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Effects,of the Stamp Act in the Colcny of Géqggia in .
d. The pamphlet is cde in a series.of materials about

the American Rewvolution in-Georgia., Lesigngd for junicr ard senior
bigh school student$, it can be used as suprlementary reading or a

short unit.

A teacher's guide is included. The Stamfp Act was levied

by Britain to force the colonies tc help pay for Britain's losses in
the French and Indian War. It required that almcst everything Y
formally -written or printed in the colcnie appe€ar cn sgecially

stamped paper shipped frcm Londcn., Colcnists immediately petitioned

for repeal, arguing that only colonial legislatures, not Earliament, .

could tax the colonies. They demanded no taxaticn without S
representation in the House of Commcns in Lcondon. As Britain refused, o
the colonies began boycotts of British gccds and violent '

demonstrations. In Georgia, protest was not as strong because tbhe.
colony was young, pcor, and fairly resgectful of -the Ring. 2also,

S

Georgia Governor James Wright’was well liked and trusted. However, he
enforced the Stamp Act and thereby prompted small viclent clashes.
Wright was the only cclonial governdér whc managed to sell some stamps
before colonialists® protests became more forceful. After mcving the’
supply of stamps several times to prevent their destructicn,.Wright .
learned that Britain had rerealed the Act. HBcwever, it had prompted a
split in political thinking which paved tke way for tbe Revclution,
‘The teacher's guide -suggests behavioral] cbjectives and activities |

based on the text. {Author/AvV) T
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One of the early concerns of the Georgia-Commission fer the National Bicentennia) Celebration was the lack of matenal on
) Revolutionary Georgia available for use in the $tate’s public schools duning the bicentennial'years. As a result, one of the first
» . N
projects of the Corgmission was the preparation of a series of pamphlets on the American Revolution in Georgia aimed
’ specifically at public school use. With the cooperation of the Georgia Department of Education, this project has become a -
) reality. Thirteen pamphlets'are scheduled to be published between 1974 and.1978. .
¢ - \ .o
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After nearly 3 decade of fighting, the Great War
for the Empifre finally drew to a close in 1763.
Peace was negbtiated in Paris. This was one of a“
series of wars fought between Englartd and France
*in the:elghteenth century. Though perhaps not as

familiar to American students as the American

Revolution or the Civil War. it was? nevertheless,

one of the most important wars of the modern era.

Known as the Seven Years War in Europe since it

lasted seven years there (l756 1763), it was

actually a world war fought between two great

powers and thedir allies. Battles were fought in ,

Europe,'North America. Africa, India and on the

oceans. The war is particularly important to

" Americans because it drove the French out of
North America and the Spanish out of Flonda.
It made the British masters of an enormous empire
. stretching from the Nﬂ:smssnppl River to the

Astlantic Ocean and from the Canbbean to Canada.

fThat is why moder/ historians now call this war

}he Great War for the Empire.

N

7

It was mdeed a-great war for ap empixe. and by

winning it the British had seemingly become the

" world’s foféemost power. Now it truly could be
‘said that the sun never set on the British Empire.
“for Br:tu;l had colonies in all parts of the world.
Not only was the British- Empire the largest affd
richest in the world, but the British navy was con-
‘sidered the best. Britain was so powerful at this
time that sﬁe was almost a “superpower’ like the
Unitgtl States and the Soviet Union today. With
her chleébnvals defeated, Britain looked ahead to

- a future bright with promise.

il

In America this war is known as the French and
Indian War. It was the fourth war fought between
the French and the British in America. The three
prewous wars had been indecisive. but this time
the British completely routed the French and their
Spanish allies. The British colonists had done their
share of the fighting under young George Washing-
n of Vlrglma and they were delighted that their
‘hated Catholic’ enemles had finally been driven out
of'the easternhalf of North Amenca With their

_4;5 .

enemies rem,oved the BrltlSh cobonists would no
_longer be constantly threatened with war’uNow

that no foreign powers were nearby., they exputed
years of peace. They looked forward to the’ pros-

pect of settling additional lands in Florida and in

the rich valleys west of the Appalachian Mountams
With peace and prosperity at hand. the British, ~ »
colonists in America also looked forward to a‘

bright future. They.seemed’quite’contented’ wuh ot

- being part of a vast empire governed by a King and .

Parliament 3,000 miles away. If any thoughts of .
independence existed, they were seldom* expressed . :
by the colonists at this tune. . . e

[
\

Surprisingly, this happy scene dnd notlasy. © . .
Indeed, it had vamished less than a year after the .
Peace of Paris was signed «s countless Americans- |,
began to question the judgment and power of the -,
King and his ministers. Before twg years had -
passed. Americans were msnstmgvthat Parhament
could not tax them, ahd they wege provingst by .
refusing to pay British taxés. Twﬁlve years after
the Great War for the Empire mdul s the colonists’ .
were at war with Britan! And on J’uly 4, l776
they declared their mdependeme ‘

v %, \
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The Stamp Act crisis of 1765-66 was a critical
period in British-American relations. Basic issues *
were raised, and statesmen on both sides of the
Atlantic had to grapple with them. The crisis did -
not result in war, but it was an underlying cause of
the Revolution which came a decade later. The -
crisis affected people so strongly that it can safely
be said that neither England nor the colonies was
quite the same afterward. Ironically, neither side
desired a dispute at this timg. Men of good will in
America and in England tried desperately to pre-
vent it. Bub the Great War for the Em pire, set
forces in motion, which neither side fully under-
stood at the time, that produced friction between
the Lolomes and the mother country.

Money, or the lack of it, often causes political
problems. It was certainly the root of the trpuble
that began after the Great War for the Empire.
Though Britain had won the war, she had done so
ata considerable sacrifice. Her treasury had been
strained to the breaking point. Despite increased
taxation, the national debt had doubled during
the'war, rising to the staggering sum of £140
million. By contrast, the American colonists had
fewer taxes and a modest debt of approximately
£1 million. Within a few years, the Americans
hoped to be completely free of debt, but there -
was no way the British could eliminate their debt
in s6 shoft a time. In addifion, several thousand
British troops were still stationed in America. If
they remained there, they would be yet another
éxpense for the already ovuburdened British
treasury.

The man who had to deal with these trouble-
some political and economic issues was George
Grenville, the British prime minister. Grenville
was never a populamleader. He was very serious,
tactless and had no sense of humor. King George
IIT never liked the middle-aged Grenville becduse

he had an annoying habit of lecturing the young' ’

king on how he ought to rule. But Grenville had
some strong points, too. He hifd a keen mind,
wide experience in government and was com-
pletely dedicated to his job.

- »

o i

After careful study, Grenville decided that the
Americans were capable of paying higher taxes.
Intdeed, he concluded that it was their patriotic
duty to contribute more taxes. He reasoned that

% since the Americans had benefitted from the
costly war-against the French, they ought to be
willing to sacrifice for the good of the empire.
Grenville decided that £100,000 a year in new
taxes was a reasonable amount for the colonists
to pay. That sum, he pointed out, would not even
cover all of the British expenses‘m America. It
would pay only one third of the costs of main-
taining the British troops there.

'

To raise this money, Grenville propdsed, first’of
all, that the exisging laws be enforced more rigidly.
He had learned £hat some of the laws were not
bringing in any revenue because the Americans
were smuggling goods into the colonies to avoid
payjng the duties. Though this practice had gone
on/or many years, Grenville was determined to put
anfend fo it. In addition, he proposed hew taxes.
The first one was the Sugar Act of 1764. It was a
Lompln.ated law whu,h was intended to bBring in
some revenue by revising the existing trade regula-
tions. It placed new taxes on coffee, pimiento,

indigo and sugar, and it'reduced the tax on molas §

which had been on the books for 30 years but 4d
not previously been enforced. .

Grenville also indicated that a stamgtax.would.
be passed the next year unléss the
gested a tax they hiked better. PHrough their colo-
nial agents in London severg¥Colonies complained
about the proposed stampg’tax, but they could not,
agree on any other (X’ Grenville, therefore, went -

«ahead with the t‘al/np Act, which was passed by
Parhamcn/w(Fﬁebmary 15, 1765.and signed by
King George III on March 22. It was scheduled to
take effect on November I, 1765. After that date,
almost ;vcrythmg formally written or printed tn
the colonies must appear on specially staniped
paper shipped from London. The colonists would.-
have to pay a fee ranging from a halfpenny to
£10 on all legal papers, newspapers, advertisements,
pamphlets and{insurance policies. Practically everys

L
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" . one in the colonies would 4

..
-

affected by-the létw.
No one could legally mar
property, buy, sell or le d money wrthout the tax
bemg paid. -

-

ln ”Sponsormg the/Sugar Act and the Stamp Act,
Grenville was not geliberately séeking trouble with
the colonies, nor

economic problem like a statesman - Realizing that

* no one enjoy paying higher taxes. Grenville antici-

pated some gpposition to the laws. but he wgs not
prepared for the defiant colonjal redetron that
i efforts . :

e

\ R .
» WHen news of the laws reached America. a storm

- gPprotest erupted. Few Americans were objective

€nough to understand Grenville’s predicament;or to
appreciate his motives. lnstead they viewed the

laws as an unnecessary burdWch they could l”..'

afford to pay. One reason w e colonists were
“so upset was-that they had never been forced to |
pay diréct taxgs like the stamp tax. For“years the
Brrtrsh government had let the, colonies develop as
they pleased. Few restrictions had been placed on
them. It was generally agreed that Parliament had
the power to pass laws for'the whole Empiré. But
in all the years the colonies had existed, Parliament’
- had never placed a direct tax on them. As a result,

. the colonists aSsumed that Panlrament did not have]
this right. They a(gued that Parliameht could
regulate trade for the Emprre but that.it could not
tax the ‘.olomes Only colonial legislatures could
do this, they msrsted Both the Sugar Act and the
Stamp ACt wete desrgned to raise money in the
colonies. Thus, they were a new type of tax,¥nd
. they.were bitterly resénted by the coloqrsts

2

S

o
From north and . south came spokesman demand-
ing theit repeal-On October 18, 1764 the-New
York legislature sent a respectful petition to Par-
Jliament arguing that, Parliament had every right to
regulate trade, but uhder no circumstances could .

_ it tax the colonies..Only the local colonial legis:

latures could tax the eolomeSg said the New York

, die, give birth, bequeath

as he attempting to punish them/.
On the contrary/he was tryigg to solve a difficult

’ 4

.. tegislature. A few hundred miles to the south,
similar sentiments were expressed in a more empha-
tic manner by the Virginia legislature. Influenced
by the speeches of Pagrick Henry, a fiery backwoods
lawyer, the Virginia legislature passed a series of
resolu\trons in May of 1765. Thay stated that the
legislature of Virgjnia had the exclusive power to
lay taxes\upon the people of Virginia, and any
attempt by Parliament to tax Virginians would
terid to “déstroy British as well as American
freedom.™ The outspoken resistance of Virgima

© was a srgnal for other colonies toact: Massachusetts
called for a general meeting of all the colonies for
October of F765. Nine colonies responded by
sending delegates to New York City where they _
drscussed%\grr common grievances. Led by such
-able states ds John Dickinson of Pennsylvanig
and Daniel Dulanhy of Maryland, this Stamp Act

~ Congress passed a series of 13 resolutions asking
Pafliament to repeal the Stamp Act.

»

In petitioning for rep€al, the colonists were pro-
‘testing in a moderate, constitutional manner. They
were exercising a time-honored right of Englishmen.
Another legitimate form of protest was the pamph-
let, and numerous pamphlets were published on

- both sides of the Atlantic. Both Dickinson and

Dulany pyblished popular pamphlets setting forth

- sthe American position in this copstitutional dispute.
Expanding the argument that only colonial legis-
ia‘tures could tax the calonies, the American
pamphle‘teers insisted that the,colonists contributed *

" to the British Empire.with their trade and, further-
more, that they coul’d not afford to pay more taxes.

In addition, the American pamphleteers presented
another idea which startled the British. They argued
that if the colonists were going td,be taxed by
Parliament then they ought fo b represented in
the House, of Cornmons in Log@on. The British dis
agreed In fact, they thought the idea was absurd.

. British writers such as THomas Whately and William
Knox argued that edey though the American colo-
nies sent no representatives to the House of Com-

<, ' -
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. and Succeffors, throughout the Colonies and Plantationsn Americs, which now

PG

. Anno. Quinto GEqrcr1 III. Rege. P

An ACT for m;ing 8 applying tertain Stamp Duties, and N
other Da}fia,‘;x tbe Britith Colonies and Plantations in Americs,
tywards furtber defraying the Expences of defending, protettin
asd fecuring the fume; and for amending fuch Parts of the o
veral . A8s of Parliament relating to the Trade and”Revemies of
the faid Colonies and Plantations, as direlt the Manner of deters
rm'nn’rf and recovering the Penalties and Forfeitures therein men-

h?m 8 %‘

-~
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ing the Expences of defending, prote@ing, and fecuring, the Bring

Cﬁlnmu and Plantations in 7;-:'1'“ ; AJ'henu itis juft and pe- &
Bome&:’, that Pros ifion be made for raifing a&cunhetu Ewﬂnmc mthuw \"’w jefty’s

injons 1n Amepce; towasds i i : We, Your s

moft dutiful and loyal Subjeds, m:o{ Grest Britein in Paslisment sf-
fembled, harve therefore refolved te give and grant uato Your
Rates and Duties herein after mentionod ; and mdhu:'l{ b our "
that 1t may be enaéled, and be it enaéted by the King's Moft Excellent Majefly,
and with the Advice and Conlent of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal
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In Georgia the sntuatnon was quite different.

While the opponents of the Stamp Actin the
other colonies were gaining the upper hand over
the British authorities by resortmg to extreme
measures, the opponents of the act in Georgia were
weak by comparison. There were good reasons
why loydlism to Britain was stronger in Georgia

. than in the other colonies. Georgia was the

. youngest of,the 13 colonies. Several colonies
were more than 100 years old. Virginia, the oldest,
was'founded in 1607, but Georgia was not estab-
lished until 1733. Because the colony. was so young,
many Georgians had arrived only recently. Those
who had not yet lived in Georgia long enough to
consider the colony ‘their home still felt allegiance
to their natiye land. Many ofthese newcomers
quite naturally tended to be more understandmg

~.of British policies. )

At the time of the Stamp Act crisis, the young
colony gf Georgia was relatively poor. Few persons
of wealth had settled in the colony, and it usually
took many years to clear the forest and make a -
province prosperous. The Georgia economy was
primarily agricultural. Rice, indigo, silk, naval

"stores and deerskins were the main products that
Georgians exported to England._ Although a few -
Georgians owned large plantations near the coast,

* mast Georgians were small farmers. The largest
town and the center of government was Savannah,

- a port city whose population was not much more
than a thdusand. Smaller settlements existed at .
Darien, Augusta, Sunbury Ebenezerand Midway,
but they were little more than villages. The
population of the whdle colony was less than
20,000, and nearly half of that total was slaves.
As a frontier colony, Georgia was stlll dependent
upon Britain for economic and military support
in the 1760’s.

-

From the beginning, the British government had
taken a.special interest in Georgia. During the
Trustee Period (1732-1752), Parliament granted

/
38
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-£136, 800 to Georgia. No other colony had been so

nchly financed by the British government. When
Georgia became a royal colony, Parliament con-
tinued to provide an annual grant to help pay the
costs of colonial government. In time of ‘war,
British troops$ and the British navy helped. protect
Georgia fromher enemies — hostile Indians, the

_Spanish in Flarida and the French in the west.

Georgians could remember the great victory at
Bloody Marsh in 1742 when James Oglethqrpe,
commanding a British regiment, turned back a
huge Spanish invasion force and saved the colony.
Thus Georgia, linked to England with strong social,
economic and military ties, was reluctant to Break

' _bonds that had developed over three decades.

’

J
In addition to these background fact(;rs, the
leadership of Governor James Wright set Georgia
apart from the other colonies. King George III had
few ministers with the ability and determination of
James Wright of Georgia. Wright, a widower, had
lived for many yeats in South Carolina. He was well-

" educated and had considerable experience in

government when he arrived in Georgia in 1760. ~
As the royal governor, he was the King’s chief
minister in the colony. It was his duty, therefore,
to see that the British laws were carried out no
matter how unpopular they might be with the
people of the colony. It was also_ his duty to serve
as the chief representative of the*people of Georgia.
As such, he was supposed to work closely with the
Georgia législature in passing laws for the colony.
He was also expected to keep the British govern-
ment informed about conditions in Georgia. His
position was somewhat like that of a modérn high
school prmCIpal The pripcipal must carry out the
policies of the board ¢f education which appointed
him, or he will lose his job. At the same8time, he

is expected to work with the faculty and represent
the students. Sometimes the studénts, faculty and
board have differences of opinion. In such cases,
the principal is caught in the middle. It is difficult
to satisfy one side without offending the ‘other.
The principal’s job is not an easy one. Nor was it
easy for Wright to satisfy demands from both .
sides of the Atlantic. , .

-
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In Georgia the situation was quite different.

While the opponents of the Stamp Act in the
other colonies were gaining the upper hand over
the British authorities by resorting to extreme
measures, the opponents of the act in Georgia were
weak by comparison. There were good reasons
why loydlism to Britain was stronger in Georgia

. than in the other colonies. Georgia was the

. youngest of the 13 colonies. Several colonies
were more than 100 years old. Virginia, the oldest,
was'founded in 1607, but Georgia was not estab-
lished until 1733. Because the colony. was so young,
many Georgians had arrived only recently. Those
who had not yet lived in Georgia long enough to
consider. the colony ‘their home still felt allegiance
to their natiye land. Many of these newcomers
quite naturally tended to be more understandmg

~of British policies.

At the time of the Stamp Act crisis, the young
colony gf Georgia was relatively poor. Few persons
of wealth had settled in the colony, and it usually
took many years to clear the forest and makea -
province prosperous. The Georgia economy was
primarily agricultural. Rice, indigo, silk, naval

.stores and deerskins were the main products that
Georgians exported to England. Although a few -
Georgians owned large plantations near the coast,
’ mQst Georgians were small farmers. The largest

town and the center of government was-Savannah,
, aport city whose population was not much more
than a thousand. Smaller settlements existed at .
Darien, Augusta, Sunbury, Ebenezerand Midway,
but they were little more than villages. The
population of the whdle colony was less than

" 20,000, and nearly half of that total was slaves.
As a frontier colony, Georgia was still dependent
upon Britain for economic and military support
in the 1760’s.

-

From the beginning, the British government had
taken a.special interest in Georgia. During the
Trustee Period (1732-1752), Parliament granted

- +

-£136,800 to Georgia. No other colony had been so

‘James Wright of

»

richly financed by the British government. " When
Georgia became a royal colony, Parliament con-
tinued to provide an annual grant to help pay the
costs of colonial government. In time of war,
British troop$ and the British navy helped. protect
Georgia from.her enemies — hostile Indiahs, the

. Spanish in Flarida and the French in the west.

Georgians could remember the great victory at
Bloody Marsh in 1742 when James Oglethqrpe, ’
commanding a British regiment, turned back a

huge Spanish invasion force and saved the colony.
Thus Georgia, linked to England with strong social,
economic and military ties, was reluctant to Break

bonds that had developed over three decades. .

<
In addition to these background fact(;rs, the
leadership of Governor James Wright set Georgia
apart from the other colonies. King George 1II had
few ministers with the ability and determination of
orgia. Wright, a widower, had
lived for many yeats in South Carolina. He was well-

" educated and had considerable experience in

government when he arrived in Georgla in 1760. ~
As the royal governor, he was the King’s chief
minister in the colony. It was his duty, therefore,
to see that the British laws were carried out no
matter how unpopular they might be with the
people of the colony. It was also his duty to serve
as the chief representative of the’ people of Georgia.
As such he was supposed to work closely with the
Georgia legislature in passing laws for the colony.
He was also expected to keep the British govern-
ment informed about conditions in Georgia. His
position was somewhat like that of a modéefn high
school prmCIpal ‘The pripcipal must carry out the
policies of the board ¢f education which appointed
him, or he will lose his job. At the samettime, he

is expected to work with the faculty and represent
the students. Sometimes the students, faculty and
board have differences of opinion. In such cases, "
the principal is caught in the middle. It is difficult
to satisfy one side without offending the 'other.
The principal’s job is not an easy one. Nor was it
easy for Wright to satisfy demands from both .
sides of the Atlantic.
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During his first yeags as governor, Wright carried’ Few.royal governors possessed Wright's executive
out his responsibilities diligently arid enthusiag- . ability. Fewer still enjoyed such widespread '
tically. Rather aloof and aristocratic in bearing, he colonial support when the Stamp Act crisis began.
proved to Georgians that he was a fair man whose The popular support Wright gained from the people N
word could be trusted. His integrity was above of Georgia during the years before the crisis ‘
reproach. An effective administrator, he enjoyed a helped to explain why the radicals were unable to
harmonious gelationship with the legislature. He .. mobilize much resistance to the Stamp Actin
made friends’with several members of the upper Georgja.® . .
- house, including the respected and influential James ) ¢ -
Habersham. Although he had fewer close friends in “" Wright undetstood American attitudes far better
the lower house, called the Commons House of «than did Grenville and the British ministry. He
) Assem})ly. he commanded the respect of that body. quukly redhzed that many Americans were not
¢ ', 7
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going fo pay the tax. He was deeply troubled by
what might happen if ¢enough people decided to
take the law into their 9wn hands. Reports of
_ resistance in other colonies increased Wright’s con-
* cern Although he personally had misgivings about
. the Stamp Act and probably believed that it was
"+ anunwise law, he never doubted Parliament’ss
right to pass it. There was a possibility that the
“law might be repealed, and Wright may well have
+ hoped that Parliament would repeal it before
conditions in Amerrc&gre%yorse But until

Parliament acted, erght was determined to, en-
force %h&Stamp Act. .

Wright had no way ofkrrowing if he would be
able to enforce the Stamp Act in Georgia. Indeed,
his chances did not look good. In view of the

s rising tide of colenial resistance, it would take a
superhuman effort to enforce the law in Georgia. . -
The responsibility rested squarely on Wright's  *
= ‘shoulders. Could he succeed where 12 other
. governors had failed? Wright must have had doubts.
The odds were overwhelmingly against him.
Nevestheless, with characteristic British steadfast-
ness, he resolved to do his duty. .

”

S
One of the mest important steps Wrigh't took in
countering threats to the King’s authority was to
stifle the ambitions of the Commons.House. In
August 1765, Alexander Wylly, the speaker of the
Commons House, reeerveq a letter fromythe .+
"Massachusetts legislature inviting Georgih to send ¢
gelegates to a congress in New York to protest the
passage of the Stamp Act and petition for its
repeal. Wylly asked Governor Wright to call the
. legislaturg into session. When Wright refused,,
on his own authority, urged the representatives to
. assemble in Savannah. With 16 of the 25 repre-
¢+« sentatives present on September 2, Wylly read the
letter'to them. It was soon apparent that those . .
assembled wished to partrupate in the Stamp Act  «
Congress. "They could not act in an offlual capacity,
< however, without the approval of the governor
and Wnght had no intention of giving in. Due to
“Z{ Wrrght s stubborn decision, Ge&grgla was one of the

2D

wylly,

\ . '

four colonies that did not participate officially in .
the Stamp Act Congress. Wright could not prevent
the assembied representatives from. sending an
“observer™ Yo the Congress to watch the proceed-
ings and brinj back to Georgia a cepy of the
petitions adopted by the congress. Later, when
the assembly was in session, it, thanked Wylly for
his efforts and yoted approval of the petitions
sent to ‘the King and Parhament by the Stamp Act
Congress. "~ % y
ey
At the same time the Commons -House was con-
fronting the governor with the Stamp Act Congress,
- it wasTalso in conflict with Georgia’s colonial agent,
erham Knox. The’ assembly through its'com-
mrttee of correspondeénce, had instructed Knox to
work wrth the other colonial agents in opposing the
Stamp Act. The committee insisted that Georgia
was in such a weak economdc state that it simply
could not afford to pay additional, taxes. It was
careful to instruct Knox to exercise caution dnd to
express his objections humbly without questromng‘ f
the authority of Parliament. Knox, an ambitious ./
young-politician, was famllrar with conditionsin ..~ »
Georgia, having lived in the colony for five years. :
He had adequately represented the colony as
colonial agént since 1762, but his political views
were changing. It seems that he was eager to obtain,
a political office m the British government, and he
later wagappointed undex-secretary of state. By
the time the Stamp Act was passed, he. had become
one of George Grenville’s staunchest supporters.
ew Georgians were aware of this shaft until he
publréhcd a pamphlet entitled The Claim uf the ¥
Colonies " In it he argued that Parliament was an
awesome power that had complete legislatiyve
authority ever the colonies. Thus, instead of
opposing tlie Stamp Act as the Georgia assémbly
* had instructed hind, he defen,('ied it. ;
~
Georgians learned of his betrayal whén a portioh
of his pamphlet was published in the Savannah
newspaper, the Geurgia Gazette, on August 8. 1765.
Many Georgians were furious with Knox because
‘they, like many northérn colonists, were coming to
the conclusion that only the colonial legislature
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which they elected l\.d‘the'power to tax them. They

" believed that Parlianrent had exceeded its power to
regulate trade by passing the Stamp Act. Knox’s
views were S0 unpOpuldr in Georgiarthat his old
fnend Hames Habersham wrote to him that his ar-**
guments were insulting and dnsagreeable to all
Georgians. Knox’s ill-timed famphlet heighteried -
tensions that were already mouwhting and led to his
dismissal as colonial agent. >

¢ -

As November | approached, oppon the -
Stamp Act grew bolder. On October, 25 e anpi-
versary of the"ftcession of ngGeorge\ﬂ‘ the
‘usual ceremonies took place in Savannah. Late in
the afternoon someone appeared with a dammy
representing a stamp distributor. Soon 4 crowd
formed and the effigy was paraded through the
streets of tow The climax of the festivities came
when the mo leefully hanged and burned the
effigy In this symbolic burning, Georgians were <+
following in the footsteps of the-radicals in the
other colomes This demonstration was relatively
mild and harrless, but it was a preview of more
violent things to come.

/
»
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A few days later a more serious event-affected ~
the ¢olony when five prominertgentlemen in
. Savannah. including James Habershams. the etre-
tary of Georgia and pre§1dent of the goverws
council, received-anonymous threatening letters.
~"The men were accused of housingthe stamp paper
in their warehouses and of beipg the stamp distrib- .
Ator. The agcu§atnons were false, as events later .
proved, but the threats caused, considerable alarm.
/"“l“he letters demanded a pub.hc reply to the gharges
.or “fagal consequences” would befall the recipients.
Three of the accused denied any knowledge of the
stamps and offered a reward of £50to anyone who
could name the author of.the letters. A fourth,
 Dénys Rolle, a member of Parliament who was -
visiting in Georgia, decided teo return to Epgland
immediately. And the thh Habersham, 1gnored the,
threat though he thought for a time that he mnght
have to leave Savannah for his own safety. In re-
sponse to this threaf of violence, GovernorWright

o
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1ssued a proclamation against gjots and unlawful
dssemblies. He also offered a reward of £50.t0
anyone who could identify the unknown author
of the threatfening letters who calted himself *“the
Towpsman.” Despite these efforts, there is no
evidence td indicate thag the identity.of the
Townsman was ever discovered.

»

With the radicals growing stronger and mote . . °
oSen in theit oppositiont to the- Stamp Act, :
Governor Wright found himself in a terrible
dllemma He was detéfMmined to enforcg the law,
bu;tgt;? British.government had not given him the

to do,so. The Stamp Act was scheduled to *
t on November 1, but on that date no
jstributor had yet arrived
not even received a

£0"into effe
stamped papgr or stam

.his coungil, he did take one final precau
eveF He stQpped issuing land -grants or war nts,,
uittil the stamped paper drrived. To appease
merchants, whose sypport e would need later,
did allow shipping to contiftue. When ships cfeared v _
. the_customs house they were given'a special cer-
“*tificate explaining that no st}mped paper was

. avalfable .in the colon. : Q.

C I

anht did, not have to Lng for more o
Aroudle to appear. On No 4, the radrcals
‘met at Machenry’s Tavern, a popular tavern in
Savannah where they held an orgapizationat, meet-
ing:. Havmg learned that the stamp master for
Georg;a was to be George Angus, the radicals

. dec1de,d undmmously that they would demand
his re§rgnatnon when he arrived. If Angus refuskd, «
they B¥thised that there wold be “bad conse-
quentes.” Clearly, the radicals were prepared to
take matters into their own hands. Forthe
radicals to meet in a public spot shows nof only
that they were becoming bolder, but also that.
they had widespréad pubhe support andthat they
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could make threatsofthls Ltype with httle fear of
" punishment from the authorities.

The next day’a group of radicals treated the
people of Savannah to some-unusual entertainment.
A band of sailors placed one of their shipmates on
ascaffold as if he were going to be hanged. He had
a rope around his neck and stamps in his hand for

. he was supposed to represent the stamp master. The

sailors had great fun carrying him all over town.
Periodically. they pretended to beat him with a

¢ stick. and with each blow he would cry out. “"No
stamps. no riot act.” After everyone in town had
w:tnessed’ the demonstration. the sailors placed the
scaffold i front of Machenry s Tavern and hanged
the stamp master. Thgy left him dangling there-to
the amusement of the crowd. Actually. their friend
was not harmed because a4 rope went under his arnrs
as well as aroynd his neck. Presently . the sailors

cut him down. and then they all went into Machenry

to quench their thirst.

Although no one was hurt and no property was
damaged- du’rmg the-proceedings. Wright was becom-
mg algrmed that the public demonstrations might
get completely out of hand, His fears were not

- relieved when @ week later John Parnham. a tem-
porary agent who was to serve until Angus arrived.

yielded to threats by resigning his post in Charleston.

Outraged by this mob action. Wright issued another
decree agdinst nots and fumultuous assemblies. It
was no more effective than his carhgr ones.

Though Wnight had many confrontations with
the radicals during the Stamp Act crisis. he never
once identified a single one by name in s lengthy
letters to the British government in London. (In
this paper the term “‘radical™ refers to those citizens
who either plotted or-took direct action against the
British officials who attempted to enforce the
Stamp Act. ) Neither did articles in the local Hews-
papers. the Georga Guzette in Savanngh and the
South Caroling Gazette in Charleston. In fact. the’
radacals who opposed Wright are not wdentified in
any available source. and so they must remain

* from the well-to-do class.”

unknown.'Wriéht.sometimes called the radical

Sons of Liberty the “Sons of Licentiousness.”

On.many occ isions he referred to them as “South
Carolinians.” for he was convinced that it was .
“outside agltptors ' from that neighboring colony. '
who kept th? more loyal Georgians in turmoil.

A similarjproblem exists in trying to 1der%fy
those who aauked the Governor in upholding royal
authornity. Fhstorians generally assume that the
older. wea!’thier. more aristocratic elements of
society supported Wnight. Richymerchants and ’
planters would fall into this catégory. Wright him-
self owned thousands of acres of land. as di
James Ha’bersham who was perhaps Wright's ablest
ally. and, William Knox. the ousted colonial agent.
Though there are exceptions. it s normal for men -
of this position to be more conservative, to fear
mobs and to back a government that has granted
them power. prestige and wealth. But it is also,
possible that many ordinary Geergians of modest ‘w
income came to Wright's support. Unfortunately.
the records are not clear on'this point and few of |
_ WriBht's backers are identified by name. Since
Wright referred to his allies as ‘‘well-disposed
gentlemen.” it is assumed that many of them came

'

Fortunately for Wright, many Georgia citizens .
shared his concern about unruly mobs. When the
stamps finally arrived on December 5..a delegation
of respectdble Savannah citizens assured the .
governor that the townspeople had no intention of
aftempting to destroy the stamps. Reassured by
this support, Wxight lodged the stamps in the Fort
Halifax commissary in Savannah. Having received
a copy of the Stamp Act. Wright was able tg inform
his council on December 16 that the Stamp Act

was now fully in force in Georgia. .
’

Actually the law was not yet in force. It could
_not be fully carried out until the stamp dlstnbutor

“arrived. and George Angus was still in transit. At

about three o'clock in the afternoon of ary 2,

Captain Milledge and Captain Powell of the

'( 11
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Rangers (soldiers) informed Wright that a mob of
nearly 200 Liberty Boys was assembling in’
Savannah. It appeared that they were planning to
break into the commissary and seize the stamped
papers. Wright ordered the officers to assemble
their troops. Tafdng down his musket; he weht out-
side where he faced a crowd that had formed
outside his gate. Pushing his way into the middle
of the crowd, Wright demandéd\to know why they
| were there. Some of the men asked if he intended
j to appoint a temporary stamp distributor as the
merchants had requested. Wright, who believed
strongly in order and dignity, was offended by
their action. He told them that this was no way
for the people to address their royal governor. He
proceeded to lecture them at length about decorum.
After assuring them that he was the real defender
of liberty, despite the fact that many of them
were called Sons of Liberty, he dismissed the
crowd. Hurrying on to the guardhouse, Wright led
the Rangers, as well a5 a few sailors, merchants and
| ~ clerks, toxthe Fort Halifax commissary ‘on the
‘outskirts of town. With musket still in hand, right
ordered his force to load the stamped papers on a
-~ ~~~cartand haul them back to the guardhouse. By
five o’clock the stamped papers were safely stored.
For the next two weeks they weré protected with
a heavy guard of at least 40 troops. Wright was
certain that only his prompt action saved the
stamps from destruction by, the Liberty Boys.

.

~

The next day, January 3, George Angus arrived
at Savarinah. He could hardly have picked a worse
time to appear. As prearranged by Wright, an escort
greeted Angus’and hurried him to the safety of the
governor's home. There he took the necessary

oaths. The stamped papers could now be distributed. -

Soon the port was opened and 60 ships in Savanfiah
>~ were cleared with the stamped paper. After these
vessels departed, the port was closed again to await
the King's response to petitions for repeal of the
Stamp Act. The unpopular Angus stayed with
Wright about two weeks and then fled to the
country, ending his service as stamp distributar.

~ Though no more stamps were sold in Georgia,
Wright had achieved a great feat. In selling stamps

12
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for the ships, he had done what no other governor
in a colony which rebelled had been able to do.
Namely, he had enforced the Stamp Act. Wright
succeeded where others failed mainly because he
utilized the power that was available to him,
because the opposition was weak and disorganized

erchants agreed to comply with
the law. They diyso becayse they made handsome
profits on their trade even with the additional fee.
Given the choice of paying the taxor, letting their
valuable cargoes rot in the harbor, they grudgingly
accepted the hated tax. In doing so they earned
the scorn of the other colonies which had rejected
the Stamp Act completely. The same reasoning
also prompted the radical Sons of Liberty to agree
to this temporary breach of principle. In this
instance, as in so many in history, practical con-
siderations triumphed over principle.

Wright had little opportﬁnity to rest on his
laurels, for another crisis erupted late in January.

The Liberty Boys in Georgia backcountry,
urged on by South Carolinians and northern

_agitators, seemed determined to put an end to the

stamps in Georgia. Wright was informed that a mob
of 600 Liberty Boys was gathering near Savannah
and preparing to destroy the stamps. This was the
most serious challenge Wright had faced. Would his
small force of 150 troops scattered throughout the
colony be strong enough to resist an armed mob

of this size? As always, Wright was unwilling to give
in to mob demands and was-defertined to protect
the stamps at all costs. By now the stamps had
become a symbol of British authority, and their
syrhbolic value was much greater than their econo-
mic worth. To keep the stamps out of the hands

of the Liberty Boys, Wright decided to move them
once again. This time he had them placed in Fort
George on Cockspur Island and stationed more
than 50 Rangers_there to protect them.

L
Wright had saved the stamps, but in doing so he
had left the town practically defenseless. For
several days the people of Savannah were filled
with anxiety. With the assistance of some “well-

o
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disposed gentlemen” Wright convinced some of
the mob to go home, but he estimated that 300
still remained. Rumdr had it that the mob intended
to attack the governor’s home and kill Governor
Wright unless he cooperated. At this crucial time.

" the Speedwell, the British ship which had brought

.

the stamps to Georgia, returned to Savannah, Fifty
Rangers transported the stamps to the vessel and
then hurried back to protect the town. Thus rein-
forced Wright was able to face the mob with nearly
100 trained men at his sfde. On February 4, the
mob finally marched into town for a showdown.

) But it was too late. The Liberty Boys had missed’

) | t-
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their opportunity, U,nwnlhnaﬁo risk an attack
against Wright's forces, the Liberty Boys bickered
among themselves ind then beBan to disperse.
Within three hours they were gone and the crisis
was over The withdrawal of the Liberty Boys
marked the end ot thethreat of mob rule in
Savarinah. The confrontation also marked the end
of the stamps in Georgia When the Speedwell
departed it carried the stamps out of Georgia for
good. e

*

<
~  Georgu’s compliance with the Stamp Act may
tht; pleased. King George 111, but 1t did not set
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well with the radic.als‘in America. Other colonies
deneunced Georgia for betraying fberty. As usual
South Carolina was particularly critical of Georgia.
A radical group in Charleston votéd to stop all
trade with Georgia. So great was its anger toward
Georgia that it threatened to put to death anyone
who sent provisions to Georgia. The threat was no
idle boast, for several vessels bound for Georgia
were seized and ransacked.

v
« i

» »

Throughout the Stamp Act contrE)versy, Governor
Wright complained repeatedly about thé trouble- -
makers from South Carolina. He was certain that
outsiders were responsib e for much of the turmoil
in Georgia. Indeed, he seemed to think that there
‘would have been no trouble imrGeorgia if the South
Carolinians and other rpdlcals had stayed away. By -
resisting the law; other colonies set an example
which influenced Geofgia. To put it another way,
if the other colonies had accepted the Stamp Act,
then Georgia would have been more likely to
accept it too. But the other colonies were deter-
-mined to resist the*gct;-and some of their determi- -
nation rubbed off q‘h Georgians. There was no way
that Wright could grevent South Carolinians from
crossing the Savannah River and entering Georgia.
Nor could he stop | letters which described the
resistance of other colonies from reaching Georgia. -
What upset Wright most of all was not that the
people in South Carglina resisted the act, but that
William Bull, the lieutenant governor of South
Carolina, had meekly given in to their demands.
When Bull opened the port of Charleston, Wright
was furious. Bull claimed that no stamps were
dvailable in South Carolina, but Wright did got
believe him. anht was convinced that Bull had
not even tried to enforce the Stamp Act. Instead,
he had handed over the reins of government to the
radicals. Wright viewed Bull’s leniency as a stab
in the back to tpose governors who were sincerely
trying to carry out the law. In fgirness to Bull it

_should be pointed out that he had yielded to
public pressure jn much the same manner as all
the royal governors except Wright had done;

14

With the stamips out of Géorgia, the colony
settled down to a period of relative quiet. The
energy of the mobs had been spent. Without stamps’
the act could not be enforced, and so there was no;

* reason for further resistance. Governor Wright, thg

ever-faithful servant of the King, tdok advantage of
this penod of ¢alm to try to convince Georgians |
that resistance to the law had been a mistake. Deal-
ing mostly with the wealthier, mare arlstocratlc "

& elements, Wright hoped to regain much of the popu-,

lar-support he had lost during the controversy. -
Many of these “well-disposed gentlemen,” as
Wright called them, were fearful of social uphgaval.

*They agreed with the governor that there had been

enough protests, threats and violence to last Geosgia
_for along time. There was still the possnblllty that

" violence might erupt again. As a precaution, Wright
continued to request the British-government to
send a warship and additional troops to Gebrgia;, In
seeking broader support throughout the ‘colony,
Wright turned his attention to the legislature: Aside
from the efforts of the Commons House to par-
ticipate-in the Stamp Act Congress and its later
approval of the petition of tha' congress the legis-
lature had not played a vital.role 'in the Stamp Act’
~d15pute Nevertheless, the legislatuse was an
important and influential body, and Wright realized
that he would need its support again. Wright’s
efforts seemed to pay off. By March 10, he was
confident enough to write to a British afficial that
many of the “better sort of people” had begun to
see that firmness is the best poligy. .

’

For months rumors circulated'to the effect that
Parhiament would repeal the Stamp Act. In Parlia-
ment the debates became quite heated. The colonists
had an outstanding spokesman in William Pitt, the
former prime minister. A gifted speaker who com-
manded great respect in Parliamen, Pitt stated that
Britain had “no right to lay a tax upon the colonies.”
He insisted that the Stamp. Act should “be repealed
absalutely, totally and immediately.” By. now, even
the most ardent supporters of the Stamp Act were
beginning to see that the ldw had been a mistake.
Designed to bring in additional tax money, 1t had

i
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not done so. Far England to force the aroused
colonists to pay the tax would be foolhardy, for
the effort would be terribly expensive and might
even drive the colonists into outright rebellion. In
England, many merchants who had lost busines
because of the colonial boycotts favo’\ed/repeal. -
Fyrthermore, George Grenville, the sponsor of the |
Stamp Act, had been ousted as prime minister  _
before the act went into effect, and his successor

.~ was not eager to enforce an unpopular measure. For

/

these various reasons, Parliament at last voted to
repeal the Stamp Act on March 18, 1766. Parliament
did not, however, give up its right to tax the colonies
On the contrary, it merely gave up on the Stamp .
Act. On the same day that Parliament repealed the
Stamp Act, it passed the Declaratory Act which *
stated that Parliament still had every right to legis-
late for the coloniesi““in all cas? whatsoever.”
7 Ve .

When the Georgia legislature convened on July
16, 1766, Wright remifided the members that the
Stafiip Act had been repealed. He praised King
George III for his-regard for *“the happiness-and
prosperity of his American-subjects,” and he con- -
gratulated the legislature for. not passing any harm-
ful resolutions during the ¢risis. Wright was also’
relieved that Georgig had endured the crisis without
suffering any major injuries or damages. In this
spirit of harmony, both hquses agreed to send an
address to the King, thanking him for the repeal of
the Stamp Act and for his consideration for his
American subjectss

) ¢ -
.

+ v -

Following the repeal, a number of moderates
tried to promote harmony and end the discord that
had disrupted the coldny. The Reverend John
Zubly, the respected Presbyterian minister in
Savannah, deliyeréd a sermon called “The Stamp
Act Repealed.” In that sermon, which was latér

printed and distributed. Zubly urged Georgians to

be forgiving: He called on Georgians to give thanks
to God, to King and to Parliament for the r?:pe,al of
the Stamp Act.

N

© .

. A week later another moderate came f6rward.
On July 2 an article signed by ‘‘Benevolus™ appeared
in the Georgia Gazette. This g@nonymous writer
pleaded to Georgians of all factions td put aside
their differences and be thankful that the Stamp
Act was repealed. Benevolus’ good intentions were
only partly successful. In the next issue a week

“later, an unknown writer agreed with Benevolus.

“Bear and Forebear” stated that, “Over-heated
passions have occasioned much wrong on both
sides.” But the same issue of the Georgia Gazette
included an essay by “Lover of Truth,” which
attacked Benevolus and blamed the radicals for
the recent disturbances. These articles touched off
a spirited debate in the pages of the Georgia
Gazette which lasted for several weeks. When the
writérs stooped to personakname-calling, James
Johnston,| the printer of the newspaper, announced
that he w uld accept no more essays on the sub-
ject. By then, August 6, the public had grown
weary of the debate. For all practical purposes,
thé Stamp Act crisis in Georgia was now OQ

Like mostcgntroversies, it ended with both
sides claimirig victory. Governor Wright, the most
successful royal governor in this crisis, had
managed to maintain royal authority and keep
the stamps out of the hands of the radicals. Thanks
Jargely to the merchants, whose quest for profits
was greater than their devotion to principle, he
was able to sell the stamps for clearing 60 ships
from the port of Savannah. No other governor in

.a British mainland colony had fared as well. More-

over, he continued to be generally popular with
the people of Georgia long after, the controversy
had ended. In fact, he served ag, governor for 22
years — the longest term in GeOrgia’s history. His
courageous leadership in this troubled time
commanded the respect of bqth friénd;and foe
alike and has earned him high praise from
practically every historian who has studied this
period. t

-
A

The radicals, however, could also take pride in
their accomplishments. They had forced the

-
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" The Stamp‘A& repealed, the 8th of
: - . February, 1766. A

HARTFORD, Aprl 11, 1766.——XII. 0Tlock.
Tup now came to Town, a Gemilemon from *eww-Haven, sobe bro't

- sbe follounng in Writing, which be recesved from as efs, a

New-Haven Yeperday, wbowas ox bis Way frem Pbiladdpbia, to
Bofion, carrying the News of the Repeal of the Stamp- A8 ——
We fincerely congratulate the Public on'tiefe agrecable Yidings,
Ba{dmor'c-‘rm, (Maryhand) April 5, 1766,
GenTLEMIN, i

APT. Leonard Brooks arrived Yefterday at 3 ¢'Clock P. M
Q4 in Patuxet Rivér, from Mefs’rs R. 41d.]. Days, eminent Mer-
chants in. London, trading to this Province, who wrott Mn
George Maxwell of the 8th of February, 1766. We fend
you enclofed a Letter from Mr. Maxwel, which; as he is aGen-.
tleman of Veracity and Chargfdr, may be credited—as follows,
Dexe S 2 Benedi®, April 4, 1766.
ar Sir,

“ Capt. Brooks is arrived—he hai brought ho Papers with

t him; but Mefs'rs R. and J. Days, write me of the 8th of
* February 1766.—We fincerely congragulate you on the R;rz.l
4 of the Samp-A&y which Thanks be Gop is juit now refolved
¢ here, by a great Majority in Parliament.
e NG * I am, Dear Sir, Yours, &c. « o
. ' GEORGE MAXWELL.”
This Letter brought from Patuxet this Moming, juft now
come to Hand: On Receipt of 1t, our Soms of Libersy aflembled,
and ordered their Committee to fendloff an Exprefs,with thisagree-
::blc News to l;hnl Iphia, to be from thence ;rdcd to yo:l:
* City ; on which: we ¥ncerely ritulate , and cvery Well-
wither to the Liberty and Pmm?) of Ankryi?t.
: We are, with Refped, o
Géntlemen, your Humble Servan

Pairck Aliys, Robers Alexender,
Robert Aderr, Jobn  Moale,
D. Chawier, William Swith,
Thomas Chace, Wilbem Lace.

. New-Heven, v0lb April, 1766———HalF pat 11 oClock, A. M.
The above 13 a Copy of whas. iwas received by an Exprefs from
New-Yock, unmed'iately forwarded towards Hartford. «
L . \. /'

- ¥
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governor to resort to extr:iordlnary measures to
protect the stamps. They, haql frightened the British
authorities, forcing Parnham to resign arid Angus

to flee to the country. They had rid the colony of
William Knox, the colonial agent who had supported
Grenville, and replaced him with an agent more to
their liking. And, they had prevented the ‘sale 6f the"
stamps except for the ships. These were formidable
achievements, particularly whert one remembers
how weak the radicals were when the crisis began.

In the short run, it would appear that the Stamp
Act crisis accomplished nothing more than straining
the relationship between the British officials and
moderates on one hand and the more radical ele-
ments on the other. But historical events are often
like acorns planted in the ground — their full
significance is not apparént until years later. Long-
range results, though hard to measure, are very
important. As a result of the Stamp Act crisis,
these groups were more hostile, more ready for
violence and less willing to compromise when new
disputes arose. The Stamp ‘Act crisis wasghe first
major disagreement between the colonists and the
British government in which Georgia joined the
other colonies. In doing so, the Georgia radicals
began to develop organizations which would keep
them in contact with the other colonies. Having
gained valuagle politicl experience in the Stamp
Act crisis, the dncal elements would be better

pyepared for futurd conﬂlc § with the British
overnment.

Perhaps the most important long-range result
. of‘the Stamp Act crisis was in the realm of ideas.
In'a sense, the controversy was an educational
experience for both sides. Long-accepted tradi-
tions were questioned for the first time. The
British learned that the American colonists would
no longer accept the authority of Parliament in all
areas. And the American colonists were beginning
to question what rights they possessed within the
British Empire. These important issueshad not
been raised until the Stamp Act was passed.”
Governor Wright realized that the thoughts of

Y

N\
many Georgians-had changed during this contro-
versy Thorough as always, he wrote that many
Gedrgians have “‘strange ideas™ about liberty, taxa-
tion and representation. Wright did not agree with
these ideas, nor did he fully understand them, but
he feared that the Americans would cherish these
new ideas and never abandon them. Little did he
realize how accurate his prophecy would be.
Almost exactly 10 years later, Thomas Jefferson
included thdse strange ideas about liberty,
taxation and representation in his Declaration of
Independence

.

Y
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to be hmltlng and do not outline the only.way the pamphlet can be ta They are a guide and a beginnihg.
I you know of better approaches or materials for the students you teachl, by all means use them.

‘., . . '
v
»

Behavnoral Obj ectives . .- .
) @ .

and questions will be described. Finally, resources will be hsted The sugiestlons in thls gulde are not meaht

”

These objectives w1ll be rather general so they may apply to many teachers in various sntuatlons For your

OWN purposes you may want to create more objeutwes to suit specific needs of your students . o

-
¢ »

I. Each student should be able to summarize posmons of the opposing forces 1m0]vec‘ in the Stamp Act
controversy’ - / ‘

2. Each student should be able to wnte a,description of how these posmons aided the suhxsm that became
a revolution.

A
3. Each s&’dent should be able to state two ways in which the controversy in Georgxa was similar to the
-controversy in other colonies and two ways in Wthh it was different. X -

4. Each student should be able to stdte in his or her own words how the Stamp Act Lontroversy Lompari,

w1th at least one current situation and how it differs.
t «y

¥’ ) AP
5 Each student should practice such skills as making inferences, drawing conclusions and justifying
decisians. as evidenced by successful completion of the tasks and autmtles réquired during study of

the unit. . . ,
Sﬁggested Topics and Time Allocations - . ;
» < \\ ‘
~ 1. Background - The Great War for the Empire created a need for money. One class period (50-55 .
minutes) . o
2. The Bntish decnslon The Stamp Act. One class penod ; ) 1
. N ) . \‘
3. The colonldl reactlon One class penod A o
L]
. 4. Geprgia and the tax. One class periad . . : ‘

- > . o, b

is bored. meve on rapndly N . . P
. Suggested Activitie§ - ) g

» ° ' » c‘.. " ~ Lo
1. The Great War for the Empire. Using the first two pages of the pamphlet and standard American
history textbook coverage of the “French and Indian™ wars, set the stage with’a 1 5-minute leutq{e descrip-
* 1ing the competition between England and France for LOI’]tl’O] of North America. If the class has, not-reuently

22 © e
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N i 73 . (V. T
studied these conflicts it would be well to show s\tudents hov( mugh land England took away: from France/

« all over the world as well as.in Arherica. N J

n

Following this overview lecture, the following four quiestions OF problems can be usé&. Several alternatives
are available regarding the presentation of these questions — general clasg discussion, small group discussion,

individual stpdy or some combination of these three. So ‘. q

A

| AR o
Where does the United States government get the monex!ﬁppends? hat kinds of taxes do citizens
pay? Try to namaat l&ast three. * $ . Toh. 1 y

—

Britain’s national debt doubled frome£70 millionsto £140. million during the Great War f '
Empire. Some of this debt occurred in protecting American colonists from' the French dnd Ingians,
If you had lived in England at that time, would you feel the colonists should he@ay off this
debt? Write a letter to a colonijst explaining your feelings. . )
Usirig thé sapa€ situation, as in \B, take the Amencan view that the colonist‘é'ho;ﬂd not be taxed to .

.

“pay off this debt, and.write a letter to an .‘En%i:s"h citizep explaining your reasons. “

,‘ ' IR . o
" The British government felt that the colonists shonld pay taxes because Englishmen had died pro-

tecting the colonies and English troops were still.in America protecting the colonies. In World War

II we helped protect Europe, affd today we still have troops in Eurppe to protect it. Our national

debt is constantly increasing-inflation is soaringshould we ask Europeans to pay taxesto

support our troops which are protecting them?(You maygwant to make this a debate topic.) How -
_do the two situations-differ? -« " : n ' o

2. The British decision—The Stamp Act. Students should be asked to u&the pamphlet, The Staimp Act in
Geonrgia | 765-1 766, and other resources such as encyclopedias or U. S, history texts to answer the following
three questions. Since the guestions will be difficult for many students you may want them to work in groups
of four or five so they may help one dnother. After 35 minutes you can lead a class discussion’>f the answers

so each group can benefit from the efforts of others. ~

A

-

T E

What was George Grenville’s feasons for creating new taxes for the‘colonies? L4st~as many as you
. @& - “ e
can. . s . .

?

What items were-taxed by the Stamp Tax? How did it a(fe@ct‘the ordinary citizen? (One of the
documents apailable through the Georgi#@Department of Archives and History mentioned in the
resources section of this guide is a replitd of the first page of the Stamp Act; it Iists some of the
itgms taxed.) .o ) < . . .
Po you think the Stamp Tax w #? Was jt too costly to the colonists? Erom the British view- -
point was it justified? On what mds do you make your judgement? '

. 7/

.3. . The colonial reaction. Have tu&enés read about colonial seaction to the taxes in the i)amp}liet. The
@&teacher should begin by settipg the stage for the major issue—who had the right to tax the colomsts? The
points that should be emphasized-are listed below. ) -
. [

While the colonists may not have wanted any taxes at all, their cry was :\‘%ogaxatlon without




N
/o

.

representatron ( < - > -

S}m? they‘drd not select représenthtrves to Parliament, somfie colonists felt that they should not be
taxed by England. Thus, they shoulq\erther be taxed only by eolomal assemblies or they should be
“granted rep@sentatives to Partiament. .
LR o .
Yet, even membel’s of the eolonral assemblies were elected by only a minority of colonrsts (white, male
progerty owners). . ' < . e . .
- ] { ) N e T ) ° o
. . ~N . - . '
Role Play (20 minutes) ..
. b N
On the day pnor to this lessony you should select several students to play the following roles in a panel
drscussron regarding the problem “Is the Stamp Tax Fair to the Colomists?” . s
“ o\ t
English gentlemam Who is a Suppvorter of Grenville

.
o \
. o

Colonist who is loyal to tjcrown .

Colonist who i rs a me{nbe of the Sons of Liberty )

.

Colonis}: who lrves on the frontier and will have no use for stamped paper

Coio'udl lawyer who Will have to pay a heavy tax |

Moderator

¢

P e L .

- . s LN
Teacher Directed Dls}mssion (20-25 minutes)
Ask students to I'Et.d” or |ook up the forms of protest used by the golomsts (petrtlons boycotts, anti-tax
pamphlets terrorization of tax collectors, pubhe demonstrations, Stamp Act Congress and the destruction
of pubhc and private property).

-

/ . .
A v{ist the t/r_m's of protest on the board as students give them and add those that they fail to

mentlon i
(B Ask students t&grve;r}ent examples of protest l :

~.C. Are these ta"ﬁs everjustrfaﬁle"‘l it all right for extremist groups to destroy property - whether
~ they be K.K.K'. Black Panthers orans of Liberty? Is it dll right for lettuce pickers to urge boy-
cotts, even if the grocer loses income? Such questions may generate a great deal of interest and
- . discussion, If so, continue the discussion and carry it on the next day.

~_ 4. Georgia and the tax. The following questions should be given to the students prior,to their raading the
final section of the pamphlet so that the questions can guide their reading. These questions can then serve as’

the basis for 4 teacher-led discussion or possible debates. You should ask students to cite specifié statements
2as evidenie for mest of these questions, since many of them are supportable by evidence and not merely by

‘\ _opinion. —

-
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A.  List five ways in which Georgin was less likely than other colonies to defy England.

B List some of Governor Wright's personal traits which made it less likely for Georgians to pe as
radical as other colonists. '

C.” Who won the Stamp Tax Battle - Governor Wright who solq a few stamps or the Sons of Liberty
who kept the law from being fully enforced? Cite evidence which supports both sides of the
question. (This could serve as a debate topic. It could also be used by students to improve their
writing skills and brganizing their presentation.)

<

- D.. The author of the pamphlet seems to conclude that Governor Wright was an outstanding leader
and that Georgia citizens can be proud of his actions. Can you find statements by the author
which indicate that this is his conclusion?

to tax them? -~ . . , : »
5. This would be a good place to introduce conflicting interpretation using some general works. Was the

revolution a result of the war for empire or was it simply, a matter of the tyranny of the English king? Was

it a manifestation of social and economic interests by a few colonial merchant? (This would be especially

E. The Stamp Act was repealed, but did the solonists win the major battle over who had the night

good for above-average students), >
. )
Resources- . <
< . . -
Such a topic as the Stamp Act in Géorgia, which T limited in scope, has few resources related directly to
it. However, the following should be helpful to teachérs and students. .

]

’

One excellent set of resources is Georgia Heritage Documents of Georgia History 1730-1790, issued by
the Georgia Commission for the National Bicentennial Celebration, Suite 520, South Wing, 1776 Peachtree
Street, N.W,, Atlanta, Georgia 30309 and prepared by the Georgia Department of Archives and History. One
set of these documents will be issued to each school library and regional library in the state. Additional copies
may be purchased from the Bicentennial Commission at $5.00 per set. Perhaps at least one of these should
be made into a transparency and then used“to give students some training in inferring from documentary
evidencle. Specific documents of interest are . .

Proclamation of government protection of Indian Rights. ¢ .
Commission of James Wright as Governor.

Page one of the Stamp Act. ' .

'Y

.

» .
Proclamation against Stamp Act riots by GoveMmght. ,

. ﬁoadside announcing the Repeal of the Stamp Act.

3 ' : - - 25
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