "we
wish to avoid being considered a people unwilling to pay his Majes-
ty's dues and to raise objections against every mode proposed for

19 Abernethy. Western Lands, pp. 130-31.
20 Campbell to Preston, November 21, 1774, Draper MS 3QQ134.
21 William Madison to Preston, July. 1775. Draper MS 4QQ30; William Russell to Preston.

June 12, 1775. Draper MS 4QQ19; John Floyd to Preston. September 1, 1775, Draper MS

33S?.82.
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obtaining Titles on Lands: on the contrary we have been always
willing to the utmost of our power to pay for former lawful custo-
mary rights and dues, and would rather even now, pay a certain
stipulated Sum to the Crown than to any private Person what-
ever. ''22 Thus he opposed Dunmore's proclamation but even more
despised the private arrangements of Henderson. Land should be
free to the private individuals who settled on it. Yet he was not
above trying to work out a deal for himself with a land company if
he could profit. Idealism could be scuttled if it got in the way.

William Preston, the county lieutenant, sheriff, and surveyor of
Fincastle County, reacted differently than Campbell. He began to
survey lands according to the instructions of the royal governor
and thus brought down the wrath of Campbell and others. Preston
also made a trip to Manchester, Virginia on the James River to
visit Dunmore. This made many on the frontier believe that he
conspired with the governor. Protests from Fincastle County about
Preston caused the Virginia Convention to investigate the situation.
While the Convention did not censure Preston, it did demand that
the surveying stop; it had by that time.2s Preston, however, re-
mained under suspicion, especially by Arthur Campbell, and a bitter
rivalry between the two families began that lasted for decades.

Campbell angrily attacked Preston and John Floyd, his surveyor
in Kentucky. After the Henderson purchase, Floyd became an agent
for the Transylvania Company while still a deputy surveyor for
Fineastle County. Preston's biographer states that Preston must
have known about this beforehand and that "the Earl of Dunmore
was not the only double dealer in Virgnia.''24 Floyd was thus able
to survey land in Kentucky for himself and Preston by working out
a deal with Henderson whereby they could claim all the land they
wanted without having to buy warrants.25 In Transylvania Floyd
soon heard of the charges being made against Preston and himself.
He reported that at first he thought William Christian was respon-
sible for the campaign, but after going through all the correspon-
dence that had been sent to the company he soon discovered that
Campbell, or "Long Jaw" as he called him, was the culprit. Floyd
related that he "could not imagine that any rational being could be
guilty of such deception.... I am called through the whole packet
one of your creatures who is entirely at your disposal & would not

22. The Petition of the Inhabitants of the County of Flncastle, Arthur Campbell Papers.
23 Johnson, WtiLiam Preston, pp. 168-69.
24 Ib/d., p. 165.
2.5 Ibid., pp. 170-71.
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stop at anything to put any of your oppressive measures in execu-
tion." Campbell, according to Floyd, charged Preston with being
an "artful, scheming, mercenary, ministerial gentleman. ''28

Campbell's anger resulted from rejection. He had wanted to be
appointed to the lucrative position of surveyor of Transylvania, a
job that had apparently been promised to him by Henderson. When
Henderson went out to Kentucky in November 1775, Campbell who
hoped to collect on the "promise which formerly had been made
him," accompanied Henderson. But Henderson apparently read the
packet of letters which had been accumulating, and the appoint-
ment went instead to Floyd. Floyd had the "pleasure of seeing"
Campbell "sufficiently mortified without saying any single word. ''27
Campbell blamed Floyd for his misfortune and would seek his re-
venge not only against Floyd but also against the Henderson Com-
pany. Indeed, he became a staunch opponent of all land companies.

On December 23, 1775, an incident occurred at the Falls of the
Ohio which some historians, such as John Bakeless in his biography
of Boone and Hartwell Quinn, believe involved Arthur Campbell. 38
•ohn Williams, an agent for the Transylvania Company, reported
that "Col. Campbell with a couple of lads" went out to measure
some land but soon "after they parted a gun and a cry of distress
was heard and the alarm was given that the Indians had shot Col.
Campbell." Campbell, however, escaped and "came running to the
landing with one shoe off, and said he was fired on by a couple
of Indians. ''29 If Arthur Campbell visited the Falls of the Ohio on
December 23, 1775, he was probably protecting his military grant
of the one thousand acres as the agent for the Transylvania Com-
pany had decided that "the several officers, who had claims there
may each, on application and complying with our terms, be en-
titled to a one thousand [acre tract] within his survey. ''30 But this
may not have been Arthur Campbell for at the time he served as
only a major in the militia. A John Campbell from Pennsylvania
who speculated heavily in Kentucky may have been the man men-
tioned.31

26 John Floyd to William Preston. September 1, 1775. Draper MS 33S282.
27 Floyd to Preston, December 1, 1775. Draper MS 33S292.
28 John Baketess, DaniaZ Boone {Harrisburg. Pennsylvania. 1965). pp. 117-18; Quinn, "Col-

onel Arthur Campbeil/' p. 60.
29john Williams' Report. 3anuary 3. 1776. in George W. Rmnek. Baonesborough: Its

Founding, Pioneer S•ruggles, Indian Ezpertences, Tyansplvania Days and Revolu•tonaTtl An-
nals {Louisville, 1901), 332-33; American Archives, Fourth SerieB, IV col. 560.

30 John Williams' Report. Boonesborouph,
31 John Carapbeil clahned four thotLS•nd acres near the Fails of the Ohto and represented

land companies. See patricia Watlington. The Partisan Spirit: Kentue;•y Poil•tos, 1779-I•3
(New York. 1973) pp. 50-31; Aberaethy. Western Lands, pp. 35, 87. 93, 94, 108, 118. 131,
140, 143. 174. 177, 187, 188.
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The Transylvania Company apparently made a grant of land to
Campbell on December 27, 1775. On the same day entries were
made on behalf of Captain William Russell, Captain William Ed-
mondson, and David Campbell, Jr., for one thousand acres each,
all on the Barren's River far from the Falls of the Ohio. Nathaniel
Henderson made a true copy of the entries and supplied it to Camp-
bell. 82 This may have been a maneuver on the part of the company
to placate Campbell for his failure to be appointed surveyor and
t9 buy support from Russell and others in Fincastle County.

Meanwhile Arthur Campbell married, became involved in politics,
and advanced in the militia. In 1773 he became a justice of the
peace in newly formed Fincastle County, then the westernmost
county in Virginia. Campbell served as the presiding ju•tice.• T•vo-
years later he became a member of the local Committee of Safety
and, along with other frontier leaders, signed the Fincastle Resolu-
tion which proclaimed that if Great Britain tried to deny them
their rights they would "never surrender them to any power upon

32 This copy is h• the Campbell-Preston Papers. Library of Congress, Washington, D.C.
33 Sumrners, A•nals o• Southwest Virginia. p. 589.
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earth, but at the expense of our lives. ''34 In 1773, he also became
a captain in the militia,35 and as Dunmore's War approached in
1774, his superiors promoted him to the rank of major.35 Then in
the spring of 1776, elections took place in Fincastle County for the
Convention of 1776. When John Floyd learned that Campbell might

win, he advised Preston, also a candidate, to "Pray, contrive it so
that the gent may not sit in the Convention.''3• According to Floyd,
Campbell took the opportunity to travel with Henderson from Royal
Oak to Seven Mile Ford as Henderson returned to Kentucky. Camp-
bell spent the night with Henderson and once again attacked Floyd
and Preston. Despite all that Preston could do, the people elected
Campbell and William Russell to sit in the Convention of 1776.•
Now Campbell could really work against the land companies.

The Convention of 1776 followed up on Dunmore's Proclamation
regarding the Henderson claim to Transylvania. Article XXI of
the Constitution of 1776 lay claim to the western lands and stated
that new states could be laid off west of the Alleghenies only by
action of the legislature. Furthermore, no purchase of land could
"be made of the Indian natives but on behalf of the publick, by
authority of the General Assembly.''39 This article clearly sought
to stop Henderson. Shortly after the adoption of the Constitution,
the Convention created a committee to "collect, take and commit to
writing, the evidence on behalf of the Commonwealth," against
the Henderson speculators for "pretending to claim Lands within
the territorY and limits of Virginia under deeds and purchases
from the Indians. ''4o Campbell served on this committee with a
number of other representatives, some from the western counties,
others from the eastern part of the state. The committee took little
action because the depositions regarding the Henderson claim were
not taken until 1777 in the case of people such as Patrick Henry
and William Christian, and not until 1778 for Campbell. Obviously,
the Virginia lawmakers opposed the actions taken by the Transyl-
vania purchasers and not only considered them to be illegal but
made sure they would prevent such purchases with the Constitution.
Campbell probably played a major role in getting this written into
the Constitution. Personal revenge, mixed with a certain amount
of idealism, determined his action.

34 American Archives, Fourth Series, I. cols. 1135-1166; Purdte's Virginia Gazette, February
10, 1775.
. 35 Summers, Annals ol Southwest Virginia, p. 74.

36 Campben to Daniel Smith, August 9, 1774, Draper MS 4X43.
37 Floyd to Preston, May 1, 1776. Draper MS 33S291.
38 Grigsby, Virginia Convention of 1776, appendix.
39 Hening, Statutes. IX, I18-19.
40American Archives, Fourth Series. VI. col. 1610.
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The Constitution of 1776 did not resolve the problem of Transyl-
vania. Both the Convention and the General Assembly of 1776
grappled with this situation. Unrest quickly developed in the colony
because the settlers realized that Virginia had strong claims to the
land. Their farms might be taken away from them. The increased
costs of land and the fact that they were outside the bounds es-
tablished by the Treaty of Fort Stanwix also bothered them. There-
fore, a group of the Transylvanians sent a petition to the Virginia
Convention asking the state to look after their interests.41 Shortly
after this, they chose George Rogers Clark and Gabriel John Jones
to go to Virginia to represent their interests with the Virginia
Convention. Clark and Jones arrived after the Convention ad-
journed but eventually did get ammunition from the Virginia gov-
ernor and council which they felt was de facto recognition that
Transylvania formed a part of Virginia.4z When the General As-
sembly met in the fall of 1776 (those elected to the Convention
served in the House without elections while Senators had to be
elected), Clark returned asking that Kentucky be made into a

separate county.
While the General Assembly met, Campbell continued to attack

Preston and Floyd. Campbell charged that Preston "was full of
Doubts and fears that the British troops would over power" the
Americans43 implying that Preston had Loyalist sentiments. When
Floyd passed through southwest Virginia on his way to Williams-
burg to lobby for the Transylvania Company, Preston told him of
the accusations being made by Campbell, Christian, Russell, and
others. At Williamsburg, Floyd had little success in convincing the
legislators of the validity of the Henderson claims and also failed
to obtain approval from William and Mary College to be a surveyor
for the state of Virginia. He accused Campbell of doing "everything
in his power to prejudice you & myself, which has added no little to
his disgrace. ''44 According to one source, Floyd became so angered
with Campbell's machinations that he sought him out on the streets
of Williamsburg and beat him up.45

When Clark arrived at the Capital he found it a difficult task to
get Kentucky formed into a separate county. A number of people
strongly opposed the idea. For one, Richard Henderson claimed

41 Ibid., cols. 1528-1529; [.ester, Transylvania Colony, pp. 127-28,
42 Robert McNult McElroy. Kentucky in the Natton's HL•ory (New York, 19•J), pp. 57-60;

Lester, TransYZvania Cstony. pp. 134-35. 142-44.
43James McGavock to William Preston. August 14. 1776, Draper MS 4QQ69.
44 John Floyd to WSliam preston. December 16. 1776, Draper MS 33S308-312.
45 Johnson, William Preston. p. 196.
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that his company possessed the territory. But Arthur Campbell
also opposed the idea. A number of historians have viewed this
opposition by Campbell to mean that he worked to protect the
interests of the Henderson Company. Nothing could be further
from the truth. They base this on a remark of George Rogers Clark
who said "Col. Arthur Campbell one of the Members of the Gen-
eral Assembly also was much opposed to our having a new County
but wished us to remain annexed to the County on the Frontiers
of which we lay and himself Represented." As a result, "this caused
it to be late in the session before we got a compleat Establishment
of a new county by the name of Kentucky.''46 Campbell loved to gov-
eru and hold positions of trust. Therefore the reason stated by
Clark seems to be the true one for his opposing the creation of
Kentucky: it would take away part of the county he represented.
But that is by no means the whole story.

The process of passing legislation to form a county in Kentucky
required much time and a lot of political deals. The initial bill called
for the division of Fincastle into two counties : Fincastle and Ken-
tucky. After quite a bit of maneuvering the legislature killed this
bill, but someone introduced it a second time and the lawmakers
sent it to a committee headed by Thomas Jefferson and including
Arthur Campbell. The bill then passed the House and went to the
Senate, which refused to accept the House bill. John Floyd says
that the Senate refused to accept the House bill because Campbell
"had a Clause added to the Kentucky Bill to disqualify all persons
from holding any place of profit either civil or military who had
ever had a commission under Henderson. ''4T Certainly he did not
seek to protect Henderson's claim. Not until December 7, 1776,
did the legislature accept a bill which divided Fineastle County.
The final bill split Fincastle not into two but three counties : Mont-
gomery, Washington, and Kentucky.48

Initially Campbell opposed the Kentucky bill, but during the
haggling he changed. When the House finally passed the bill divid-
ing Fincastle County, Campbell carried the legislation to the Senate,
thus indicating he supported it. Bills carried to other houses were
not entrusted to opponents. He profited from the creation of three
new counties because when Washington County came into existence

46 Clark's Memoir, 1773-1779. In James Alton James. ed., George Rogers Clark Papers,
177lo178t, Co[•eetton$ o• the Illinois Htstorica• Library, VIII, Virginia Series. III (Spring°
field, 1912). p. 214. See also, Temple Bodley, George RogeT8 Clark: His L•e and Public .•er-
vice (Boston, 1926}. pp. 32-33.

47 John Floyd to William Preston. December 16, 1776. Draper l•S 335308-312.
485ournai oy the House o• Delegates {October 7-December 21. 1776} (Richmond, 1828), 4,

11, 13. 15, 16, 19. 22, 28, 33, 44, 52, 67, 70, 87, 90; Hel•ng. Statuto•. IX, 257•61.
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he became not only the head of the county court but also the county
lieutenant with the rank of colonel, something he could not have
done in Fincastle County where Preston served as the militia leader.
To separate Kentucky from Fincastle County would not have bene-
fited him but to divide Fincastle into three parts would. Such ac-
tion would also greatly reduce, or perhaps even eliminate, the mili-
tary authority of Preston. Campbell, no doubt, agreed to support
the bill with the promise of an appointment from Governor Patrick
Henry. Meanwhile Preston "experienced uneasy moments" wonder-
ing if he would lose his positions because Fincastle ceased to exist.
But Henry made him the county lieutenant of Montgomery, and
he continued his militia duties.•

While Virginia reaffirmed her hold on the west and created Ken-
tucky as a separate county, the question of land ownership by in-
dividuals still faced the legislators. Three pieces of legislation
temporarily governed settlement on western lands. The Convention
on June 24, 1776 ruled that those people in occupation of lands on
the western waters to which no prior claim had been made "should
have preemption or preference to a grant of such lands. ''50 Next the
General Assembly in 1777 declared that all persons settled on lands
as of June 4, 1776, would have that land by "squatter's rights" of
up to four hundred acres a family.51 In 1778 the legislature granted
a tract of two hundred thousand acres of land to Henderson and his
company for their "very great expense in making a purchase of
the Cherokee Indians," and though the purchase had been voided,
the state was "likely to receive great advantages therefrom" ; thus,
it was "just and reasonable" that the company should be compen-
sated.''52 The lands granted to the company were, however, far
removed from settled areas and could not be disposed of immedi-
ately. By these actions the state government temporarily satisfied
the frontiersmen in their quest for titles to their lands.

Meanwhile, disturbing news reached the frontiersmen that the
legislature might validate the claims of the Loyal Company on
which many of them now lived. Arthur Campbell drafted a petition
for the legislature, and someone else penned the final petition "of
sundry Inhabitants of the Counties of Washington and Mont-
gomery." The petitioners claimed that Thomas Walker of the Loyal
Company "kept a publick office at William Ingles on New River"

49 Johnson, Will(am Preston, p. 196.
50 Hening, Statute$, IX, 355.
51 Ibid., 356.
52 |bid., 571.Y2.
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in 1769 and encouraged pioneers to settle on lands, saying that
"whoever will settle shall have it if I get my grant, and if I do
not get it, tis the best way you can secure it by the King's right."
The petitioners claimed that according to a decree of council of
December 16, 1773, they were promised settlement rights, and
many of them thus took up lands only to be informed that the
Loyal Company claimed the land. They asked, therefore, that the
"Grant so well known by the name of Walker's Grant may be buried
in oblivion so that it may not hereafter rise up against us." One
hundred and twelve names followed.50 The legislature soon dis-
appointed them.

The General Assembly enacted permanent land legislation in
May 1779. The lawmakers passed two important acts which, at
last, provided for an orderly disposition of the western lands of
Virginia. The first, "An Act for adjusting and settling the titles of
claims of unpatented lands under the present and former govern-
ment of the commonwealth's land office," validated all claims that
had been surveyed before January 24, 1778, including those of land
companies. Futhermore, all settlers on western lands who lived on
their lands as of January 1, 1778 were to receive four hundred
acres of land a family to be known as settlement rights. If the
farmer had made improvements on the land, he received preemp-
tion rights to the adjoining thousand acres. These lands cost the
settler ten shillings a hundred acres. Anyone who settled on his
lands after January 1, 1778 did not have settlement rights but had
preemption rights to four hundred acres at the price of £40 a
hundred acres. Settlers on company lands had to pay the companies
the price at which the companies sold the lands plus interest.54

The second act, which established the land office, provided for
the acquisition of land by military bounties for service in the
French and Indian War and in the American Revolution; parcels
ranged from fifty acres for privates to five thousand acres for
field officers. These were known as military rights. In addition,
there were treasury rights, which meant that a person could pur-
chase a land warrant at the rate of £40 a hundred acres. Such
warrants first had to be claimed in the land entry book of the
county. Then the land had to be surveyed. Anyone could purchase
as much land as he wanted.•

•3 The petition Lq fou-d in the Arthur Campbell Papers.

54 HenIng. Statutes, X. 35.50.
55 Ibid.. 50-65.
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The people settled on the western lands resented the concessions
made to the land companies, and they soon began sending petitions
to the state capital. Joining in the protest, Arthur Campbell drafted
two petitions to be presented to the General Assembly. He called
one of them "The Memorial of the Inhabitants of Washington
County," while he labelled the other as "The Memorial and Re-
monstrance of Kentucky."55 In the Washington County Memorial,
Campbell protested that the "good people" on the "western
waters" had flattered themselves that the vacant lands would be
disposed of in a manner so that those of "inconsiderable Fortune"
might have been able to acquire them as compensation for their
"Distresses and Losses" resulting from defending their country.
After that point, the draft is so faded that it becomes largely
illegible. The Kentucky Petition, now torn and faded, contained a
similar line of reasoning. Here Campbell argued that the people
had been encouraged by the acts of the Convention of 1776 and
the assemblies of 1777 and 1778 regarding land laws, but the law
of 1779 renewed the claims of the companies which had long been
rejected. Here he referred to the fact that the land act recognized
the surveys by the land company subject to the final decision of
the court of appeals on the matter. For the settlers on company
lands, this meant that they had to pay the prices demanded by the
companies rather than the lower costs of settlement on preemption
lands. Since the Loyal Company had surveyed large areas of south-
west Virginia, generally in the most desirable locations, the legis-
lation affected many settlers, including Arthur Campbell.

These torn and faded petitions clearly represent Campbell's
views. He protested the benefits to the land companies and talked
of their "undue influence." He also called for the act to be amended
in order to remove the claims of the companies. Campbell did not
think the companies had a right to these lands, and he seems not
to have paid his debt as he still owed money to the Loyal Company
in 1793.57

Unfortunately, Campbell did not put a date on the complaints
regarding the land act of 1779. The act passed in the late spring
of 1779, and some time would have lapsed before copies became
available to him. He then would have taken more time to digest this
law and draw up his remonstrances. Then, if he wanted to send
his petition to Kentucky to be circulated, more time would have

56 The manuscripts are found in the CampbelI-Preston Papers.
57 Memorandum of Bonds Returned to Mr. Francis Preston which was put into his h•nds

to collect on acedt, of the LoyaU Company. November 8, 1793, Campbell-Preston Papers.
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been necessary. The archivists at the Library of Congress have
placed the petition among the 1780 Campbell-Preston Papers, but
it is possible that the petitions were not drawn up until the fall
of 1781. At that time, Campbell received correspondence from
Colonel Harry Innes, a member of a commission of three appointed
to settle land titles in Montgomery and Washington counties. Innes
complained about the surveyors for the Loyal Company imposing
on people in the west and suggested that Congress should be peti-
tioned.5s As a result of this letter, Campbell wrote Colonel William
Edmondson that he hoped to petition the assembly regarding the
land laws.s9 A draft petition from Montgomery is also found in
the Campbell-Preston Papers and on December 1 and 14, 1781,
the General Assembly received two petitions from Washington
County on this matter,s0 As will be seen shortly, the drafting of
these petitions is important.

Meanwhile, Thomas Walker took the case of the Loyal Company
to the courts in December 1779 to have the claims validated for
his organization. The Court of Appeals finally decided on May 2,
1783 that "all surveys made by a county surveyor, or his deputy,
properly qualified, according to law, previous to the year, 1776...
ought to be confirmed; and that the register be directed to issue
patents upon all such surveys as shall be returned.''sl That finally
resolved the land issue.

All of this involves Arthur Campbell and the attempt to gain
statehood for Kentucky. Patricia Watlington traces the origin of
the movement to the land laws of 1779. With discontent being ex-
pressed in Washington and Montgomery counties, Kentucky County
would be expected to show dissatisfaction as well. This was especi-
ally true since many of those in Kentucky had only recently arrived
and could not obtain land through settlement rights. They would
have to purchase treasury warrants for their land. Even then they
had difficulty in locating land since those with military and settle-
ment rights had priority. The fact that people with money to in-
vest could take over large blocks of land for speculative purposes
compounded their difficulties. The ordinary settler thus faced
many problems in acquiring land at a cheap rate. The businessmen
also disliked the laws since Virginia would no longer give large
grants to land companies. They could possibly profit more if Ken-

58 Col. Harry Innes to Campbell. September 17. 1781. Draper MS 9DD29.
59 Campbell to Edmondson, September 22. 1781. Draper MS 9DD30.
60 Abernethy, Western Lands, p. 255.
61 Quoted Ln Henderson, Dr. Thomas Walker and the Loyal Land Company, p. 41.



360 The Filson Club History Quarterly [Vol. 55

tucky became a state with its own land laws. According to Watling-
ton, these "Land speculators who backed the congressional claim
to Kentucky were quick to encourage" the discontent of the other
residents.62

Up to this point Watlington's interpretation of the events seems
sound, but she goes astray when she says that "The separation
movement began in obscurity in 1779. Apparently directed from
Virginia by Arthur Campbell, it was encouraged by his friends who
lived in Kentucky or who went there on business. ''63 At another
point she states that "Arthur Campbell, the most enterprising of
the individual speculators, originated the anti-Virginia petition
circulated in Kentucky during 1779.''u Thus, she ascribes to Camp-
bell the role of originating the statehood movement with an "anti-
Virginia" petition and claims that he was one of the most im-
portant speculators in Kentucky.

Watlington mistakenly interprets the 1779 petition as "anti-
Virginia." It is, instead, a protest against the benefits accruing
to the land companies as a result of the land law of 1779. Nothing
is said about separation from Virginia. The petition, furthermore,
is undated, but Watlington places it in the summer of 1779;65
however, she offers no proof that it was written in 1779, nor that
it was circulated in Kentucky. These are no more than assumptions
on her part. As pointed out earlier, this petition may have been
written as late as 1781. In light of this, it is extremely doubtful
that the origins of the statehood movement can be attributed to

• Campbell in 1779. Since no petition for separate statehood appears
until 1780,63 this is probably a more appropriate date.

Watlington indicates that Campbell's motivation in proposing
Kentucky's separation resulted from his desire to profit from land
transactions, something he could and did do under the Virginia
land law of 1779. In fact, he acquired twenty-one tracts of land in
Washington County which totalled 11,277 acres. Of these tracts
of land fifteen were purchased by treasury warrants, two were
bequests, and four were acquired by purchasing grants originally
made to others.6•

Watlington offers no proof that Campbell speculated in Ken-
tucky land, nor does she define a "speculator." Then, after stating

62 Watltngton. Parttr•n Spirit, p. 47.
63 Ibid,, p. 61.
641bid., pp, 47.48,
651bid., p. 240.
66 Ibid.
67 Washington County. virginia Land Survey Book I. 2. 5, 9, 152, 178, 199, 264. 306, 30•.

•9, 337. 365. 371. 411.
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that Campbell was one of the greatest speculators in Kentucky,
she says: "Exactly how Campbell hoped to benefit by these ac-
tivities is not clear. Motives of personal pique and political ambi-
tion have been suggested, as well as his hope of financial profit.''es
As proof for this, she cites Abernethy,6s but he does not include
the charge of financial profit.

Arthur Campbell always wanted to acquire lands, but he did not
speculate in Kentucky lands on a grand scale. A speculator is one
who acquires land with the hope of selling it for a rather quick
and easy profit. Campbell does not fit this definition in Kentucky.
As best as can be reconstructed, he acquired only 2,600 acres of
land in Kentucky during his life. His first land came as the result
of his grant of 2,000 acres for service in the French and Indian
War30 Before the surveyors from Fincastle County went out to
locate lands for people such as George Washington, Patrick Henry,
William Christian, William Russell, Evan Shelby, and William
Byrd, Arthur Campbell wrote the surveyor asking that a survey
of 1,00O acres be made for him at Gasper's' Lick.71 The surveyors
departed William Preston's house on April 9, 1774 and were in
Kentucky when Lord Dunmore's War broke out. William Russell
had to send Michael Stoner and Daniel Boone out to warn them to
return to the settlements,v2 As a result, the surveyors failed to
complete their work. They did survey one thousand acres for
Campbell on June 3, 1774 on Beargrass Creek, which flows into
the Ohio River just above the Falls of the Ohio (Louisville).TS

68Wallingion, Partisan Spirit. p. 48.
69 Abernethy. Western Lands. p. 222. Aberneiny says: "The acUviUes of this man are very

strange. He was closely affthaled with the powerful Valley group which was led by Preston,
christian, Fleming. William Russell. Stephen Trigg, and others of Scotch-Irish strain....
But Arthur Campbell, though he held lands under the Loyal Company and was still on
good terms with several of this group, had already given evidence of hostility to that
organization. He was to give much more evidence of it in the future, and his method was
in stir up the simple settlers against ItS claim. It has been alleged that his stand was due
in personal pique, but it seems more probable that it was due to political ambition."

70Governor Dtmmore, Warrant to the Surveyor of Fthcastle County. December 15, 1773,
Arthur Campbell Papers; Summers, Annals ol Southwest Vtrpinia, pp. 658. 1415. Soon after
the award was made. Campbell wrote the governor asking how the land was to be located
and if it could be subdivided. The governor responded that the land had in be taken out
in one thoUSand acre lots for each survey but could afterwards he subdivided into •vnaller
plots as the settler might wish. See Dum•ore to Cm'npbell, February 4, 1774, Arthur Camp-
bell Papers.

71 Memorandum by Arthur Campbell in Surveyor of Ftheastle County, March 1, 1774,
Draper MS 3QQ10.

72 William Russell to Willi•uDa Preston. June 26, 1774, Draper MS 3QQ43; R. S. Cotterlll,
"Kentucky in 1774," The Fiison Club History QuarteTlp, I (October. 1926). 24-34.

73 Willard Rouse dlllson, The Kentucky Land Grants: A Systematic Index to all the Land
Grants Recorded in the State Land OfJiae at Frankfort, Kentucky, 1782-1924 (Louisville,
1925). p. 32; Joan Brookes-Smith. Master Index: Virginia Surveys and Grants. 1774-1731
(Frankfort, 1976). p. 31. C•npbell's military grant was located in what is now downtown
Louisville, south of Broadway and between Fourth and Shelby streets. See Neal O. Ham-
mon, "The Fthcastle Surveyors at the Falls of the Ohio• 1774," The Fiison Club Hi•tory
Quarter|p, 47 (January, 1973), 14-28.
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After that, Dunmore's War and the early years of the Revolution
prevented any further developments for Campbell on his Kentucky
lands. When the land act of 1779 passed, he gained clear title to
his thousand-acre tractfl4 but no record of the other thousand acres
exists, and he did not have another block of land claimed by right
of service in the French and Indian War of that size in Kentucky.

Under the 1779 legislation Campbell claimed 400 acres on the
Ohio River, 460 on the Green River, 600 on Flat Creek, and 600
on Buck Lick Creek, all in Jefferson County. Two other tracts of
600 acres each were claimed in Lincoln County but they seem to
be the same as in Jefferson County. Apparently some doubt existed
about where the boundary line lay, and Campbell claimed the
lands in both counties.7s No surveys were made at this time, and
thus no grant resulted. Campbell's holdings therefore amounted to
his original thousand acres during the time that Kentucky sought
to win statehood.

No records of other deeds for land in Kentucky for Campbell
appear until 1795 by which time Kentucky had become a state. In
that year, the 600 acre tract on Buck Lick Creek was surveyed,
and the grant to him was approved the following year. Also in
1796, he had surveyed and had granted to him the 600 acres on
Flat Creek and 500 acres on the Ohio River.78 In 1796 Campbell
paid taxes on 1000 acres in Jefferson County near the Falls of the
Ohio, on 600 acres in Lincoln County on Yellow Creek, on 600
acres on Buck Creek, and on 400 acres in Hardin County near the
mouth of Yellow Bank Creek37 At least twice, Campbell thought
of selling his land near the Falls of the Ohio,78 but he held on to it
despite growing financial difficulties in his last years. His will,
which he wrote in 1811, does not list all his Kentucky lands, but
he does mention the 1000 acre tract near the Falls of the Ohio and

74 Rrookes-Smith, Master Index, p. 30.
75Wtlinrd Rouse Jilison. Old Kentucky Entries and Deeds: A Ccanpleto rndez to all of the

EaTbest Land Entries, Mititsry Warrants, Deeds and Wills oJ the Commonwealth of Kea°
tucky {Louisville. t926}j p. 20

76Joan Brookes-Smith, /•de• for OtiI Kentucky Surveys a•d Grants (Frankfort, lg75),

p. 28.
77 George Madison. Auditor's Office, Receipt to Arthur Campbell. October 20, 1796, Arthur

Campbell Pap.ers. The taxes were for the years 1792-1795 and were in arrears because
Campbell had to pay interest. Although he dld not have title to some of his l•.nds until
1795-1796. the lands listed on the receipt appear to be tdentlcal with these plots. Another
puzzling piece of evidence Is a "LISt of Certificates left with the Marshal of the State of
Kentucky for hhn to make out Deeds, before my return next Sept." dated June 9. 1806 in
the Arthur Campbell Papers. In this he lists the name of Richard Blbbs mid has 400 after
it, Henry Harrison. 600, and Richard Barber, 10,000 for a total of 11,000. Belo•v this is the
name of Joab Champion. 1000. Quite possibly Campbell was acting for someone else in
these trai1sactions.

78 Articles of Agreement between Arthur Campbell and Andrew Vance. April 19, 1792,
Arthur Campbell Papers• Valentine Merrtwealher to C•rnpbell, [1802]. Arthur Campbell

Papers.
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says it should be sold when the price reached $20.00 an acre. Also
the 600 acres on Yellow Creek were to be sold. The rest of his
Kentucky lands, he left to two of his sons. Apparently he had
about 2600 acres in Kentucky when he died. The conclusion must
be, therefore, that Campbell did acquire some land in Kentucky,
but he did not obtain it in order to make a profit. Watlington's
characterization of him as "the most enterprising of the individual
speculators" in Kentucky is thus unwarranted.

Since several authors assume Campbell's motive in the Franklin
movement and Kentucky statehood movement was to profit from
land speculations it seems appropriate to discuss all his land hold-
ings. One block of land that he owned was Royal Oak. The Fincastle
County records show that three tracts of land were surveyed for
him in 1774 and 1775. These were parcels of 293, 279, and 1,215
acres.• This land was originally obtained from the Loyal Company,
but when the Land Act of 1779 passed, Campbell had part of this
land surveyed, and he claimed it by virtue of a treasury warrant,
apparently with the aim of paying the state's price rather than
that of the company. The total acreage was surveyed in 1781 as
1,140 acres. This was the first land surveyed in Washington under
the new land legislation.8° Due to the vagueness of the surveys and
conflicting totals, it is difficult to know just how much land Camp-
bell held in the vicinity of Royal Oak; however, if the highest
amount is assumed to be correct, he controlled 1,787 acres. Most
of the land he owned lay east of Cumberland Gap in what is now
Lee County, Virginia. As noted above he acquired 11,277 acres
there. In addition, there are indications from other sources that
Campbell owned six other tracts of land in Lee County which
totaled more than 1,436 acres. The exact amount cannot be deter-
mined since the acreage for one parcel is not given. Four of these
were acquired by purchase from other people, and two were grants
to Campbell. 81 The sum of his holdings that were obtained after
the Land Act of 1779 was in excess of 13,713 acres. In 1803
Campbell made a list of his land in Lee County and totaled it up
to be 13,817 acres.• In addition, he held at least 1,665 acres in
Tennessee.• All of his property thus amounted to about 21,000

acres.

79 Strainers, Annals oS 8outh•ves• Virgl.la. pp. f.•6. 658.
80 Washington County Land Survey Book I, I.
81Summers, Annals o• Southwest Virginia. pp. 636, 658; Washington Cmmty Deed Book

1.3.
82 The llst is found in the Arthur Campbell PaperL

Land Grant from Gov. Rlchard Caswell of North CaroUna, 1787, to Arthur Campbell,
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Despite the fact that Campbell acquired control of thousands of
acres of land, he, strictly speaking, should not be termed a spec-
ulator because the records reveal that he gave up very little land
and when he did, he gave it to members of his family or sold it
to ease his own financial difficulties. He deeded away so little
land that it can be easily listed. In 1772, he sold a tract of 340
acres on a creek running into the James River.34 Obviously this
property, on the other side of the mountains, could not be easily
used by him. Not until 1781 did he sell more property, a total of
600 acres known as Campbell's Choice, which actually belonged to
his wife. s5 In 1785 he sold 120 acres for £120. The next land sold
consisted of 50 acres which he transferred to the town of Abing-
don.s0 About the turn of the century, Campbell began to dispose
of more land. One tract of 400 acres, he deeded to his daughter
Elizabeth and her husband, while he turned over to his son William
another tract of 773 acres,s7 Then Campbell appears to have run
into serious financial difficulties and began to sell land to settle
his debts. In 1802, he sold 500 acres on Cove Creek to Thomas Gate
for $930.00,ss and turned over three tracts of land in Lee County,
the amount not being specified, to Daniel Sheffey for the benefit
of Adam Douglas, to whom Campbell owned $1,270.00. The trans-
action was to be voided if Campbell should be able to pay the debt,s9
but there is no indication that he did so. The amount which Camp-
bell figured he had to pay taxes on in 1803 probably included these
tracts. Then Campbell had to give up 280 acres to Jacob Blessings
in return for a debt of $1,400.00. Blessings gave Campbell until
August 1, 1803 to pay the debt, but he lost the parcel of land which
included his home of Royal Oak or Goodwood.90 After this Campbell
spent some time wandering about in Kentucky and Lee County,
finally settling down on his land on Yellow Creek west of Cumber-
land Gap (Middlesboro, Kentucky). The last land sold by Campbell
was in 1806 when he transferred 185 acres to Henry Wood for
$100.00.91 Hie will indicated that he gave his son James a tract of

Notes of Survey, Plat and Survey of Land in Ctelborne County, Tenllessee• September 19,
1809, Arthur Campbell Papers.

84 Summers. Ankara o• Southwest Virginia. p. 846.
85 Washington County Deed Book I, 3.
86 Ibid., I, 22, 205.
87 Summers. Annals o] Southwest V/rgtnta, p. 1340; Washington County Deed Book I, 333.
88 Washington County Deed Book III, 17
89 Lyman Chalktey, ed., Chronicles o! the Scotch-lrtsh Settlement in Virginia, Extracted

•rom the Ort•nal Court Records ol Augusta Couat•. 1745-1800 (3 Vols.; Rosslyn, Virginia.
1912), II, 137; Washington County Deed Book III. 50.

90 Washington County Deed Book ILl. 53; Mortgage in Arthur Campbell Papers.
91 Deed in Arthur Campbell Papers.
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land, probably 750 acres. Therefore out of a total acreage of about
21,000 acres, he disposed of only approximately 4,000 acres plus
the three tracts for which the acreage was not given. And he seems
to have been reluctant to give up any of his land except to his
children. He was acquisitive, even grasping, but not a speculator
who planned to get rich quickly. He built his own little empire and
held on to it as long as he could, evidently with the idea of creating
a heritage for his children.

Just how Campbell made his living cannot be determined. Very
few surviving records deal with economic matters, and they are
relatively unimportant. This puzzled the Duke of Orldans, the
future Louis-Philippe, king of the French. George Washington ar-
ranged a tour for him and two of his brothers while the Revolution
raged in France. Louis-Philippe and his brothers spent a night at
the Campbells. He remarked:

He lives on the left bank of the Holstein river, in a setting that would

be lovely if the land were cleared; but, although he has six sons and

several Negroes, he settles for what he cleared when he first arrived....
I do not know what he and his sons do all day, and because he seems
such a fine fellow I asked him point blank. He answered that because

he o•ras property in other parts he is always on the go and never at

home.S2

The duke also did not like the food since they had to wait "three
hours for a terrible breakfast" which they did not receive until
eleven o'clock,ss Campbell's financial situation was so bad in 1810
the year before he died that he had to borrow $10.00 from his son
Arthur Lee in order to buy some pork for the winter.94 Despite
all his lands he never made a fortune; in fact the longer he held
the land, the worse off he became financially.

Watlington further misrepresents her sources of information
by saying of Campbell :

A Virginian, he was apparently more interested in making western areas

independent than in establishing Congress's control. He sometimes urged
the congressional claim and at other times encouraged westerners to sep-

arate from Congress as well as from the mother state. He actually
created an independent state in western North Carolina and nearly
created one in western Virginia. As early as 1780 a Kentuckian wrote
to him "to return our thanks in behalf Iof the] Kentucky Inhabitants

for your attention shown to their distresses."•

92 Louisophillppe, Diary o] My Travels in America (New York. 1977), pp. 52-53.
93 Ibid,, p. 56.
94 Arthur Campbell to Arthur Lee Campbell, February 7. 1811. Campbell FmmlIy papers.

Duke University, Durham, North Carolthv.
95 Watllngton, Partisan Spirit, p. 48.
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As her source for claiming that Campbell was interested in mak-
ing western areas independent of Congress, Watlington uses Aber-
nethy, but the pages she quotes do not support this idea. In fact,
no such evidence exists.96

The question of Campbell's involvement in creating new western
states will be discussed later. Let it suffice here to say he did not
create the state of Franklin and had less success in southwest
Virginia than he expected.

Furthermore, the letter Watlington refers to which thanked
Campbell for his help to the Kentucky inhabitants apparently had
nothing to do with the political development there. John Todd,97 a
militia commander, wrote this letter in order to thank Campbell
for aid during a recent military emergency in Kentucky. Colonel
John Bowman reported Kentucky's distress to Campbell by express
in June, 1780, informing him that British regulars numbering six
hundred, accompanied by one hundred Indians were on their way
to attack the fort at the Falls of the Ohio.96 Campbell assembled
supplies and received approval from Governor Thomas Jefferson
to send three companies to the relief of Kentucky under the com-
mand of William Edmondson.99 Todd, a member of the General
Assembly in Richmond at the time, knew of these preparations and
thus wrote Campbell to thank him for helping Kentucky in her
distress. Apparently these measures helped Kentucky, which the
legislature that year divided into the counties of Jefferson, Lincoln,
and Fayette, with Todd appointed the county lieutenant of Fay-
ette.1°° Working on the false assumption that Campbell led the
separatist movement in Kentucky, Watlington tends to see con-
firmation in a letter that does not deal with that subject.

Professor Watlington also makes the mistake of assuming that
if the people in Kentucky who favored separation from Virginia
corresponded with Campbell telling him what happened that he
directed the events. This says far too much for the ability of
Campbell to control people and far too little for the men in Ken-
tucky who participated in the movement. Watlington even at-
taches importance to the fact that John Kincaid, who was early
involved in the separatist movement, had been "befriended in
1779''16• by Campbell. In reality, the letter she quotes may be from

96 She cites Abernethy. We•,•r• Land•, in pa&•tm, but especially pp. 123-35, 2-•-T3, •-310.
97 John Todd. Jr.. to Arthur Campbell, July 2. 1780. Arthur Campbell Papers.
96 Arthur Cm,npbell to William Preston, Jtme 7, 1766, "Preston Papers," V/Tg/n/a •fagaz/Tte

o• niatory and BtogTaphy, XXVII {January, 1919}. 46-47.
99 Campbell to Preston. June 23. 1786. ibic[.. 47-48.
106 Hentog. Statutos, X, 316-17; Abernethy, WOS• La•. p. 249.
161 Watangton, Pa• •p/rtt, p. 61.
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a Joseph Kinkead (the spelling of the last name does vary) rather
than John Kincaid; it asks Campbell to lend his son $100.00. The
son was on his way to pick up some prisoners.1°2 Whether this
was John Kincaid or Joseph Kinkead, no political significance
should be attached to this correspondence. It is even likely that
Campbell could not lend the money and thus made an enemy.

Another person whom Watlington sees as a tool of Campbell in
Kentucky is Ebenezer Brooks. Brooks, a restless man, studied at the
University of Pennsylvania where he received his degree in 1771.1°s
Four years later the Presbyterian Church licensed him to preach
in New Castle, Pennsylvania. zo4 The following year he remained in
Pennsylvania, I• but by 1781, he resided in Washington County,
Virginia, where he and the Rev. Charles Cummings applied to and
were certified by the court to solemnize marriages.1• Arthur Camp-
bell operated a school at his home, and he might have hired Brooks
as a teacher as Brooks is known to have later run a school in
Kentucky.1o7 But Brooks soon became involved in a religious con-
troversy1°0 and then suddenly appears in the records as Dr. Eb-
enezer Brooks.1°s He apparently simply decided to become a doctor
and began the practice of medicine. Sometime, perhaps in 1782,
he went to Kentucky. Without doubt, he did have a close relation-
ship with Arthur Campbell, but Campbell possibly looked to him
for ideas rather than the reverse. After his adventures in Ken-
tucky, Brooks returned to live with the Campbells and wrote a book
on shorthand and a reply to Paine's Age of Reason. Campbell spent
a great deal of his time promoting his friend, seeking positions for
him, and attempting to get his book published.•o He appears not to
have been an inferior man to Arthur Campbell and does not seem
to have been his tool.

Campbell's actual role in the statehood movement in Kentucky
seems to have begun in 1782 not 1779. Instead of Campbell's in-
st/gating the separatist movement, the movement there may have
been responsible for some of his ideas regarding a large western

102 Jo[seph]? Klnkead to Campbell. July 0, 1779, Arthur Campbell Papers.
103 Information supplied by Registrar, University of Penn•jlvanta.
104 Reeo•d• o• the Presbyterian Church in the United States ol America, 1708-1788 (Phila-

delphia, 1904), p. 462.
105 Ibid., pp. 472, 476.
106 Sun•mers, Annais oy South•vest Virginia, p. 1075.
107 "Henderson Company Ledger," The Ftt$on Club History Quarterly, 21 (1947), 46.
108 Gordon Aronitime, "Ebenezer Brooks: Forgotten Genius of the Holston Frontier," His-

torical Society of Washington County, Virginia Publications, Series lI. Number 8 (July,
1970), 8-9. This article contains many errors.

109Washtogten Cotmty, Virginia Survey Book entry of March 1, 1782 refers to him as
Dr. Brooks.

I10 There are ntnnerous tetters in the Timothy Pirkertog Papers seeking support for the
publication of Brooks' book and positions for him in the government.
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state which he called Frankland. An even greater source of in-
spiration was probably the writings of Thomas Paine whose works
Campbell greatly admired until Paine wrote his Age of Reason.
During the midst of the Frankland controversy, he advised a friend
to "get Dr. Price's observations on civil liberty together with all
the writings of Mr. Paine. These will be sufficient library for a
farmer, and they will cost but a trifle. It is a great thing for every
freeman to learn justly to judge aright for himself. ''nl Campbell's
ideas of a western state quite possibly resulted from reading
Paine's Public Good: Being an Examination into the Claims of
Virginia to the Vacant Western Territory, and the Right of the
United States to the Same'" to wtdch is added proposals for laying
off a New State, to be applied as a Fund for Carrying on the War,
or Redeeming the National Debt. This pamphlet appeared on De-
cember 30, 1780, and in it Paine attacked Virginia's claim to her
western territory pointing out that the Proclamation of 1763
limited her to the area east of the Allegheny Mountains. Paine then
discussed the problems that Virginia would encounter in attempt-
ing to retain this area and the advantages for the Old Dominion
should she give up her claims and allow a new state to be created.
As he saw it, the boundaries of the new state should extend from
the Alleghenies northward to the Pennsylvania line, then to the
Ohio River at the Falls of the Ohio, then southward to the North
Carolina line, and then east to the Allegheny Mountains.

Shortly before Paine's Public Good appeared, the Confederation
Congress passed a resolution concerning the western lands. The
Congress declared that if the states of Virginia, North Carolina,
and Georgia should cede their western lands, this territory would
be organized into "separate... states at such times and in such
manner as congress shall hereafter direct. ''112 Thus Congress clearly
sought jurisdiction over western lands and aimed toward an
orderly development of new governments in the west.

Early in 1782, Campbell sent out letters to a number of frontier
leaders about establishing a new western state whose boundaries
would be virtually those as proposed by Paine. A letter to John
Sevier, a resident of North Carolina (now Tennessee) was written
on January 21, and a letter to William Christian was dated Feb-
ruary 9. About the same time, Campbell wrote John Donelson in
Lincoln County, in Kentucky. Sevier, in his reply, mentioned re-

111 Campbell to Echni•on, August 26, 1785, Calendar ol Virginia State papers, IV, I00-101,
112 Golllard Hunt and Worthington C. Ford. eds., Journals ol the Conttnenta! ConFrezs,

1774.1789, (34 vols.; Washington, 1904-1937), XVII, 808.
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ceiving a letter "concerning our New Western World,''113 and
Donelson acknowledged receiving "ye address recommending such
measures as you thought might be most productive of the happiness
of men in Western Country.''114 Therefore, Campbell seems to have
sent out virtually identical letters. The letter received by Donelson
was probably much like the one turned over by Alexander Barnett
to the authorities in Virginia to be used against Campbell; it is
entitled "A scheme for obtaining the sence of the Inhabitants of
the Western Country on the Subject of the Late Resolves of Con-
gress Declaring the Sovernty over the same to be in the United
States.''115 This document called for the election of deputies to rep- I
resent the farmers above the age of eighteen to meet in March
1782. This was to be the first step toward creating a new state.

According to Campbell's suggestion, a group of men held a meet-
ing at Boonesborough sometime in the spring of 1782. Donelson
reported that "the people did appoint a Number of select Men to
take the matter into consideration," but Major Hugh McGary used
militia troops to break up the meeting, and the participants ac-
complished nothing. Two days later, however, the commissioners
met again and drew up two petitions, one to be carried to the

ll3Sevier to Campbell, February 16, 1782, Arthur CarnpbeU Papers.
114 Donelson to Campbell. April 20, 1782, Draper MS 9Dn34.
llSCalendar o• Virginia State Papers, III, 414-15.
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Congress by a Mr. Rees and another to the General Assembly of
Virginia. Donelson stated that, "We shall think ourselves happy
if the measures shall nearly correspond with such measures as you
may take."ue Thus Campbell sought to organize meetings through-
out the west for the purpose of establishing a separate western
state, but he soon found there was strong opposition in Kentucky
as there was in Virginia to this idea.

In western North Carolina, John Sevier and others had more
success. They led a movement to establish what they called the
state of Franklin. Despite the fact that Watlington says that Camp-
bell created a separate state in western North Carolina, he did not.
He originated the idea, but John Sevier and others soon went their
own way. She is also incorrect in saying that he nearly created an
independent state in Virginia because he faced tremendous oppo-
sition there led by William Russell. In 1784 and 1785 a lot of sep-
aratist activity took place in and around Abingdon, but in 1785
Governor Patrick Henry suspended Arthur Campbell as the county
lieutenant of Washington County and replaced him with Russell.
Campbell also lost his position of Justice of the peace. Then the
General Assembly passed an act making it "highly criminal in any
person to alienate the citizens of the state from their attachment
and allegience to the same" and provided that any person who at-
tempted to form another state without the consent of the Virginia
legislature or who took part in the affairs of any such state would
be guilty of high treason and would be punished in the same way as
other traitors.

The "treason act," as it was known, stunned Campbell and he
immediately stopped his demands for a new state. In 1786 he ran
for the legislature again, and the people sent him back to Richmond
while turning down William Russell. By that time the governor had
reappointed him as county lieutenant and after years of legal bat-
tles he regained his position as justice of the peace,n7

While Virginia officials tried to contain Campbell, he sought
his revenge for those in Kentucky who opposed his great western
dream. On August 19, 1782, some Kentucky forces caught up with
enemy soldiers and Indians at Blue Licks. Major Hugh McGary
insisted on pressing an attack rather than waiting for reinforce-
ments. In the battle that followed, John Todd and Stephen Trigg
were killed, and the Kentuckians were routed,us Campbell seized

116 Donelson to Campbell, April 20, 1782, Draper MS 9DD34.
117 See Hag>" snd Fcln•bee. "Arthur Campbell and the Separate State Movemc•ats in Vlr.

ginia and North Carolina." Atso Hening, Stal'utes, XII, 41-42.
118 Bodley, Hi•or• o• Kentu¢ky, I, 203.
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on this opportunity to attack almost everyone involved but singled
out especially his opponents McGary, who had broken up the spring
meeting, and George Rogers Clark, who also opposed statehood
but was not at Blue Licks. According to Campbell, "Never was the
lives of so many valuable men lost more shamefully than in the late
action on the 19th of August, and that not a little thro the vain
and seditious expressions of a Major McGeary. How much more
harm than good can one fool do?" Todd and Trigg, he said, "had
capacity but wanted experience," while other commanders such
as Boone, Harlin, and Lindsay "had experience but were defective
in capacity." Had their advice been followed, however, the incident
would have turned out well. Logan, on the other hand, was "a dull,
narrow body from whom nothing clever need be expected." Then
Campbell attacked Clark by saying, "Genl. Clarke is in that coun-
try, but he has lost the confidence of the people, and it is said be-
come a Sot: perhaps something worse. ''119 Clark's reputation in
Richmond suffered from this charge,12° and he seems to have been
greatly harmed by the attack.

The next step in the movement for statehood in Kentucky came
with a meeting in November 1784 at Danville. The gathering was
supposed to be for the purpose of dealing with the military situa-
tion, but Colonel Benjamin Logan, who called the meeting, may
have had political objectives from the beginning. A report had
arrived that the Cherokees and the Chickamaugas were about to
launch an invasion. One of the grievances of the Kentuckians
against Virginia was that they could not adequately respond to
military emergencies since they had to obtain permission from the
Virginia executive before taking action.121 The main source of in-
formation on this meeting comes from Ebenezer Brooks who at-
tended and wrote an account of the proceedings to Arthur Camp-
bell. In the discussions that lasted two days, some of those attending
opposed sending an expedition against the Indians, as Logan
wanted, since it would be illegal. Then Brooks, "an obscure little
man, whom you may conceive to be your humble servant, arose and
discussed the point, both with respect to law and order." Brooks
succeeded in getting approval for the expedition only to learn,
from a letter from Colonel Joseph Martin, that the Indians were
peaceful and that no offensive was needed. Brooks remained un-
daunted, however, and proceeded to propose that the time had
arrived to "demand what the constitution had promised us, -- a

119 C•npbell to Davies, October 3, 1782. Calendar o] Virpin•a State Papers, HI, 37.

120 Bodley. Ctark, pp. 212-13.
121 Watllngton, par•a• Spirit, pp. 75-76.
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separate government." The group then agreed to call for an election
to be held in the militia companies, •vhereby delegates could be
elected for a meeting to be held the following month.1•

Brooks' smug letter claims for himself the real beginning of
steps toward separate statehood for Kentucky.128 No doubt, he dis-
cussed with Arthur Campbell his ideas about the western country,
but the fact that he calls himself Campbell's "humble servant" has

no significance since such flowery comments often appear in letters
of that time.

The first of many conventions concerning the status of Kentucky
met on December 27, 1784. At the meeting Brooks proposed that
the district should immediately separate from Virginia, but others
favored a slower constitutional process and, in the end, decided to
call another convention for May 1785.t24 By this time, many people
who had favored separation now favored staying with Virginia,
while some of those who had been pro-Virginian now wanted sep-
aration.125 To a large extent, this seems to have had a great deal
to do with who would be in power. Convention after convention
met; not until 1792 did Kentucky win statehood.126

During the time that Kentuckians sought statehood, Arthur
Campbell kept abreast of what was happening. During 1782 and
1783, and again in 1786 and 1787, he served in the General Assem-
bly and thus dealt with the petitions from Kentucky. Professor
Watlington makes much of the fact that a number of those who
favored separation in Kentucky corresponded with him, and this
"strongly suggests that they looked to him in support in planning
an absolute and violent separation for Kentucky;''12T however,
Campbell himself seems to have had an open mind on the subject
and nowhere in his many surviving letters does he suggest the use
of violence. I28 In a letter to Thomas Madison, written while Camp-

122 Brooks to Campbell, November 9, 1784, Draper MS 11J37-38, printod in Bodley, Ken=
tucky, I, 354-56.

123 Ibtd.
124 Watlington. PaTtlsan Spirit, pp. 98-99.
125 Ibid., pp. 107-108.
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bell attended the General Assembly in 1786, he stated, "We seem
grasping in the dark about the Kentucky affairs and that takes up
a good deal of time, the members from there differing among them-
selves what measure is best. ''129 Campbell probably favored the
cause of the separatists, but their letters do not recognize any lead-
ership from him. For the most part the correspondence from the
separatists merely informs him of what was happening in Kentucky
regarding separation along with other bits of public and private
news. 129 Furthermore, Campbell would have been very much of a
fool to advocate "absolute and violent separations" since the Trea-
son Law had been passed in October 1785 specifically against him.
He had ceased his activities concerning the state of Frankland. He
certainly would not have taken the risk of being accused of treason
for the Kentuckians, especially when he was at that time still trying
to regain his position of justice of the peace for Washington
Coun•.181

Once statehood arrived, his correspondence with some of the

major figures in Kentucky continued. In fact, Samuel McDowell
wrote to him in 1792 to report that Isaac Shelby had been elected
governor and named the eleven senators, most of whom he assumed
that Campbell knew. He also asked Campbell to examine the new
state constitution and note any objectionable features he might
find. 182 While McDowell obviously valued Campbell's opinion, this
letter certainly does not mean that Campbell was dictating policy
to the new state. He did not dictate to the state-makers either.

Thus Arthur Campbell played an important role in the early
development of Kentucky. While he at first opposed Kentucky's
separation from Fincastle County, he went along with the idea and
probably lobbied earnestly for it when he found a middle county
would be formed where he could have greater civil and military
influence. He was always an ambitious man. His role in the state-
hood movement is less direct and as has been pointed out, his idea
for the great state of Franklin, or Frankland as he called it, may
have resulted from the activities in Kentucky, the actions of the
Confederate Congress, and the writings of Thomas Paine in 1781.
He certainly did not direct events from afar and before the move-
ment developed to a great extent he was under the danger of being
accused of treason if he promoted such an idea. While the Virginia

129 Campbell to Madison. December 23, 1786. Draper MS 5ZZ83.
130 Benjamin Logan to Campbell, May 18, 1787, Calendar o] Vfrgtnta State Papers, IV, 287.
131 Campbell and Robert Craig to Gov. Randolph, December 22. 1786, Arthur Campbell

Papers.
182 Samuel McDowell to Campbell, May 21,.1792, MS 9DU69.
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Declaration of Rights (Article 9) forbade "cruel and unjust pun-
ishments" the punishment for treason in Virginia was according
to common law "that the person be dragged to the place of execu-
tion, there hanged by the neck, cut down alive, his entrails taken
out and burnt before his face, his head cut off, his body divided
into four quarters, &c.''t• Even the "irate Arthur Campbell, 'q34
as Frederick Jackson Turner called him, did not want to test that
law.

12 William Waller Hening, The New Vlzgtnla Justice, Comprising the OS•tce and Author-
tt• oI a Justice ol the Peace (Richmond, 1799), p. 45G. One of the examples that Hening
gives for treason is the act passed against Campbell.

134 Frederick Jackson Turner. "Western State-Making in the Revolutionary Era," Amefl-
ogn H/aWcicgl Review, I (October, 1896), 260.


