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Abstract 

THE STAMP ACT CRISIS IN NORTH CAROLINA 

Jessie A. Amos 

Recent accounts of the Stamp Act crisis deal with 

general issues as they evolved in the thirteen colonies 

during 1765 and 1766. Historians such as Helen M. and 

Edmund S. Morgan argue convincingly that these two years 

were decisive ones for the American colonies. There is 

a need, however, to study this period from a narrower 

viewpoint. Focusing on only one colony, North Carolina, 

will disclose the special nature of the resistance: that: 

such a successful undertaking should have been so little 

known outside the area. 

The success of North Carolina’s opposition resulted 

from the colony’s unique attack on Parliamentary taxation. 

From the outset, North Carolinians were determined to prevent 

the implementation of the Stamp Act. The principals in the 

dissenting faction were community leaders who made no attempt 

to conceal their identity. Their strategy included making 

the opposition position known to William Tryon, the royal 

governor, involving bystanders as a. means to augment the 

anti-Stamp Act forces, and avoiding violence. Similarly, 

Tryon met his antagonists in a peaceful manner. When his 

solution was rejected, Tryon continually prorogued the 



colony’s Assembly to squelch the opposition’s effectiveness. 

As a result of the controlled response by both sides, commerce 

continued in North Carolina, the ports and courts remained 

open, and the royal governor retained his authority. 

The preceding developments constituted a successful 

resistance; however, the North Carolinians’ undertaking 

became little known outside the area. The events and ideology 

implicit in the events received little consideration from 

North Carolinians. Of the large number of pamphlets which 

the Stamp Act generated, only one was the work of a native 

North Carolinian, Maurice Moore. This dearth of writing 

reflects the pragmatic tone of the crisis in North Carolina. 

Results were the first concern; ideology, a lagging second. 

Newspapers had no better success in North Carolina. During 

the period of the Stamp Act crisis only one newspaper was 

published in the colony, even though several centers of 

activity were developing, North Carolinians needed a 

spokesman to espouse their views if their endeavors were to 

have had effect elsewhere. 

The pragmatism with which all involved confronted 

Parliamentary taxation directed the course of thè Stamp Act 

crisis in North Carolina. The result was a very strong 

reaction against Parliament’s claim to tax the colonists. 

Ironically, these colonists who were able to force open their 

ports, courts, and newspaper attracted little attention 

outside the Cape Fear basin and did not establish their 

place in the forefront of intercolonial opposition to 



Parliamentary taxation. North Carolinians' efforts were so 

little known that at the time of the Stamp Act crisis a 

merchant in Great Britain noted that: 

as to the former making restitutions for any damage 
done during any disturbances I believe your pro¬ 
vince will be at no trouble about as I have not 
heard of any commotions in North Carolina .... 
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CHAPTER I 

Although much work has been devoted to the study of the 

Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina, there remains a need to 

view the events of 1765 and 1766 from still another perspec¬ 

tive. Historians examining these years in North Carolina 

have considered such questions as the roles of both patriot 

and royal leaders, the development of the resistance in North 

Carolina, and the effects of the.Stamp Act crisis in the 

province. Other themes such as the extent of the anti-Stamp 

Act opinion throughout the colony, an analysis of the motives 

behind the resistance, the existence of inter-colonial co¬ 

operation have been touched upon only slightly. Here recent 

writers have considered the Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina 

as part of the scheme of total colonial opposition. These 

approaches are valid ones by which to examine the Stamp Act 

crisis in North Carolina. There exists a need, however, to 

study the special nature of the resistance in North Carolina: 

that such a successful undertaking should be so little known 

outside the area. 

During the period from 1820-1920, two main themes com¬ 

bined to provide a framework for the study of the Stamp Act 

crisis in North Carolina: the outstanding behavior of the 

North Carolinians who led the resistance and the somewhat 

despotic actions of the royal gpvernor William Tryon. As 
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did Joseph Sewell Jones, most members of this group wrote to 

bring "to light*the proud historic deeds* of our [North 

Carolinians*] ancestors." North Carolina patriots acted 

immediately and decisively to prevent the Stamp Act from 

operating in North Carolina. Their successes included the 

formation of a three-man Directory to oversee the procedures 

of the Stamp Act*s opposition, the organization of a military 

force, and the first armed resistance to royal power by men 

of reputation within North Carolina. In several works, a 

derogatory description of Tryon accompanies the glowing ac¬ 

counts of his opponents. Typical of these versions is 

Benson J. Lossing*s. Lossing portrays Tryon as 

Haughty, innately cruel, fond of show, obsequious 
when wishing favors, and tyrannical when independent, 
he was entirely incompetent to govern a people 
like the free, outspoken colonists of Upper Carolina. 

Although Lossing is the most outspoken, others wrote of Tryon 

in the same way. Tryon attempted to trick the North Carolinians 

into acquiescing into the Stamp Act; however, "the power of 

a virtuous and incensed people1* forced him to yield to its 

will.1 

Beginning in 1834 with Jones* A Defence of the Revolutionary 

History of North Carolina from the Aspersions of Mr. Jefferson, 

historians began to offer a less biased view of Tryon. Jones 

concedes that the steps which Tryon took to avert the distur¬ 

bances did have some benefits for the colony. A sympathetic 

view of Tryon is perputuated in later accounts which attempt 

to analyze Tryon*s actions in relation to his position between 

his English superiors and his Carolinian constituents. Tryon 
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did try to alleviate difficulties and was anxious to gain the 

goodwill of the citizens. As a royal official he pursued a 

conciliatory course, even though he had to uphold the policies 

of the British government. Tryon's one purpose was to do 

whatever was best for North Carolina.^ 

Later historians not only have been less critical of 

Tryon, but also have seen the Stamp Act crisis in a wider 

perspective. In such a context, the events of 1765 and 1766 

blend with other happenings both within and beyond North Car¬ 

olina. Philip G. Davidson, Robert C. Haywood, and Thomas Alonzo 

Dill see the challange to royal authority as a reaction to a 

complex set of stimuli. The reasons for the resistance to 

the stamp duties include the divergent understanding of the 

meaning of consitution, the basic differences in the economies 

of Great Britian and North Carolina, and the strain which the 

enforcement of new revenue laws added at a time of economic 

depression and widespread unemployment. Davidson also finds 

evidence that the reaction which these conditions precipitated 

were the result of co-operation among several colonies. Al¬ 

though anti-Stamp Act feelings were strong in commercial 

centers along the Carolina coast, similar sentiments were not 

as prevalent in the less developed areas along the frontier. 

Following in this pattern of widening the dimensions of their 

analysis, recent historians have focused on the effects of the 

Stamp Act crisis. Haywood believes that specific legislation 

in the form of the Stamp Act jolted many, including North 

Carolinians, from their unquestioning acceptance of a tradi¬ 

tional paradigm which bound them to the "Old Colonial System/’ 
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Open defiance was an acknowledgment of the gap which already 

existed between Great Britain and the American colonies. The 

Stamp Act crisis also contributed to the ideas which led to 

the Revolution and created a strong feeling for independence 

from Great Britain and for inter-colonial co-operation. As 

a result, the colonies sought local control for themselves on 

a status equal to that of other members of the empire.^ 

Similarly, subsequent works have taken an even broader 

view and have incorporated the events in North Carolina into 

the scheme of a total colonial opposition to Parliamentary 

authority. In these accounts, the happenings in North 

Carolina are not important in themselves, but as they con¬ 

tributed to the overall reaction to the Stamp Act by all the 

colonies. Typical of this category are Carl Ubbelhode's 

The Vice-Admiralty Courts and the American Revolution and 

Helen S. and Edmund M. Morgan's The Stamp Act Crisis : Prologue 

to Revolution. Ubbelhode discusses the events of January and 

February 1766, in North Carolina as supplying a case to test 

the legality of the Vi ce-Admiralty Court at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 

Although no decision was reached, the controversy over the 

Admiralty Courts publicized the complaint that Parliament was 

attempting to destroy the colonists' liberties including their 

right to trial by jury and provided additional propaganda with 

which to fight Parliament. Instead of examining a particular 

issue, the Morgans scrutinize all the components of the Stamp 

Act crisis. They single out North Carolina not only because 

of the admiralty court issue which the closure of the ports 

of Cape Fear raised, but also because of Maurice Moore's 
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argument rejecting Parliament's authority to tax the colonies 

without their consent, and because there is evidence that the 

inferior courts in North Carolina remained open throughout 

the crisis. Because North Carolina was one of the thirteen 

colonies, the events of the Stamp Act crisis in the colony 

are essential to a complete picture of the colonial resistance. 

Acknowledging this connection, the Morgans and Ubbelhode have 

integrated the North Carolinians' story into comprehensive 

studies of revolutionary topics.^ 

Over the 150 years separating Jones' research from that 

of Ubbelhode and the Morgans, the historiography of the Stamp 

Act crisis has evolved. The first stage produced local 

histories which aimed at glorifying North Carolina's native 

sons, rather than seeking to interpret events. The next 

group pushed beyond earlier parameters and questioned motives 

behind the Carolinians' actions and the effects of those 

actions. These accounts raise new questions, but for the most 

part, the influences of North Carolina's response merge with 

the consequences of the resistance in other colonies. The 

most recent historians have continued the process and 

incorporated North Carolina into general surveys. Individual 

events are important, yet are usually overshadowed by even 

greater happenings elsewhere. Perhaps this trend toward 

complete intergration should be reversed to discover why the 

North Carolinians were able to resist successfully the Stamp 

Act, yet were unable to influence the course of events or 

claim a significant place in the history of the Stamp Act crisis. 



6 

FOOTNOTES 

Ijoseph Sewall Jones, A Defence of the Revolutionary 
History of North Carolina from the"Aspersions of Mr. Jefferson 
(Boston:~C7 Bowen, 1834) , pp. 16-33; feenson J."Tosing , The 
Pictoral Field-Book of the Revolution, Vol. II (New York: 
Harper and Brothers Publishers 7^1858), pp. 361-363; Samuel 
A*Court Ashe, "The Stamp Act on the Cape of Fear,*1 in North 
Carolina Society of the Colonial Dames of America Addresses 
(Wilmington: Jackson and Bell, Co., 1976”?), pp. 64-71; 

, History of North Carolina, Vol. II 1584-1783 (Greensboro: 
Charles~"L7 Van~Noppen, l90b) , pp. 315-324; R. D. W. Connor, 
Cornelius Harnett: an Essay in North Carolina History (Raleigh: 
Edwards and"Broughton, 1909), pp. 30-47; '~ , Joseph Hewes 
and Independence,M North Carolina Review (Dec. 5, 1909), 
3 6c 5 ; Alfred Moore Waddell, A Colonial Officer and His Times : 
A Biographical Sketch of HughlJaddell (Raleigh: Edwards and 
‘ïïrougnton, 1890), pp. 73-129; John H. Wheeler, Historical 
Sketches of North Carolina from 1584 to 1851 (Philadelphia : 
Lippincott, Grambo ahd Co. , 1851)7 PP• 48-53; Ernest Hamlin 
Alderman, MThe Reception of the Stamp Act on the Cape Fear," 
University of North Carolina Magazine, XXX, No. 2 (Nov. 1912) , 
47-32. 

2jones, Defence of the Revolutionary History, pp. 16-33; 
Alderman, "Reception of the Stamp Act," pp. 47-35; Marshall 
DeLancey Haywood, Governor William Tryon and His Administration 
in the Province of NorttT'Uarolina' (Raleigh: Ê. "M. Uzell, 
130377 pp. 33-46 ; Alonzo Thomas Dill, Governor Tryon and 
His Palace (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 
1955), pp. 90-95;  , "Eighteenth-Century New Bern: A 
History of the Town and Craven County, Part VII, New Bern 
During the Revolution," North Carolina Historical Review, 
XXIII, No. 3 (July 1946)7 325-3W. 

^Philip G, Davidson, "Sons of Liberty and Stamp Men," 
North Carolina Historical Review, XI, No. 1 (Jan. 1932), 
38-56; Dill, "Governor Tryon, pp. 90-95; , "Eighteenth- 
Century New Bern,” pp. 325-359 ; Robert C. Haywood, "The 
Mind of the North Carolina Opponents of the Stamp Act," 
North Carolina Historical Review, XXIX, No. 3 (July 1952), 317^343-  

^Carl Ubbelhode, The Vice-Admiralty Courts and the 
American Revolution (Chapel Hill : University of North 
Carolina Press, 1960), passim; Edmund S. and Helen M. Morgan, 



The Stamp Act Crisis : Prologue to Revolution (New York 
Collier Books,1962), passim? 



8 

CHAPTER II 

The story of the Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina 

begins with Parliament’s passage of the Sugar Act in 1764. 

At the third session of the twelfth Parliament in March, 1764, 

the House of Lords and the House of Commons passed an act 

establishing duties on goods imported into the British 

colonies in North America. The statute’s text stated that 

the money raised from these duties would be used "towards 

defraying the necessary expenses of defending, protecting, and 

securing, the British colonies and plantations in America."^ 

This measure was not only an act regulating trade for the 

benefit of the empire, but it was also a means to raise the 

funds to pay for the great outlay of supplies that had been 

needed during the French and Indian War. Subsequently, Par¬ 

liament had decided that the American colonies should con¬ 

tribute to their own upkeep. Parliament's solution was 

the American Revenue Act of 1764, or the Sugar Act, the name 

given in reference to the increased duties on molasses. The 

legislation also levied duties on cloth, coffee, dyes, wine, 

and indigo, and included several provisions for the payment 

of annuities. Most important for political developments in 

the colonies, the Sugar Act included a resolution stating the 

intention of charging certain stamp duties at a later time to 

help defray expenses. Shifting a portion of the burden to 
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the colonies themselves would help to relieve the heavily 

taxed citizens of Great Britain. At the close of the session, 

George III thanked Parliament for 

the wise regulations which have been established 
to augment the public revenues, to imite the interests 
of the most distant possessions of my crown, and to 
encourage and secure their commerce with Great Britain.,., 
and for ... discharging a part of the heavy debt 
contracted and unprovided for during the late war, 
without imposing on this kingdom the burden of any 
new taxes ... 

It was clear that the raising of revenue was necessary, that 

it was not the wish of the king that the inhabitants of England 

should bear the burden, and that the most recent measures were 

passed with the intention of filling these several requirements. 

The issue over stamp duties would stress two themes: 

the need for the colonists to contribute to the support of the 

empire and the need for Great Britain to strengthen the colonies* 

dependency upon her. Arthur Dobbs, royal governor of the pro¬ 

vince of North Carolina, realized that it was necessary for 

Great Britain to strengthen her hold on the colonies if she 

were to maintain power over them. A tighter control of trade 

and the resulting reduction in smuggling would accomplish 

this end. On January 14, 1764, Dobbs wrote to Lord Halifax, 

Secretary of State for the Southern Department, asking that 

customs officials be stationed at Portsmouth at the point 

where ships crossed the bar. A corollary to this appeal was 

the conviction that Parliament would eventually set duties 

upon goods imported into North American colonies for the 

purpose of supporting the greater number of troops necessary 

to secure Britain’s acquisitions and the additional customs 
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officers. Such measures were necessary even in Carolina, 

a colony which he believed had less illegal trade than the 

others because there was little direct commerce with foreign 

islands and European countries. ^ Trade acts were not new to 

either Dobbs or his charges; however, Dobbs was anticipating 

the passage of trade acts not only for regulation, but also 

for the purpose of raising revenue, a feature new to legislation 

for the colonies. In March, 1764, Dobbs expressed similar 

thoughts to the Board to Trade and Plantations. Because the 

trade of both Great Britain and the colonies had grown, it 

would be prudent for Parliament to lessen the restrictions on 

enumerated articles to allow an expanded trade with other 

countries, especially Ireland. A reduction of the duty on 

foreign rum, molasses, and coffee would result in the collection 

of a sum equal to that received under the higher duties 

because a decrease would discourage smuggling. Equitable 

treatment of the colonies would 

be a means of increasing and extending our [ Great 
Britain*s] Colonies, and keeping them dependent 
and making them still more servicable to their 
head which protects and' secures their religious 
liberties and properties ...A 

With the enactment of the Sugar Act, the suggestions which 

Dobbs outlined became official government policy. 

Reaction to the Sugar Act was limited; North Carolina was 

one of only two colonies which protested against the Sugar 

Act as a tax levied without the consent of the colonists. 

In November of 1764, the Council of the province of North 

Carolina read **An Act for granting certain duties in 
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the British Colonies and Plantations in America."5 News 

of the passage of the Sugar Act had reached the colonists. 

The Council merely noted the measure as part of the latest 

legislation from Parliament, but earlier, the Lower House 

had answered Dobbs observations on the state of navigation, 

and voiced their disapproval of the new duties. 

And tho' it is with the utmost concern we observe 
our Commerce Circumscribed in its beneficial Branches 
diverted from its natural Channel and Burthened 
with new Taxes and Impositions laid on us without 
our Privity and Consent, and against what we esteem 
our Inherent right, and Exclusive privilege of 
Imposing our own Taxes ....6 

Except for the Assembly of New York, the North Carolina 

Assembly was the only legislative body to protest the new 

duties as taxes for revenue imposed without the colonists' 

consent. Rhode Island, Massachusetts, and Connecticut 

condemned the Sugar Act because it levied internal taxes, 

it anticipated the enactment of stamp duties, and it would 

harm trade. The other colonies ignored the Act.^ The basis 

of the North Carolinians1 defense of their position was the 

royal charter which Charles II had granted to the proprietors 

of the colony in 1665. This charter reaffirmed specific 

privileges which the first charter bestowed in 1663. The 

charter allowed the proprietors the power to make laws with 

the consent of the freemen of the province, if such an action 

were feasible. Furthermore, the people themselves were given 

all the "liberties, franchises, and priviledges [sic]" of the 

inhabitants of England and its dominions. The Carolinians 

would live under the same statutes, acts, and ordinances as 
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the "leige people bom within the same [Great Britain]."® 

Parliament’s passing of a direct revenue act without the 

explicit consent of the colonists was understood to be in 

violation of the terms of the charter. The charter's granting 

of rights became the basis of the official position for the 

opposition to the Stamp Act in the following years. 

In protesting the Stamp Act, the colonists were not 

disputing the means used to raise money, but the way the 

measure had been imposed upon them without their acknowledge¬ 

ment. This distinction was not a facade as inhabitants of 

both England and the colonies had previously accepted stamp 

duties. There were not only an English precedent for a 

stamp duty, but also colonial ones. Thomas Whately, Secretary 

of the Treasury, cited the Massachusetts act of 1754 as a 

forerunner of the impending Parliamentary duties.^ As early 

as 1756, Govenor Shirley of New York had suggested a stamp 

tax for that colony. In 1744, Govenor Clinton of New York 

had advised the Duke of Newcastle against promoting an act 

of Parliament which would place duties on paper and parchment 

in the American colonies. Such a course of action would be 

disagreeable because "The people in North America are quite 

strangers to any duty, but such as they raise themselves, and 

was such a scheim [sic] to take place without their knowledge 

it might prove a dangerous consequence to His Majesty's 

interest." In 1757, a stamp act was passed for New York 

by the provincial legislature. The reason for the new tax 

was the necessity of establishing a new source of funds to 
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prevent in some measure too great a debt from the war. The 

legislation created a stamp office, and placed a duty on 

vellum, parchment, and paper.^ 

North Carolina was even more closely connected to early 

considerations of laying a stamp duty on the colonies. 

Henry McCulloh, who was engaged in land speculation in North 

Carolina, addressed his opinion on the American situation 

to Lord Bute in several pamphlets. McCulloh stressed the 

necessity of Great Britain's tightening its hold on the 

American colonies, or of losing its North American empire. 

In the "Miscellaneous Representations Relative to our Concerns 

in America," written in 1761, McCulloh recommended a stamp 

duty on vellum and paper to raise funds to pay for dealings 

with the Indians, the regulation of colonial currency, and 

the collecting of revenues to meet government expenses.^ 

"A Miscellaneous Essay with Respect to our great Boards, 

to the Exchequer, and to America," presented to Lord Bute 

on October 4, 1762, echoes this same theme. Great Britain 

should pursue a regular policy in regard to the colonies. 

Such a course should include stricter regulation of royal 

officials in the colonies, closer supervision of the Indian 

trade and a more organized military in order that the 

militia of one colony Could be called to the defense of 

another. Moreover, he stated: 

The next thing necessary with respect to America 
is to establish a fund for the use of the colonies, 
which may be done by a Stamp Duty upon Vellum and 
papor [sic] and also from the Duties arising upon 
French Rum Sugar and Molassos [sic] ; the Duty of 
which ought to be lowored [sic] considerably to 
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what it is at present 

The funds garnered from these duties would be applicable only 

to America, and would benefit Great Britain by encouraging 

and improving trade.^ 

At a conference between McCulloh and an unnamed person, 

possibly Secretary Whately, held in October, 1763, McCulloh 

clarified his position. It was never his intention that 

any of the proposed revenue should be used in Great Britain, 

but that the purpose of all duties was to raise a fund to 

secure Exchequer Bills of Union to preserve a uniform trade, 

to maintain the militia, to buy presents for the Indians, and 

to provide bounties to encourage settlement. McCulloh est¬ 

imated the cost of this program to be 500,000 pounds per year. 

He thought that this amount could be raised eventually, but 

that the implementation of the entire scheme would be opposed 

at that time. This conference also resulted in a suggested 

system of handling stamps. The stamps were to be consigned 

to an officer for each colony with duplicates of the con¬ 

signment going to the respective inspectors to keep them 

aware of the stock on hand. Each distributor would be 

reimbursed for any reasonable expenses, and allowed a shilling 

per pound for distribution. To insure that all proceedings 

were properly stamped, and that the distributors* accounts 

were correctly settled, an inspector should be appointed 

for all the courts and distributorships. These inspectors 

weuld be required to bring all accounts before the governor 

and his council for payment to the Receiver of His Majesty’s 
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Revenues. If a distributor were unable to pay the amount 

charged to him, he would be obligated to remit a certain 

percentage of the debt until the total amount were paid. The 

governor and his council were responsible for sending a 

report of the accounts to the Stamp Office in London. These 

officials would also have the power to prosecute any distri¬ 

butor or anyone else responsible for receiving the revenue 

if such action would improve the collection of the duties. 

The disposition of the cash was left to the discretion of the 

Lords Commissioners of the Treasury. They were to tell the 

Receiver of the Revenue for each colony how much he could 

pay out to cover expenses. Any papers without the necessary 

stamps were considered void. The writer of such a document 

was to be fined; the officer involved in the transaction, 

to be deprived of his office. Shipped goods were subject 

to seizure and forfeiture if the ship’s papers were not 

stamped.^ Even though this advisory meeting in 1763 

determined specific details in regard to the operation of 

an American stamp duty, it would be two years before this 

legislation would pass Parliament and affect the colonies. 

Although North Carolinians had no part in the actual 

formation of the Stamp Act, an account of the steps is 

necessary to a complete picture. Planning for an American 

duty had been in operation for several years when the 

Sugar Act with its resolution recommending a stamp duty 

was enacted in 1764. George Grenville, Chancellor of the 

Exchequer, was not prepared to introduce such a bill, but 
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fully intended to at another time. There are differing 

views on his actions between the passage of the Sugar Act of 

1764 and the Stamp Act of 1765. One of the reasons for the 

postponement of the act was Grenville’s concern over the way 

in which the measure would be received in the colonies. 

According to Edmund S. and Helen M. Morgan, Grenville had 

devised a scheme for laying the ultimate responsibility for 

the enactment of a stamp duty with the colonies themselves. 

In introducing the proposed duty in 1764, Grenville gave the 

impression that the colonies should avoid this method of 

taxation if they would substitute a suitable plan for sup¬ 

plying the Treasury with funds. A year’s delay would allow 

for the interchange of ideas on this matter, and the working 

out of details of a means of contribution satisfactory to 

all. Two reports of Grenville’s speech in Parliament on 

March 9, 1774, one by Jasper Manduit, agent for Massachusetts, 

and another by Edward Montague, agent for Virginia, indicate 

that Grenville explicitly offered the colonies the alter¬ 

native of taxing themselves to avoid a tax imposed by 

Parliament. This show of magnanimity was a ploy as Grenville 

knew that the colonies would not be likely to agree on an 

alternative method of raising money. An editorial in 

The Boston Gazette indicated that at least some of the 

colonists shared this interpretation. The agents relayed 

their understanding of Grenville’s proposals to their home 

assemblies, but at no: time did Grenville make clear what 

sum needed to be raised, or in any way indicate what arrange- 
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ments would be considered as being equivalent to a Parliamentary 

stamp tax. During this period, Grenville continued with his 

own plans for the introduction of an American stamp bill 

in Parliament in 1765. At a meeting with the agents on 

Hay 17, 1765, Grenville indicated a shift in his position. 

The agents should assent to Parliamentary taxation in the 

enactment of the stamp tax thereby setting a precedent for 

future consultations. The Morgans conclude that Grenville 

had decided on the implementation of the stamp duty from 

the outset. By seeming to confer openly with colonial 

representatives he could-invoke the colonies' failure to 

suggest an acceptable alternative, placing the blame on 

them, and not on the Ministry and Parliament id; there should 

be any opposition to the act.^ 

Conversly, also using transcripts of Grenville's speeches, 

P. D. G. Thomas contends that from the beginning, Grenville 

expected colonial consent to the tax proposals, and intended 

only to grant the colonies the opportunity to submit modi¬ 

fications to the basic plan. Official communication with the 

provincial assemblies would have set an important precedent 

in colonial relations; however, at the initial introduction 

of the resolution, Grenville bypassed official channels and 

did not send a circular letter stating his position through 

the office of the Secretary of State for the Southern Depart¬ 

ment to the colonial governors. At the meeting in May, 1764, 

he informed the colonial agents that Parliament would probably 

not accept a colonial rejection of the tax on the grounds that 
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Parliament had no right to tax the North American colonies 

directly. Only Charles Garth, agent for South Carolina, 

correctly understood Grenville’s intentions. At a meeting 

in February, 1765, the agents did suggest that perhaps the 

revenue could be raised by apportionment among the colonies. 

Grenville rejected this offer by inquiring by what means the 

agents could agree on the amount each colony should raise. 

The agents were unable to answer this question, and were 

unable to stall the impending legislation. Thomas thus 

assesses Grenville's seemingly contradictory actions: 

Grenville was then speaking [in delaying the tax 
for a year in order to gain information from the 
colonies] not in his historic role as the minister 
who taxed America, but as the man who had opposed 
colonial taxation in 1763 and postponed it in 1764 ► 

Grenville's call for a hiatus in the enactment of a stamp 

duty may have been no more than an attempt to appease the 

public, but he was not acting contrary to his original 

intentions when he proceeded with the legislation in 1765. J 

The resolution accompanying the Sugar Act in 1764 probably 

was indicative of the Ministry's true intentions. The motives 

behind the Ministry's action were the need to increase the 

revenue, the belief that a stamp duty would produce greater 

returns than the traditional duties, the desire to avoid 

greater burdens on the inhabitants of England, and the expec¬ 

tation that a stamp tax, like those that had been imposed 

in Massachusetts and New York would be received without 

opposition. Grenville's request for additional information 

may have been aimed at gathering specific details as to what 
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items and rates should be included in an American bill. On 

August 11, 1764, Lord Halifax, Secretary of State, did send 

a circular to the royal governors in America and the West 

Indies informing them of the resolution of the House of 

Commons. This dispatch informed them that Commons believed 

that it would be proper to impose certain stamp duties in the 

colonies for the purpose of defending, protecting, and securing 

the colonies. Halifax requested that the governors send 

him a list of "all Instruments made use of in publick 

Transactions, Law Proceedings, Grants, Conveyances, Securities 

of Land or Money within Your Government...." If Parliament 

then acted on its option of imposing a tax, the duty would 

be put into effect "in the most effectual and least burthen- 

some manner." If assistance were needed, it was suggested 

that the governors contact their province’s attorney general 

or other principal law officer.^ 

Beginning at about the time of this directive, Thomas 

Whately, the Secretary of the Treasury, was corresponding 

with John Temple, the Surveyor-General of the Customs for 

the Northern District of America, concerning the upcoming 

stamp tax. It is implicit in these letters that the decision 

to initiate a stamp duty for the colonies had been made, 

and that Whately was carrying out his obligation of securing 

the pertinent intelligence from customs officers resident 

in the colonies. In June, 1764, Whately wrote to Temple. 

I shall be glad to hear what [torn] the sentiments 
of y© Americans upon y© new taxes, and what they 
think of a stamp duty, which was thought of but 
postponed to next winter out of regard to ye Colonies, 
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to give them time to consider of it. To us it 
appears y® most eligable of any, as being equal, 
extensive, not burthensome, likely to yield a 
considerable revenue, and collected without a 
great number of offices. 

Whately very clearly sets forth the Ministry's reasons for 

preferring a stamp duty over other sources of revenue, and 

the Ministry's determination to delay the law only until 

the winter of 1765. Sucessive letters continue the attempts 

to discern which legal instruments should be taxed and the 

rates for each. At this period, Temple was involved in more 

personal matters, and he answered Whately*s queries only 

superficially. Whately never inquired about any alternatives 

which Temple, as one more aware of the colonists' sentiments, 

might have to offer. 

On December 9, 1764, the Lords of the Treasury approved 

Whately's general plan for an American stamp duty. His 

propositions for the colonies differed from the bill already 

in operation in Great Britain in the rates, the instruments 

taxed, and the method of distributing the stamps. 

The Rates in England cannot be the measure for 
fixing those in the Colonies; The same Instruments 
are not always used in both Countries and on other 
Instruments a Duty which is light in the One, may 
be heavy in the other.17 

For example, in England, there was no duty on land grants; 

however, in America, this transaction was common, and a 

tax in proportion to the acreage being transferred would 

be profitable.^ The Treasury recognized the unique sit¬ 

uation of the colonies, and even the differences between 

the mainland settlements and those in the West Indies. Ef- 
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forts were made to tailor the tax to the persons affected, 

although the essential details of the tax changed little 

as a result of the year’s investigation. The Lords of the 

Treasury accepted no suggestion totally, but adopted what 

they deemed to be the most expedient and fair. The original 

proposals of Henry *McCulloh were not in evidence. Thomas 

Cruwys of the Treasury Board, working under Whately, played 

a more important part in the final drafting than did McCulloh.^ 

During this interim period, the fate of the North 

Carolinians was in the hands of the agents for the other 

colonies. The North Carolina agent had fallen prey to the 

power struggle between the Lower House, and the Governor and 

Council. The two parties debated the questions of the role 

of each in appointing the agent, and the membership of the 

committee which corresponded with the agent.20 As a result, 

the colony’s agent was ineffective during the Stamp Act crisis. 

In 1763, Couchet Jouvencal, the agent for the province to 

the Board of Trade, had claimed that colonial subjects were 

entitled to all privileges of English subjects. Under 

the terms of the charter granted by Charles II, the freemen 

of North Carolina or their deputies had the right to pass, 

give advice on, and assent to laws or constitutions passed 

for the government or for a particular person.21 The Assembly’s 

protest to the Sugar Act reiterated this statement in its 

denial of the Parliament’s authority to tax the colonies 

without their consent; however, neither the Assembly nor 

Jouvencal took any affirmative action to dissuade Parliament 
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from continuing its movement toward a stamp duty for the 

colonies. It is doubtful that such action would have been 

influential as Parliament gave those agents who were in 

England little chance to voice an opinion. 

On March 6, 1765, the Commons agreed to fifty-five 

resolutions of the Committee of Ways and Means. These 

resolutions were incorporated into 

an Act for granting and applying certain stamp 
duties, and other duties, in the British colonies 
and plantations in America, towards further defraying 
the expences of defending, protecting, and securing, 
the same; and for amending such parts of the several 
acts of parliament, relating to the trade and revenues 
of the said colonies and plantations, as direct the 
manner of determining and recovering the penalties 
and forfeitures therein mentioned. 

The bill passed the Commons with little debate. In the only 

division during the progress of the legislation, the minority 

numbered no more than forty. The petitions presented against 

the bill were not considered, and the Commons refused to 

hear the agents from Connecticut, Hhode Island, Virginia, 

South Carolina, and Jamaica, who were present to speak 

against the measure. In the House of Lords, the act passed 

with no protest and was ratified by royal assent on 

March 22, 1765.22 

The Stamp Act provided for duties to be collected on 

various transactions written or printed on paper, parchment, 

vellum, or sheepskin. These documents included proceedings 

in all courts of law, bills of lading and clearances for 

shipped goods, certain appointments to public offices, liquor 

and wine licenses, wills and guardianships involving estates 
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worth more than twenty pounds per year, land grants, in¬ 

dentures, leases, contracts, bonds, deeds, dice and cards, 

pamphlets, newspapers, university degrees, calenders, almanacs, 

and advertisements in any newspapers or other form. A 

paper without the necessary stamps could not be admitted 

into any court of law. Any item written in a language 

other than English was subject to twice the usual duty. The 

commissioners of the stamp duties in Great Britain were 

responsible for the administration of the act, and were 

empowered to employ whatever officers were necessary. 

Offenses could be tried in any court of record or court of 

admiralty in the colony in which the violation was committed, 

or in any vice-admiralty court which had jurisdiction over 

the colony. The money obtained from the taxes was to be 

placed in the Exchequer under its own account. Parliament 

had the authority to dispose of the money as it saw fit to 

defray expenses incurred in colonial defense and maintainence. 

The act was to go into effect on November 1, 1765.^3 This 

final pronouncement included little which was different from 

earlier proposals, and showed little evidence that colonial 

views had been taken seriously. 

By the summer of 1765, procedures were under way to 

implement the stamp duties the following fall and to provide 

for a stamp office in North Carolina. A Treasury warrant 

was issued on July 9, appointing William Houston Distributor 

of Stamps for North Carolina; and another, appointing 

George Saxby Inspector of Stamps for North Carolina, South 
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Carolina, and the Bermuda Islands.24 Houston did not 

actively seek a Crown appointment, but Henry Eustace McCulloh 

may have done so on Houston’s behalf without his knowledge. 

It was rumored that McCulloh himself might receive the 

appointment. This report was groundless, and McCulloh 

would have been most unhappy in that position.^5 on July 16 

and September 30, ships carrying the stamps for North Carolina 

left for the colonies. North Carolina’s stamps along with 

those for Virginia and Maryland were entrusted to George Mercer, 

Distributor for Virginia. Other stamps were also sent in 

the care of John Hughes of Pennsylvania.26 On September 14, 

Charles Lowndes, who replaced Whately as the Secretary of 

the Treasury, issued orders to the colonial governors 

requesting that they give their aid to the Stamp Distributers 

in the execution of their duty. The circular informed the 

governors that each Distributor was to appoint under¬ 

distributors wherever necessary, and that each Distributor 

was to give security for the execution of his office. The 

governors themselves were to be attentive to the uncovering 

of frauds, and were to report any irregularities to the 

Stamp Commissioners .27 The necessary groundwork had now 

been laid for the enforcement of an American Stamp Act to 

begin in November 1765. 

Between the passage of the bill and its becoming effective, 

North Carolina experienced a change of administration. The 

fact that there was a new executive in the colony would 

influence the course of the Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina. 
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Because of his ill health, Governor Arthur Dobbs had obtained 

permission to return to England. Colonel William Tryon 

was appointed Lieutenant-Governor to serve in Dobbs* absence. 

Tryon landed in North Carolina expecting to assume his duties 

at once; however, Dobbs was not yet prepared to leave. 

Shortly after Tryon*s arrival, Dobbs died, and Tryon was 

appointed Governor of the province in July, 1765.^8 During 

Dobbs’ tenure, the colony’s main concerns had been local, 

the vying for power between the Assembly, and the Governor 

and Council; the excessive fees paid to officials; and 

land problems, created mainly by quit rents and absentee 

landlords. With the succession of a new governor, these 

problems became subordinate to the more practical matters 

of setting up a working administration. Many of the per¬ 

sonal animosities felt toward Dobbs were also put aside, and 

the new governor was welcomed and given an opportunity to 

prove himself. Several of Tryon*s contemporaries left 

glowing reports of his character. 

This province [North Carolina] seems to be very 
flourishing and happy under the administrations of 
Governor Tryon, his firm attachment and diligent 
attention to the publick interest of this province, 
together with his easy Genteel address, has gain'd 
him the universal esteem and affections of the people; 
he is not one of your broken officers, sent over to 
mend a broken fortune by Tyranny and oppression; but 
is a Gentleman of fortune .... 29 

Tryon began his rule with complimentary recommendations. The 

Stamp Act crisis was his first chance to prove or disprove 

this assessment in the eyes of the people of North Carolina. 

Even the earliest references allude to the disquiet 
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among the people because of the Stamp Act. The first 

reference to the Stamp Act in North Carolina was in a letter 

of Arthur Dobbs to Lord Halifax, dated February 26, 1765. 

Dobbs' comment was merely a reaction to rumors that the act 

would be passed soon.^O By November 5, Tryon had received 

no authentic word of the passage of the act, no appointments 

for stamp officers, and no stamps. Tryon enclosed a letter 

from a merchant at Charleston, South Carolina, who described 

the situation in the southern colonies. According to Tryon's 

correspondent, the people were prepared for the arrival of 

the stamps and the stamp distributors as were the people of 

the northern colonies. "... a very Republican Spirit has 

started up amongst us upon this Occassion ...." Most were 

afraid to carry out their legal obligations in regard to the 

Stamp Act, and he believed that no vessel would be legally 

cleared after the first of November.31 Regardless of any 

opposition, the lack of necessary authorization and supplies 

prevented the Stamp Act from being enforced on November 1. 

The stamps did finally arrive on November 2S. Tryon issued 

a proclamation informing the colony of their- arrival, with 

the notification that they would be delivered to whomever 

was qualified to receive them. The stamps remained on board 

the Diligence in Captain Phipps care however, as there was 

no stamp officer in the colony. On December 4, The London 

Chronicle noted that the stamps had reached North Carolina, 

but that there was no word as to whether they had been taken 

ashore.^2 
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The first knowledge that there would be a general resis- 

tance to the Stamp Act reached Tryon in October. At that 

time, he wished to meet with the leading merchants and gentle¬ 

men of New Hanover and Brunswick Counties because these were 

"the persons that carry on the Commerce of Cape Fear River, 

and where I imagined the Stamps would arrive ...."33 This 

group would be the ones to organize any resistance, and 

Tryon wished to divert trouble before it arose. Between the 

suggestion of a meeting and the meeting itself, there were 

several gatherings in protest of the act. 

On October 19 and 31, anti-Stamp Act bonfires were 

held at Wilmington, the place which would become a center of 

the opposition. About 7:00 p.m. on the evening of the 19th, 

approximately five hundred persons assembled in Wilmington 

and hung an effigy of Lord Bute whom the colonists believed 

to support the Stamp Act. The gathering then burned Bute’s 

effigy and canvassed the town to augment the crowd. At 

the bonfire, the participants drank to "LIBERTY, PROPERTY, 

and no STAMP DUTY, and Confusion to Lord Bute and all his 

Adherents." These activities continued until midnight at 

which time the crowd dispersed without having done any 

mischief. On Thursday, October 31, "a great Number of People 

again assembled" and put an effigy of Liberty into a coffin. 

This group then marched to the churchyard accompanied by the 

town bell tolling and drums beating in mourning. Before the 

burial, someone felt Liberty’s pulse and found that it still 

lived. The crowd returned to a bonfire, placed the effigy 
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before it in a chair "and concluded the Evening with great 

Rejoicings, on finding that Liberty had still an existence 

in the COLONIES."34 

The next episode enveloped the new Stamp Distributor, 

William Houston. Houston was summoned to Wilmington to 

receive his commission from the Stamp Office. Those 

determined to nulify the act's operation knew of this letter 

and its probable contents, and were prepared to meet Houston 

and to ask for his resignation. On November 6* prior to 

the arrival of the stamps, a contingent of several hundred 

persons "with drums beating and colours flying" mustered at 

Houston's Wilmington residence. They inquired "Whether he 

intended to execute his said office, or not?" Houston 

replied that "He should be very sorry to execute any office 

disagreeable to the people of the province." The assembly 

then escorted Houston to the courthouse, where he signed a 

resignation in the presence of the Mayor and Aldermen of 

Wilmington. He was then taken to his lodgings where the 

people formed a circle around him and gave three cheers. 

That evening another bonfire was lit and again no injury was 

done to any person. With Houston's resignation of his 

office, there was now no one in the province to handle the 

distribution of stamps and the collection of fees. When the 

stamps did arrive, tha absence of a stamp officer would 

prevent the act's going into effect.35 

Captain Phipps of the Royal Navy did attempt to rectify 

this situation. After their arrival, the stamps were placed 
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on board the Diligence for safekeeping. The Virginia Gazette 

reported in March, 1766, that Captain Phipps of the Diligence 

took the office of Distributor and advertised that the stamps 

were available from him. Phipps attempted to reach Wilmington 

with the stamps, but returned to the mouth of the Cape Fear 

River when told that the people had prepared a raft with 

which to destroy his ship and the stamps.36 Again the 

colonists had squashed an endeavor to carry out the Stamp Act 

in North Carolina. 

After Houston resigned, the crowd called on Andrew Steuart, 

printer of The North Carolina Gazette. Steuart was asked if 

"He would continue his Business as heretofore? And Publish 

a NewsPaper?" He answered "that ’As he had no STAMPT Paper, 

and as a late ACT of Parliament FORBID the Printing on any 

other, HE COULD NOT." Steuart was then told that if he did 

not continue to print the newspaper, he could expect to 

receive treatment similar to that of stamp officers who 

enforced the Act. Steuart then "answer’d 'That rather 

than run the Hazard of Life, being maimed, or having his 

Printing-Office destroy'd, that he would comply with their 

Request,' but took the WHOLE for Witness, That he was 

compell’d thereto." The issue of November 20 was printed 

with a skull and crossbones and the notation that "This is 

the place to affix the STAMP."37 

There is no indication as to the composition of the 

several crowds. References by earlier historians to the 

immediate and decisive actions of Hugh Waddell, John Ashe, 
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and Cornelius Harnett indicate that these men provided the 

leadership from the beginning. Those out for an evening's 

entertainment augmented whatever followers Waddell, Ashe, 

and Harnett were able to recruit. 

Several days after Houston's resignation, Tryon met 

with fifty men from Brunswick, New Hanover, and Bladen 

Counties to voice his feelings on the Stamp Act and to avert 

a violent reaction to the Act. This meeting was one part 

of an entire program to minimize the effects of the opposition. 

Tryon assured his guests that he would do everything in his 

power to promote the prosperity of the colony through his 

influence in Great Britain. He condemened the anti-Stamp Act 

actions which had occurred in other colonies, and expressed 

his hopes that such behavior would not take place in North 

Carolina. Tryon's proposals were pragmatic; he refused to 

consider the ideological issues of the Parliament's right 

to tax the colonies. He wished "that none in this Province 

were desirious of destroying the Dependence on the Mother 

Country; and therefore strongly urged the Prudence of not 

opposing the Legislature of Great Britain." Tryon realized 

that it would be impossible for the people in all parts of 

the colony to adhere to the act because there was not enough 

money in circulation. The Stamp Act stipulated that all 

taxes be paid in specie, and not in colonial currency. Tryon 

would make this information known in Great Britain in order 

that North Carolina might be exempt from the duties. Tryon 

fulfilled his promise, writing to Conway in December that 
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there was little or no specie in circulation in the coastal 

towns, and even less in the backcountry. In support of this 

claim, North Carolina’s Attorney General reported that if 

the duties were collected in the province’s five Superior 

Courts for one year, their payment would require all the 

specie then available in the province. Tryon's conference 

with the Cape Fear residents continued with an outline of 

the benefits North Carolina would receive from compliance 

with Parliament's legislation. Through submission, the 

colony would be able to maintain an extensive trade. Refusal 

would only harm the merchants themselves by the cessation of 

trade. As a further inducement to acceptance of the smaller 

duties, Tryon offered to pay the stamp duty on any item from 

which he received any perquisite or fee. He also offered to 

provide twenty-six wine licenses for four of the leading 

towns at his own expense. Tryon’s dwelling on the dire 

consequences opposition would have on trade reflects his 

belief that he was dealing with a group with mercantile 

interests. 

The following day, the people returned to Tryon with 

their answer. They thanked Tryon for his willingness to 

be of help, but continued in their belief ’’that every view 

of this Act, confirms us in our Opinion, that it is des¬ 

tructive of those Liberties, which, as British subjects, we 

have a right to enjoy in common with Great Britain.” The 

execution of the Stamp Act exempted the colonies from the 

constitutional rights and privileges of British subjects, 
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and "naturally suggests to us, that the submission to any 

Part of so oppresive and (as we think) so unconstitutional 

attempts, is opening a direct inlet for Slavery . 

Finally, these leading citizens of the Cape Fear rejected 

Tryon*s solution to the dilemma by refusing to pay even 

the smaller duties. To do so would be to assent to all, 

including the abridgement of their right to trial by jury; 

therefore, they must prevent the operation of the Stamp Act 

with all their power. Nor would they seek profits at the 

expense of the other colonies. They assured Tryon that they 

would prevent to the best of their ability any injury to Crown 

officials or their property. Because the Distributor was 

so hated, it was doubtful that he would be safe. At no 

point, did the people deny that they owed their loyalty 

to George III, or seek a weakening of the connections between 

Great Britain and the American colonies . Tryon answered by 

thanking his guests for their expressions of allegiance to 

himself and to the King. Tryon realized that his intentions 

had little hope of being successful, and was pessimestic in 

his view of the consequences which would follow if the colonists 

continued on their present course. ° 

The remainder of 1765 continued without distrubances. 

Tryon reported a stagnation of public business and commerce, 

but there was no cause for the merchants to confront royal 

authority directly until January of 1766. In that month, 

Captain Jacob Lobb of the Royal Navy sloop Viper, stationed 

at Brunswick, seized three sloops, the Ruby, the Patience, 
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and the Dobbs. Each of these ships had sailed from other 

ports without stamped clearances. The Stamp Act empowered 

Lobb to seize the ships, and to have the owners tried in 

either North Carolina1s courts, the Admiralty Court of the 

province, or the Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax, Nova Scotia. 

Lobb turned the case over to William Dry, Collector of 

Customs for the Port of Brunswick. Dry, in turn, consulted 

Robert Jones, North Carolina*s Attorney General, and asked 

him several questions pertinent to the situation. Was the 

failure to obtain stamped paper a proper cause for seizure? 

Should that action be considered as a neglect of duty suf¬ 

ficient enough to declare that the ships and cargo be for¬ 

feited? Was proof that stamps were not available a justified 

reason to return the ships to their owners? If the ships 

were to be prosecuted, should the trial be held in North 

Carolina, or at Halifax? Jones answered that sailing with 

unstamped clearances was the equivalent to sailing with no 

papers at all. Proof that stamps were not available to the 

ships* owners was sufficient cause for ruling in favor of 

the owners, if no fraud were intended. However, such was not 

the case in these instances. On being refused the stamps, 

the owners should have obtained a notorized statement to the 

effect that stamps were unavailable, and should have filed 

a protest with the customs officials. The violaters would 

have to be taken to Halifax for trial. Any proceedings in 

North Carolina would have to use paper with no stamps; there¬ 

fore, any decision would be nullified. In short, Dry should 
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prosecute the three ships in the court at Halifax. The inci¬ 

dent was unique to North Carolina and important because of 

the questions it raised. 

The anti-Stamp Act leaders were displeased with Jones’ 

report on the status of the vessels. The opposition’s 

activities eventually resulted in the release of the ships 

and the resignation of the customs officials involved. On 

February 18, residents from several counties assembled at 

Wilmington, elected officers, and entered into the following 

association: 

We the subscribers, free and natural born subjects 
of George III, true and lawful King of Great Britain, 
and all its dependencies (who God Preserve) whose 
sacred person, Crown, and dignity, we are ready 
and willing, at the expense of our lives and fortunes, 
to defend, being fully convinced of the oppresive 
and arbitrary tendency of a late act of Parliament, 
imposing Stamp Duties on the inhabitants of this 
province, and fundamentally subversive of the 
liberties and charters of North America; truly 
sensible of the inestimable blessings of a free 
constitution, gloriously handed down to us by our 
brave forefathers, detesting rebellion, yet preferring 
death to slavery, do with all loyalty to our most 
gracious sovereign, with all deference to the just 
laws of our country, and with a proper and necessary 
regard to ourselves and posterity, hereby mutually 
and solemnly plight our faith and honour that we 
will, at any risk whatever, and whenever called 
upon, unite, and truly and faithfully assist each 
other, to the best of our power, in preventing 
entirely the operation of the Stamp Act. 

The following day, the association travelled to Brunswick 

where the three ships were being held. George Moore and 

Cornelius Harnett delivered a letter, signed by John Ashe, 

Thomas Lloyd, and Alexander Lillington, to Governor Tryon 

assuring him that their only motive in coming to Brunswick 

was to request the naval officers to lift the trade restrictions. 
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They had no intention of harming either Tryon or his property, 

and if agreeable, would post a guard around his residence 

to guarantee that no damage occurred. The Virginia Gazette 

reported that this gathering numbered upwards of one thousand, 

and that they expected several hundred more to join them. 

Approximately one hundred and fifty accompanied Moore and 

Harnett to Tryon*s residence. Tryon met with Captain Phipps, 

who was also stationed at Brunswick and asked him to remove 

to Fort Johnson, a place which Tryon believed would be a target 

of the protestors.39 

Meanwhile, others had taken matters into their own 

hands. Disturbed at William Dry*s handling of the seizures, 

"concerned persons*1 raised a party of approximately eight 

hundred, took Dry prisoner, and demanded that he turn the 

ships papers over to them. When Dry refused, the mob 

entered his house, broke open his desk, and took the papers. 

Part of this group then boarded the Viper to settle affairs 

with Captain Lobb. Lobb wrote to Dry asking him to release 

one of the vessels as its seizure had not been legal, and 

to return the second ship to its owner in exchange for 

security for its value. Lobb had already returned the third 

ship on the owner’s giving a note for the ship’s value. 

This note was now in the possession of those who were 

demanding the release of the vessels. In exchange for Lobb’s 

agreeing to these demands, they promised to return the papers 

to Dry, and to stand trial for the two vessels when the 

Stamp Act or any law could be enforced in North Carolina. 
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Their immediate goal was to prevent the papers or ships' 

being sent to Halifax.^ 

On the 20th, Tryon met with William Dry, Captain Lobb, 

and Captain Phipps on board the Diligence. Lobb reported 

that he had been requested to return the ships. Tryon 

authorized the release of the Ruby because there was still 

some question as to the legality of its seizure, and 

decided that the Patience1s papers should be turned over 

to Dry for prosecution. Lobb eventually returned both the 

ships which were in his possession to their owners, and no 

one was taken to court. At this same meeting, William Dry 

and Captain Lobb promised that the restrictions on the 

port at Cape Fear would be removed at least until the 

arrival of the Surveyor General of the Customs. Vessels 

would be allowed to enter and to clear the port as usual. 

It had been rumored that the Cape Fear was the only port 

which the British shut down completely. The seizure of 

the ships provided a case to test the validity of the court 

at Halifax and to begin an exploration of the issue of 

the right to trial by jury. 

The next step for the opposition under the leadership 

of Ashe, Lloyd, and Lillington was to secure the resignation 

of the leading customs officers, the Collector and Comptrol¬ 

ler of the Customs, and the Naval Officer. John Pennington, 

the Comptroller, was at Tryon*s residence when the people 

summoned him on the night of the 20th. The next morning, the 

crowd waited outside for him, rather than advancing on the 
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Tryon advised Pennington to resign rather than do anything 

which might go against his duty as an officer of the Crown. 

Pennington, along with Dry and the Naval Officer, were 

marched to the middle of town, and signed an oath swearing 

that they would not "directly or indirectly, by themselves, 

or any person under them, sign or execute, in their several 

and respective offices, any stamped papers until the Stamp 

Act should be accepted of by the province." All clerks of 

court, lawyers, and others in similar stations swore to 

the same oath. 

The inhabitants of Wilmington further aggravated the 

King*st men by witholding supplies from the Viper and Diligence, 

and by jailing the boatman's contractor who attempted to 

deliver the stores. Hoses John DeRosset, the Mayor of 

Wilmington, claimed that there were no provisions at all in 

the boat because the citizens of Wilmington refused to 

furnish the contractor with the needed items. They had 

imprisoned the boatman as a form of protest until they should 

obtain a redress of their grievances, and had sent the sup¬ 

plies by another means. DeRosset reminded Tryon that 

At the same time they [the Wiliningtonians] can't 
help expressing their concern that your Excellancy 
should on every occassion, lay the whole blame of 
every action relative to the opposition made to 
the Stamp act on this Borough'when it is so well 
known the whole country has been equally concerned 
in it. 

The city still maintained its loyalty to the King. Tryon 

answered the demonstrators by issuing a proclamation forbid- 
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ding seditious assemblies and by attempting to suspend 

Andrew Steuart, the printer of The North Carolina Gazette 

for continuing to air the viewpoint of the opposition. 

In the end, the return of the seized ships to their 

owners averted a more serious confrontation between the 

colonists and royal authority. Ideological issues, the 

alleged denial of the right to trial by jury, the validity 

of the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax, 

and the nonuse of stamps as a legal reason for closing the 

port, were avoided, and the matter settled solely on the 

basis of practical considerations. 

The North Carolina Gazette found a reason for rejoicing 

in the behavior of the crowd during the disturbances in 

February. It was unusual for such a large group of men, 

together for an extended period of time, to conduct them¬ 

selves as well as this company did. There was no noise, 

drunkenness, or harm done to any person. The whole affair 

was "conducted with Decency and spirit, worthy the Imitation 

of all the Sons of LIBERTY throughout the Continent ."^2 

In March, Tryon informed Secretary Conway of his plans to 

prorogue the provincial Assembly from time to time in the 

belief that disputes arose in the colonies where the 

Assembly was in session. If Great Britain found it neces¬ 

sary to send troops to North Carolina, he suggested that they 

should not arrive before October because of the climate. He 

finished his dispatch with the report that John Pennington 

had been reinstated as Comptroller of the Customs.^ 
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The next news regarding the Stamp Act to come from 

North Carolina included rumors that the repeal of the act 

would soon follow. In April, Tryon again wrote Conway that 

Carolinians felt that the duties would at least be suspended 

for a time if not repealed all together. Tryon believed 

that the people's actions seemed to be guided by the actions 

of their fellow colonists in the north. Only one participant 

expressed any remorse for his role in the disturbances. 

Thomas Lloyd conveyed his personal apologies to Tryon for 

any difficulties he may have precipitated during the preceeding 

months. Tryon portrayed Lloyd as being truly repentent to 

the Commissioners of Trade, and hoped that they would still 

consider appointing him to a judgeship in the Carolina courts.^4 

While the North Carolinians were bringing their protest 

to a conclusion, Parliament was, in fact, undertaking the 

repeal of the act. Again, North Carolinians had no influence 

in the Parliamentary process, but a view of happenings in 

England is essential to a complete overview. At the opening 

of the session of Parliament on December 14, 1765, George III 

explained his reason for calling Parliament together so 

close to Christmas. Parliament needed to issue the necessary 

writs of election to fill the vacancies so that the members 

could proceed immediately after the usual Christmas recess 

to consider the matters of importance which Mhave lately 

occurred in some of my [George Ill’s] colonies in America.” 

The debates on the situation in the American colonies and the 

future of the stamp duties began with the Commons’ preparation 
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of its address of thanks to the King. In these discussions, 

it was evident that Parliament was concerned with asserting 

its sovereignty over the colonies. William Pitt drew the 

distinction between the Parliament's right to legislate 

for the colonies and its right to tax them. Legislation, 

including the levying of external taxes to regulate the 

trade of the empire, was permissable; direct or internal 

taxation was not because virtual representation did not 

extend to the colonies. In taxing English subjects, the 

Commons was in essence also taxing itself. No colonial 

tax would affect a member of the Commons; therefore, the 

notion of virtual representation was not applicable to the 

colonies. At no point, did Pitt deny the ultimate authority 

of Parliament over the colonies. 

Following the Christmas recess, petitions were presented 

on behalf of the opposition, and Benjamin Franklin was examined 

by the Commons. Franklin reiterated Pitt's analysis. 

Prier to 1763, the colonists had accepted Parliamentary 

taxation because duties were for the regulation of commerce 

not for revenue. With the passage of the Stamp Act, 

Parliament had overstepped its bounds by laying internal 

taxes on the colonies without their consent. The questioning 

of Franklin focused on the practical matters involved in 

applying a tax, the most expedient method of collection, the 

amount of specie in the colonies, and the effect on persons 

living on the frontier. Franklin described the difficulty 

of dispersing the stamps throughout the colonies, and the 
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hardship of having to pay the tax in coin. He further 

pointed out that although no cash would leave the colonies 

for Great Britain, there would be. a drain on cash in those 

colonies where there was no need to station troops because 

the revenue would be spent in colonies where there were 

royal troops. Franklin concluded that the American colonies 

would accept no taxes solely for the purpose of revenue, and 

enacted without their consent. Only provincial legislatures 

could pass such measures for their respective colonies. 

Parliament was now forced to decide on a means of 

quieting the protest in the colonies, and at the same time, 

maintaining its full authority. The Ministry gave the harm 

done to the English merchants by the stoppage of trade 

with the colonies as sufficient cause for the repeal of 

the act. This course would allow Parliament to correct its 

mistake of the previous year without making concessions to 

the colonies on the question of the authority to tax. 

Before actually repealing the Stamp Act, Parliament passed 

the Declaratory Act, which declared nthe right of Great 

Britain to make laws, binding the British colonies in North 

America in all cases whatsoever, and without any distinction 

in regard to taxation.” The Declaratory Act was passed 

without a division. ”And this was, prehaps, the only 

question that could have been thought of, upon which the 

ministry and their antagonists in the opposition, would 

have gone together on a division.” The bill repealing the 

Stamp Act passed the House of Commons by a majority of 
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275 to 161; the House of Lords by a majority of thirty four. 

In assenting to the repeal, Parliament acknowledged 

that our true policy is to acquiesce in the great 
commercial advantages we derive from the Americans, 
rather than to attempt a revenue from thence; which, 
by disabling the people to make returns to our 
merchants, will put them tinder a necessity to set 
up manufactures of their own. That by the former 
policy, America has been advantageous to us, and 
quiet in itself; but that the present state of 
things shows too evidently the ill effects of a 
contrary mode of acting. 

On March 18, George III gave his assent to both bills.^ 

The need to maintain a profitable British-colonial trade 

provided a reason by which Parliament could get out of a 

disadvantageous situation with their sovereignty intact. 

As with the passage of the original act, North Carolina 

was at the mercy of the representations of the other colonies. 

The province*s only official protest was the Assembly’s 

remonstrance in regard to the enactment of the Sugar Act 

in 1764. 

On March 18, a circular was sent to the governors of 

several colonies, including North Carolina, informing them 

of the passage of the Declaratory Act and the repeal of the 

Stamp Act, and of Parliament's intentions to propose legis¬ 

lation providing for the indemnity of any who had suffered 

damage because of the imposition of the act, and to revise 

the trade laws. It was recommended that the Assembly of 

each colony compensate any who had suffered because of 

their deference to the act and that it should set an example 

of treating all such persons justly. The Ministry hoped 

that Parliament's leniency and the King's care for the 
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colonies would incline the colonies to return to obeying 

the laws, and to expressing their former goodwill toward 

Great Britain. Furthermore, George III and.Parliament 

would not only forgive the colonies for their actions in the 

recent disturbances, but would forget the deeds as well. 

Not until June, did Tryon acknowledge the receipt of the 

letter informing him of the repeal of the Stamp Act.46 

The sentiments of the people of North Carolina regarding 

the repeal of the Stamp Act were expressed by the inhabitants 

of Wilmington in their address commemorating the repeal. 

The Corporation of Wilmington expressed its joy over the 

repeal of the Stamp Act, and their continuing support of 

the King and the government. The citizens had backed 

Tryon1s administration since the repeal, although they 

felt that he was misrepresenting their actions. Tryon had 

previously charged that the people had overreacted to 

attempts to impose stamp duties on the colony. In a letter 

to Tryon, the inhabitants of Wilmington claimed that they 

had acted from the conviction that the Stamp Act was op- 

presive, and that moderation was not a virtue when a people*s 

liberties were being violated. Parliament had shown its 

respect for this position in tis repeal of the act. The 

North Carolinians also respected Tryon*s difficult position, 

and acknowledged that he was acting out of a concern for the 

public good.4? 

The Assembly was again in session, and similarly, could 

once again express the official opinion of the colony. Its 

address to the King echoed the sentiments of the Corporation 
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of Wilmington, pledging its continuing loyalty to the King 

and the empire, and recognizing Parliament’s justice in 

repealing the act. In its address to Tryon at the opening 

of the session, the Assembly did admonish Tryon for not 

allowing the Assembly to meet sooner. The Assembly portrayed 

the opposition in the colony as acting out of loyalty to 

the King and to the constitutional laws common to the 

inhabitants of both the American colonies and Great Britain.^ 

There were further addresses to this effect, and in London, 

the Stamp Commission was still handling the details of the 

attempts to collect stamp duties in the colonies as late 

as 1774. William Houston, as were the other Stamp Distributor 

appointees, was still being held in arrears for the stamps 

issued for use in the colonies.^ For the North Carolinians, 

however, the Stamp Office and the duties had ceased to exist. 

The demise of the Stamp Act opposition necessarily 

followed that of the Stamp Act itself. The anti-Stamp Act 

forces had achieved their immediate goal: the thwarting of 

the Stamp Act. Their success fomented no violence, no 

upheavel of the colonial government, only one attempt to 

explain the Carolinians' ideological position, and consequently 

limited renown for the colony and its inhabitants. 
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CHAPTER III 

The ideological framework for the resistance in North 

Carolina was delineated in Maurice Moore's The Justice and 

Policy of Taxing the American Colonies in Great-Britain, 

considered, written during the summer of 1765. Moore 

served several terms in the Lower House of Assembly both 

before and after the Stamp Act crisis, and had been appointed 

to the Council in 1760 by Governor Dobbs as an emergency 

measure to obtain a quorum. Moore sat on the Council for one 

year until a commissioned councillor came from England. 

Dobbs was never successful in his attempts to secure a 

permanent seat on the Council for Moore. In 1763, Moore 

became an associate justice of the Superior Court. Governor 

Tryon suspended Moore in 1766 because of his anit-Stamp Act 

views / but reinstated him in 1768. He continued in this 

position until the court ceased to function in 1773. Moore 

also rode with Tryon to subdue the Regulators, but later 

urged that the rebels not be punished. Even though he 

opposed the Parliamentary legislation of 1765, as late as 

1776, Moore advocated a reconciliation between Britain and 

the American colonies on the basis of political conditions 

of 1763. Moore died in 1777. He never acheived the position 

of leadership he desired, never carrying a major point in 

.the Assembly or being elected its Speaker. 1 He was, however, 
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to become the only published spokesman on the Stamp Act in 

North Carolina. The prominent members of the Assembly, 

John Ashe and Cornelius Harnett, who did lead the rebellion, 

acted against royal authority but defended their actions 

only in unpublished letters, conversations and speeches. 

Moore’s The Justice and Policy of Taxing the American 

Colonies in Great Britain, considered is a tightly woven 

aggument in defense of the colonies' privilege to tax 

themselves, and a denial of Parliament's claim to virtual 

representation for the colonies. Traditionally, British 

citizens had never been required to relinquish any private 

property to the state without their prior consent* When 

a people was conquered by another, the laws of a new ruler, 

who could impose his demands on the conquered people, 

nullified the poeple's right of consent. The colonists, 

however, were not a conquered people. Their situation was 

similar to one in which a group of persons leave their 

own country to settle in an uninhabited place, and take the 

home country's laws and customs with them. Taxation by 

consent was a privilege which the settlers carried with 

them to America; therefore, no colonist could justly be 

taxed by Parliament because there was no member of Parliament 

who was able to signify the colonists' consent or to have 

knowledge of their situation. 

The doctrine of virtual representation provided a means 

by which Parliament countered this argument. Moore contended 

that virtual representation was not operative in the case 



52 

of the American colonies. It was not consistent with British 

liberty for one group to represent another with different 

interests and without the consent of the ones being rep¬ 

resented. Even though not all inhabitants of Great Britain 

were directly represented in Parliament, all were acquainted 

with the electors. Since any proposals Parliament adopted 

would affect those who were unrepresented in much the same 

was as those who actually voted for members of Parliament, 

all inhabitants of Great Britain were virtually represented. 

This reasoning did not follow for North America because the 

people were too far removed from the electors, and were in 

a unique situation. In Great Britain, even the virtually 

.represented knew their representatives, and could instruct 

them in the same manner in which the freeholders in America 

knew and instructed the provincial Assemblymen. Furthermore, 

all in Great Britain were part of some group, such as a 

county, which was represented in Parliament. The colonies 

had no virtual representatives of their own. If the entire 

House of Commons were considered to represent them, the 

colonists still remained without the advantage of giving 

occasional instructions to the members of the Commons. The 

direction of the Commons was not subject to the colonists* 

will. 

Moore did submit a proposal to remedy the situation if 

Parliament persisted in asserting that the colonists were 

virtually represented. The colonies should be divided into 

558 districts, one for each electoral district in Great 
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Britain. Each writ of election would then direct the voters 

to elect a person to represent directly the inhabitants of 

the county, city, or borough, and to represent virtually 

one of the 558 colonial districts. Each district was to 

have an opportunity to become acquainted with its representative; 

therefore, the colonists would know to whom to address 

their instructions, and would be equal with the inhabitants 

of Great Britain. Moore concluded that such an arrangement 

was not practical, and that the colonies and Great Britain 

could not be represented in the same manner. 

The charter which Charles II granted to Carolina in 

1663 was a further defense of the colony*s right to tax 

itself and to be free from virtual representation. To 

encourage settlement, Charles II allowed the Carolinians the 

privilege to be taxed only by their own consent. Since no 

colonist could actually sit in the sessions of Parliament 

because of the colony’s great distance from London, the 

colonists' could meet in their own assembly instead. Because 

it was impossible for one people to be represented by two 

independent bodies which might counteract each other, it was 

absurd for Parliament to think that it virtually represented 

the colonies. The Crown’s asking the colonial assemblies 

for money, and not Parliament on the colonies’ behalf during 

the French and Indian War reinforced this tradition. At 

that time, Parliament did not believe itself to represent 

the colonies. If it had, Parliament could have taxed the 

colonies, and probably would have granted the Crown more 
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money than did the colonial assemblies. Since an increased 

revenue was the purpose of the requisition, the Crown should 

have turned to Parliament, but did not because such legis¬ 

lation was not within Parliament’s jurisdiction. 

Moore believed that Anglo American union was based on 

equality, and conceded that the colonists should bear part 

of the expenses for the war; however, he opposed the Stamp 

Act as the means to achieve this end. Stamp duties imposed 

by Parliament would alienate the colonies, and provoke 

discontent. He predicted that the consequences would include 

a restriction of trade and a decrease in industry in the 

colonies. These two, in turn, would make it impossible for 

the colonists to buy goods from England, and the colonists 

would become beggars. The Stamp Act would prove disasterous 

to a continuance of a beneficial relationship between Great 

Britain and the American colonies.^ 

Moore rejected completely Parliament’s authority to 

tax the colonies in any way. He did not draw the distinction 

between internal and external taxation as did Franklin in his 

appearance before the House of Commons in 1766; however, there 

is a division of Parliamentary powers implicit in Moore's 

understanding of the controversy. In advocating a return 

to the pre-1763 relationship, Moore recognized a shift in 

Great Britain's policy toward its American colonies. Under 

the Articles of Trade and Navigation, the colonists were 

subject to certain duties and restrictions on imported and 

exported goods. They accepted Great Britain's authority to 

impose these laws because it was understood that trade needed 
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to be regulated to insure the greatest benefits to the 

empire as a whole. The large debt incurred in defending 

the colonies during the French and Indian War precipitated 

a re-evaluation of this program. Adherence to the theory 

of mercantilism required that colonies provide profit for 

the mother country. Unless the American colonies contri¬ 

buted to their own support, they would continue to be a 

drain on Britain's resources. To prevent this situation, 

Parliament began to enact tax measures to raise revenue. 

Such legislation characterized the Ministry's American 

policy after 1763. In accepting the pre-1763 program, 

Moore assented to Parliament's right to legislate for the 

colonies in certain matters. He agreed to what has ;been 

described as external taxation, but denied Parliament's 

authority to levy internal taxes. Although Moore's writing 

supports the Morgans' argument against the internal- 

external distinction,^ his suggestion for reconciliation 

does separate Parliamentary actions into categories some of 

which were acceptable; some not. 

In 1778, James Iredell, another North Carolinian, attempted 

to clarify the meaning of external and internal taxation. 

In a newspaper article entitled "Principles of an American 

Whig," Iredell contended that the colonists did make a dis¬ 

tinction between internal and external taxation, but that 

their view of the subject was not entirely explicit from 

their arguments. External taxation actually referred to duties 

levied for commercial purposes. The colonists acquiesced in 

the Articles of Trade and Navigation because these measures 
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were practical and mutually beneficial to both Englishmen 

and colonist.^ In effect, Moore also made this division. 

Duties to improve trade were acceptable; taxes were not. 

Moore’s contribution to the rhetoric of the Stamp Act 

crisis was the only one by a North Carolinian. Martin Howard 

who also wrote on the Stamp Act did so as a resident of 

Rhode Island, moving to North Carolina several years later. 

That Moore alone published a tract is evidence of the pract¬ 

icality with which Carolinians confronted the dilemma and 

their relative freedom from frenzied, polemical writing. 

Moore did not direct his attacks against a specific opponent; 

therefore, he was able to develop a sound framework for 

his argument. The themes running through Moore’s work reflect 

the popular philosophies of the eighteenth century; the searching 

back in England’s own history, the sanctity of the colonial 

charters, and the classical notion of a colonizing people 

as compared to a conquered people. Unlike Stephen Hopkins* 

The Rights of Colonies Examined and James Otis * A Vindication 

of the British Colonies, against the Aspersions of the 

Halifax Gentleman, Moore presents a plan to alleviate the 

situation, a means by which the colonies could actually be 

represented in Parliament.^ Finally, Moore goes beyond the 

simplistic arguments of his fellow North Carolinians. The 

Wilmington meeting denounced the Stamp Act as a violation of 

the colonists* rights. Moore supported this same thesis and 

in doing so left a clear diagram of the position of the anti- 

Stamp Act forces in North Carolina on the central question of 
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the debate. 

A second group of issues evident in the events in 

North Carolina, the legality of the Vice-Admiralty Court 

at Halifax and the alleged destruction of the colonists* 

right to a trial by jury, was not as well defined as was 

Moore’s examination of the question of limits on Parliamentary 

taxation. The seizure of the three ships at the Port of 

Brunswick in February, 1766, forced a discussion of the legal 

procedures set up to prosecute violators of the Stamp Act 

and implied that a major policy decision would have to be 

made by British authorities. Although the issue of a jury 

trial was the more important constitutional question, it 

was subordinated to the more practical question of whether 

ships would be allowed to clear the port without the stamped 

papers. There was a legal procedure by which merchants 

could obtian permission from the Governor and Customs Officials 

to clear a port without stamped papers.6 Requesting a certifi¬ 

cat indicating that stamps were unavailable as an alternative 

to paying the duties implied an acceptance of Parliament's 

right to tax, and by extension of virtual representation. 

Whoever applied for a certificate acknowledged that the 

only reason for not acquiring stamped clearances was the 

lack of an operative administration to collect the fees and 

not an ideological opposition to the principles which the 

law represented. North Carolinians did not choose to conduct 

their business by means of this alternate method. The seizure 

of the ships at Brunswick indicated the royal navy's determin- 
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ation to require stamped clearances of all ships. The 

decision to try the ships' owners for violations of the Stamp 

Act introduced the companion issues of the legality of the 

Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax and the right to trial by 

jury. In particular, the Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax, 

Nova Scotia was also given jurisdiction over infringements 

of the law in any North American colony. The colonists inter- 

pretated thèse measures as attempts to deny their right 

to trial by jury and to wrest local control from the merchants. 

This provision also provided evidence that the Ministry and 

Parliament were conspiring to take away the liberties which 

the colonists shared in common with other Englishmen under 

the constitution. These supposed intentions were not those 

of the Stamp Act's framers. No court had exclusive juris¬ 

diction over cases arising because of the Stamp Act. In an 

effort to consolidate and facilitate judicial proceedings 

in the colonies, the Vice-Admiralty Court had been created, 

and its use along with the Admiralty Courts permitted. 

Nevertheless, the colonists' understanding of these provisions 

reinforced their rejection of the Stamp Act and provided 

more ammunition with which to fight it. As did the question 

of clearing ships without stamped papers* the constituionality 

of the Admiralty Courts and the right to trial by jury came 

into consideration.^ These issues should have resulted in 

a solidifying of each side's position, and they did have 

the potential of causing a more direct and more violent 

confrontation in North Carolina. The matter, however, was 



settled when Captain Lobb released the ships to their 

owners upon being confronted by a mob. The only attempt 

to use the Vice-Admiralty Court at Halifax resolved none 

of the basic issues. 

Although Moore's anti-Stamp Act opinions and North 

Carolina's views on the Vice-Admiralty Court represented a 

consensus in some parts of the province, not all the 

inhabitants of North Carolina agreed to this assessment of 

the colonial situation. In part, this divergence was due 

to the colony's demography. North Carolina’s society was 

never homogenous. As a result, there was a greater degree 

of social fluidity than in more established colonies. This 

mobility made it possible for first generation immigrants 

to enter politics. The lack of a central port or true 

cultural capitol made the inhabitants relatively inaccessible 
Q 

to British authority. By 1765, the Cape Fear region had 

become somewhat of a focal point for provincial government 

and for those outside the colony; however, the other areas 

had not yet acceded completely to its influence. 

The Albermarle Sound region in the north of the colony 

dominated the province in the early days of its history. 

This section was settled first and retained its political 

prominence until 1741 when the Assembly and Council began 

to meet more frequently in the south of the province. 

Shipping through the Sound was under the administration of 

the Port of Roanoke with the customs officers stationed at 

Edenton. The approach from the ocean to Albermarle Sound 
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ports was difficult; nevertheless, the merchants built up a 

trade which rivalled that of the more successful Cape Fear 

ports* Edenton, the area's mercantile center, was largely 

in the control of Virginian and English merchants. Following 

these commercial ties, the inhabitants of the Albermarle were 

more closely allied with their counterparts in Tidewater 

Virginia and England than with their fellow Carolinians 

If there were to be any resistance to the Stamp Act here, 

Edenton would have been the center of any disturbances; 

however, there is no mention of any such occurrences. 

Henry Eustace McCulloh does give some indication as 

to the feeling regarding the Stamp Act in Edenton. McCulloh, 

a London merchant living in Edenton, owned a great deal 

of land in the colony, and help a position in the customs 

office.in several letters to Edmund Fanning at Hills¬ 

borough, McCulloh pictured the state of affairs as unsettled, 

and seemed to be disturbed at having difficulty in obtaining 

certain goods. In January, 1766, he commented that the 

effects of the Stamp Act were felt everywhere, and that 

"All is dark and dismal. "H Although there were no covert 

operations against the stamp duties, the northern portion 

of the province did experience an unsettled period during 

the Stamp Act crisis. The area's close ties with England 

possibly quieted the reaction to the stamp duties. If 

the Albermarle region's closeness to Great Britain tempered 

opposition, the backcountry achieved the same status through 

the opposite means, isolation from England and its authority. 
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If there were a place in North America where the inhab¬ 

itants could avoid any contact with His Majesty’s Stamp 

Distributors, the North Carolina frontier was such a place. 

Numerous travelers through the backcountry found the place 

to be Ma stage of debauchery, disoluteness and corruption."12 

Many settlers had come from the colonies to the north, and 

not from the coastal areas of North Carolina. The provincial 

government reached the frontiersmen in the form of taxes, 

perquisites, fees, and some protection from the Indians. 

The inhabitants main concern was their land, their rights 

as squatters, absentee landlords, and quit rents. The people 

of the Piedmont generally traded with Charleston or Virginian 

ports rather than Wilmington or Edenton. Most of the navigable 

waterways reached the ocean in either South Carolina or 

Virginia, and the settlers believed that they could get bet¬ 

ter prices for their goods in these markets. In 1765, a 

French traveler observed that 

the back settlers on the river Roanoke and other 
places send their produce to Charlestown in South 
Carolina, and to petersberg, on James river, virg’a 
where they get a beter price for them than here 
[Edenton] or in any porte in the province ....13 

During the 1760’s, the Cape Fear did begin to bid for a 

larger portion of this trade; however, by 1765, it was not 

yet to the point at which the frontier inhabitants were 

effectively drawn into the sphere of influence of the Cape 

Fear patriots. Several years later, during the War of 

Regulation, the Cape Fear leaders would learn that their 

compatriots in the backcountry feared the provincial assembly 
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more than the British Parliament. 

The feelings of a majority of the backcountry on the 

Stamp Act are discernable mainly from the lack of any com¬ 

ment. There was one group, however, which did leave a 

record. The Moravians had come from Pennsylvania, and had 

settled in Rowan County. They traded mainly with Charleston, 

as did their neighbors, but on occassion traveled to 

Salisbury to attend court, or even to Cross Creek or Brunswick 

in an attempt to find higher prices for their produce. 

Throughout 1765 and 1766, their communities were aware of 

the critical situation, and the disturbances throughout the 

American colonies because of the Stamp Act. The only opinion 

which they expressed relative to thèir role in the dis¬ 

turbances was that they be kept safe from danger. Though 

they remained aware of the situation, they did not become 

involved in colony politics. In his summation of 1766, the 

Moravian memoralist observed that 

the Stamp Act caused much dissatisfaction in all 
the American Colonies. The people of North Carolina 
rose in force, Colonel Hugh Waddell being one of 
the leaders, and compelled the officers of the 
Crown to annul the Act for this Province some 
months before word came from England that Parliament 
had reversed its former action, and had repealed 
the obnoxious Act. 

The Moravians shared similar thoughts with the inhabitants 

of the Cape Fear, including persisting in their loyalty to 

the King and his government, but did not act on them. Chief 

Justice Hasell provided an accurate summation of the back- 

country’s feelings when he reported to Tryon that he found 

the backcountry quiet, but without any advocates of the Stamp 
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Act. 

Unlike the peaceful frontier, the Cape Fear towns 

of Wilmington, Brunswick, and to a lesser extent, Cross Creek 

were the center of the resistance to the Stamp Act* in North 

Carolina. The administrative unit of the Port of Brunswick 

encompassed the entire Cape Fear basin, and had the largest 

trade of any of the province’s ports. A variety of goods 

went through the port. The main export was naval stores 

shipped directly to Great Britain. Next in amount were 

goods shipped to the West Indies, and then exports to other 

continental colonies. Of imports, the greatest tonnage came 

from the West Indies, especially the British Islands, then 

Great Britain, and next the other American ports. By the 

1760* s, Brunswick had also become a favorite meeting site 

for the government, and was the port through which news from 

England, and the stamps would most logically enter the pro¬ 

vince. Cross Creek, located at the head of navigation of 

the Cape Fear River, was growing with the increase in the 

backcountry-coastal trade, but remained within the sphere 

of the coastal towns.^ Its residents publicly denounced 

and demonstrated against the Stamp Act.^? 

An important element in the reaction to the Stamp Act 

in Wilmington and Brunswick were the movement's leaders. 

Those most often mentioned, Cornelius Harnett, John Ashe, and 

Hugh Waddell, were all involved in the colonial government, 

and represented the powerful planters and merchants. 

Cornelius Harnett served as a member of the Lower House from 

Wilmington from 1754 to 1775, and as an Alderman for the 
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Corporation of Wilmington in 1765; John Ashe, as a member 

of the Lower House from 1747 to 1775 from New Hanover County, 

and as Speaker of the House from 1762 to 1765; Hugh Waddell, 

as a member of the Lower House in 1760 from Rowan County, 

and in 1762 and 1766 to 1768 from Bladen County.^® These 

men were considered to have organized the resistance. In 

doing so, they not only were protesting an attack on their 

liberties, but also were portecting their interests in deter¬ 

mining policy, including limiting new taxes and the expanding 

west^s role in government, for the province. Hoses John 

DeRosset who figured in the affairs of the last months of 

the resistance was an Alderman in Wilmington in 1765, and 

was elected mayor of the city in January, 1766. Since his 

stand on the stamp duties was known, it is possible that his 

election indicates that a majority of the voters in Wilmington 

shared his position. Samuel Ashe has suggested that DeRosset1 s 

election was the result of the ouster of Wilmington’s pro- 

Stamp Act mayor; however, the mayor’s sympathies are not 

clear.^ At the annual election for mayor on January 6, 1766, 

Alderman Caleb Mason was elected. On the 14th, Mason ’’who 

having been chose Mayor for the ensuing year, and refusing 

to Qualify for the same beg’d leave to resign the said office, 

and resigned accordingly.” A new election was called, and 

DeRosset was elected mayor.20 

DeRosset, Harnett, Ashe, and Waddell continued their 

patriotic careers into the Revolution, but the majority of 

the North Carolinian resistance did not participate in the 
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political discussions during and following the Revolution. 

Maurice Moore, who did discuss the Stamp Act's ideological 

implications, but who was not in the forefront prior to the 

crisis, never received the great adulation which the others 

did, although he served with them in the Assembly. In 

leading the demonstrations, the members of the Assembly were 

not acting in their role as Assemblymen, but were acting on 

their convictions as expressed in an official remonstrance 

to Governor Dobbs in 1764. 

Throughout 1765, and 1766, royal officials and the 

newspapers reported the existence of dissent throughout the 

province. Although these reports are somewhat contrary to 

actuality in areas other than the Cape Fear, it is an ac¬ 

curate portrayal of what they observed. Tryon and the 

customs officials stayed in the vacinity of Brunswick; there¬ 

fore, dispatches to their superiors in London refelct con¬ 

ditions in the Brunswick-Wilmington area. Similarly, most 

newspaper accounts originated from these two cities, and 

conveyed a portrait of a unified people to the world. Tryon*s 

communications about the attitudes of the North Carolinians 

began in December, 1765. He wrote to Secretary Conway that 

the obstruction of the Stamp Act had been as general in North 

Carolina as elsewhere. There had been no mischief, and the 

people would consent to whatever measures the Council pre¬ 

scribed without the use of military force.Another royal 

official, William Dry, portrayed the opposition as a more 

destructive and unruly group than did Tryon. There was a 
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space of several months between the reports, and Dry had 

also suffered at the hands of the crowd. It is likely, 

however, that Dry was writing about a different group of 

people than the ones who were so careful in their dealings 

with Tryon, Leaders, such as Harnett, Ashe, Moore, and 

Lillington would probably have extended the same courtesies 

to Dry as they did to Tryon. The incident Dry reported is 

evidence that the disturbances in North Carolina were not 

all nonviolent. The offer of a guard for Tryon*s residence 

shows that there was an element in the opposition that not 

even the colonial leaders could trust. This contingent was 

no doubt influenced by the more orderly ones, but felt no 

compulsion to follow their means of redress. Dry told the 

Commissioners of the Customs that the Carolinians were as 

riotous as those in the other colonies. The dissenters had 

warned the customs officials in the colony that if any 

stamps were distributed those responsible would be murdered 

and their property destroyed. The traders in this group 

had already stopped their vessels from going to any port 

where the stamps had been accepted. Dry finished with the 

observation that the people seemed resolute in opposing the 

Stamp Act.22 

In contrast, Tryon*s reports in February depict a quieter 

opposition than do Dry’s. On February 1, Tryon wrote that 

the Stamp Act had been rejected as generally in North Carolina 

as in the other provinces. There is no mention of the 

character of the opposition, or even an attempt to define 
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23 
which citizens of the colony comprised it. At this point, 

the resistance to Lobb’s seizure of the ships without stamped 

clearances was just beginning. Later in February, after 

Harnett, Lillington, and Lloyd had actually confronted Tryon, 

he still did not represent them and their followers in a 

derogatory way. He was, however, more definitive in speaking 

of them. He identifies the men who came to his house to 

obtain Pennington’s resignation as gentlemen and planters 

from Brunswick, Bladen, New Hanover, and Duplin Counties. 

Tryon did mention the fact that some of this gathering were 

armed, but did not attribute any riotous behavior to them.^ 

In several of these letters, a common thread is the 

actions of the Carolinians in relation to their fellow 

colonists In North America. There is, however, no mention 

of inter-colonial communication or planning involving North 

Carolina. On June 8, 1765, the Massachusetts House of Rep¬ 

resentatives did send a circular letter to the other colonial 

assemblies requesting them to meet in a congress at New York 

in October. North Carolina sent no delegates because Tryon 

continued his policy of not calling the Assembly into session. 

Because the Assembly was not in session, delegates to the 

Congress could not be elected. New Jersey’s Assemblymen, 

who were in a situation similar to that of the North Carolina 

Assemblymen, circumvented this difficulty by meeting and 

electing delegates on their own without the sanction of an 

25 
official meeting of the Assembly. Apparently, North 

Carolinians did not consider this course of action, although 
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John Ashe, Speaker of the Lower House, was in the forefront 

of the opposition and was capable of organizing an election. 

There may have been some doubt as to whether or not the Stamp 

Act Congress would have accepted the credentials of any 

delegates elected outside the Assembly. This belief may 

have disuaded the Assemblymen from acting on their own. The 

lack of action also suggests that the leaders continued to 

accept the traditional government in the colonies and had 

no desire to destroy it. Finally in April, 1766, Tryon 

did connect the disturbance in North Carolina with that 

in the other colonies. He noted the Carolinians seemed in- 

26 
dined to be guided by the northern colonies. 

Royal officials were not the only ones to discuss the 

temper of the colonists involved in combating the Stamp Act. 

Private citizens left descriptions similar to those of 

royal officials. The Charleston, South Carolina firm of 

Hogg and Clayton wrote Cornelius Harnett that conditions in 

South Carolina were much the same as they were in North 

Carolina. Preceding this account, another Charleston mer¬ 

chant observed that his province was as prepared to resist 

the enforcement of the Stamp Act as the northern colonies. 

Tryon, believing this description to be an accurate account 

of the feeling in North Carolina, enclosed the merchant’s 

letter with his own dispatch to Secretary Conway in November, 

1765. The reports of these businessmen corroborated the 

information which royal officials supplied the government 

in England.27 
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The colonial newspapers also participated in the 

exchange of information on the disposition of the North 

Carolinians. As did royal officials and merchants, the 

newspapers treated the Carolinians as a homogeneous group 

united in their opposition to the Stamp Act. In March, 1766, 

The Virginia Gazette claimed that reports from North Carolina 

were more alarming than those from other colonies because 

of the closing of the ports on the Cape Fear River. In the 

face of these actions on the part of royal authority, the 

colonists continued in their resolution to be free. Like* 

wise, The North Carolina Gazette described the opposition 

as well-mannered and widespread.28 One newspaper would often 

lift articles verbatim from another newspaper. This practice 

would explain the common picture presented by various papers. 

Although many portrayed the Stamp Act crisis in North 

Carolina as a colony-wide event, in reality, it centered 

in the Cape Fear River region and, on the whole, did not 

involve the remainder of the province. Some of those out¬ 

side the influence of the Cape Fear were aware of Parliament's 

actions and did comment on the disturbances within the 

colony. On the other hand, it is likely that others were 

unconcerned with the latest legislation from Great Britain. 

The one semi-frontier town whose residents did oppose the 

Stamp Act was Cross Creek. One citizen of the town sent an 

editorial to The North Carolina Gazette in Wilmington sug¬ 

gesting that North Carolinians continue in their business 

as if the Stamp Act had not been passed, and at the same time, 
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retain their loyalty to the king.29 The political awareness 

of the Cross Creek inhabitants was probably due in part to 

the town's commercial links with the towns on the coast to 

which the Cape Fear River tied Cross Creek and consequently, 

the greater exposure to political issues and discussions. 

The reports that the entire colony felt the same were due to 

the writers' great familiarity and closeness to the Cape 

Fear region. Opposition sentiment was not widespread, but 

centered in the Port of Brunswick. 

Similarly, the trade of the Port of Brunswick was more 

sharply curtailed than that of North Carolina's other ports. 

The fact that the opposition was centered in the same area 

reflected the region's importance in the colony's relations 

with Great Britain; therefore, the effect of the refusal 

to use the stamps would be of consequence to the North 

Carolinians. Tryon recognized that the consequences would 

be dire, and therefore suggested that Carolina acquiese in 

the act so that the colony's commerce would not suffer. In 

several colonies, the ports were the first target of the 

opposition and were forced open in the early days of the 

crisis. In North Carolina, however, the question of the 

operation of the ports was one battle which royal authority 

came close to winning. If all transactions were to be legal, 

all ports would have to be closed because no stamps were 

available. Supposedly, the Cape Fear ports were the only 

ones where the law was enforced and"the only place, we 

[The Virginia Gazette] have yet heard of, where his Majesty's 
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officers have acted so arbitrarily, and shown so little 

regard to the trade of the King’s subjects....”30 In 

December, 1765, Tryon reported to Conway that no ships 

had been cleared from the Cape Fear or any other rivers in 

North Carolina since November 1, as far as he knew. Some 

merchants in Wilmington had applied to* him for certificates 

specifying that no stamps could be secured for their ships1 

papers. Tryon refused the merchants these certificates, and 

referred them to the Officer of the Customs. The firm of 

Hogg and Clayton, of Charleston with affiliates in North 

Carolina commented to a London client that no one had 

expected the Stamp Act to have such an effect, including the 

closing of the ports, an observation which applied to the Port 

of Brunswick as well.31 

Conversely, the other ports in the colony remained 

open. Customs records for the Port of Roanoke show that at 

Edenton regular duties and fees, such as those on foreign 

rum, enumerated articles, and permits, were collected in 

November and December, 1765. The number of vessels listed 

in each of these months is consistent with the figures for 

1764. Since these duties and fees were required to be paid 

within a specified period after the vessels entered port, 

it is probable that at least some of the ships had entered 

the port after November 1.32 it ±s likely that business con¬ 

tinued as usual in North Carolina’s other ports, which were 

less important to the colony's economy than the Port of 

Brunswick and Edenton. 

During the first part of 1766, the Cape Fear ports joined 
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the others in business. In February, William Dry related to 

the Commissioners of the Customs in London that the Port 

of Brunswick had been inactive because there were no legal 

clearances. Of late, however, the port had been opened on 

the advice of the Surveyor General, As in other places, the 

customs officials were clearing vessels as usual. This 

situation continued as the norm up to the repeal of the 

Stamp Act. In April, Tryon told Secretary Conway that the 

ports remained open and that vessels were being cleared 

without stamped paper.33 Reports of the merchants, the 

newspapers, and royal officials prove Charles Christopher 

Crittenden*s assessments to be essentially correct. 

During the Stamp Act controversy Port Brunswick 
was closed for several months, native products 
became abundant and cheap, imported goods were 
scarce and dear, and merchants suffered heavy losses. 
But the commerce of the other ports was little 
affected ....34 

The conflict over the closing of the Port of Brunswick also 

added to the opposition against Parliament and contributed 

to the idea that Parliament was determined to destroy the 

people1s liberties. 

The Stamp Act affected not only the colony's trade, but 

also its judical system. Because the Stamp Act required 

duties to be paid on the majority of legal instruments and 

prohibited the admission in court of any document without 

the necessary stamps, the refusal to permit the use of the 

stamps in a colony necessitated the closing of the courts. 

Criminal or Crown cases were exempted from this stipulation. 

This resignation of the stamp officials, therefore resulted 
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in the closing of courts throughout the colonies. In a short 

time, protestors in several colonies forced the courts to 

open, and the other colonies would have followed shortly if 

Parliament had continued to insist that the Stamp Act be 

obeyed.35 jn North Carolina, however, it appears that 

business in the courts continued to a great degree as usual 

between November 1, 1765 and the summer of 1766 when the 

colony received news of the repeal. Five Superior Courts 

and the Inferior Courts of Pleas and Sessions in each county 

constituted the North Carolina judicial system. Chief Justice 

James Hasell presided over the Superior Courts for the 

Districts of Halifax, New Bern, Wilmington, and Edenton. An 

Associate Judge was assigned to the court at Salisbury 

because of the great distance between it and the rest of the 

courts on the circuit. Thse Superior Courts held sessions 

twice a year. In April, 1766, Tryon wrote to Conway that 

session of the court had recently been held at Halifax, 

Salisbury, and Wilmington. Judge Hasell had heard only 

Crown causes; there was no civil docket. This same procedure 

would also be used at the upcoming sessions of the courts 

at New Bern and Edenton.36 The Stamp Act had no provisions 

pertinent to the hearing of Crown, or criminal, cases; 

therefore, the proceedings in these courts, as in their 

counterparts in all colonies, were within the law. The 

court minutes for the Districts of Wilmington and Salisbury 

substantiate Tryon*s account. Each of these courts was in 

session immediately prior to the act’s becoming effective, 
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Salisbury, in September, and Wilmington, in October, 1765. 

The next sessions were set for March and April, 1766, re¬ 

spectively. Since Parliament did not repeal the Stamp 

Act until the latter part of March, these first sessions of 

1766 were subject to the terms of the act. The court of 

the District of Salisbury opened on March 22 with Chief 

Justice Hasell presiding. Until this time, Maurice Moore 

served as Associate Judge for the district, but had been 

suspended because of his "intemperate zeal and conduct in 

opposition to the Stamp Act.** His pamphlet denying Parli- 

ment's right of taxation had been published the preceding 

summer. The King was listed as the prosecutor in the nine 

cases which the court heard. These charges included a murder 

and a payment made with counterfeit money. The only other 

business was the installation of Edmund Fanning in Moore’s 

position and the appointment of William Hooper as Attorney 

General in Fanning’s place. In contrast, the sessions 

preceding and following the one of March, 1766, included 

cases prosecuted by individuals other than the King and the 

naturalization of several persons. Similarly, the session 

of the court of the District of Wilmington, which opened 

on April 15, 1766,, heard only cases in which the King was 

listed as prosecutor. James Hasell presided over the session, 

and William Houston was to have sat as a juror but was excused 

from serving.^ 

Tryon described the business in the Inferior Courts in 

the same manner. Since November 1, 1765, only Crown cases 

had been heard in these courts. The existing records of 
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these county courts show that sessions of the court were 

held throughout the period of the Stamp Act. Not only Crown 

cases were heard, but deeds, indentures, wills, and similar 

transactions were proved. Many of these documents required 

that a stamp duty be paid if the court were to accept them 

as legal and binding. Some of these may have been written 

before the enactment and may not therefore have required 

a stamp duty to be paid. Even so, the courts were open, and 

business was transacted. There is no indication that the 

judges were selective as to what papers were accepted. 

Furthermore, the recording of adjournments and the setting 

of dates for the next session implied that the court officials 

saw no deterrent to the court being held. Individuals also 

saw no reason for court not to meet. On November 6, 1765, 

Joseph Hewes requested that Neil Jameson of New Jersey come 

to North Carolina before November 20, as the Superior Court 

was scheduled to open that day, and Hewes did not wish to 

be involved in any business which would cause him to miss 

the session.38 in any event, this session could have met 

because no stamps reached North Carolina until November 28; 

however, there were rumors of the passage of the act, and 

the opposition had begun operation the preceding October. 

Courts in North Carolina did remain open during the period 

of the Stamp Act crisis, although there may have been a 

decrease in the business conducted, as there was in the 

Superior Courts. The Inferior Courts of Pleas and Quarter 

Sessions in counties throughout the colony also stayed open 
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and heard cases as usual. 

Newspapers contained conflicting accounts on the status 

of the North Carolina courts. In an article dated April 17, 

1766, from Philadelphia, The Virginia Gazette announced that 

the Sons of Liberty in North Carolina resolved to have the 

courts of justice opened that month. A week later another 

report from Philadelphia reported the news from New Bern 

that the county courts went on as usual without stamps, and 

it was believed that the General Courts would do the same 

because the people refused to use stamps. "Philanthopos" 

from Cross Creek, North Carolina, wrote in The North Carolina 

Gazette that the courts were shut up, contributing to a com¬ 

plete stagnation of business within the colony. It is pos¬ 

sible that observations that the courts were closed were 

made at a time when the courts were not scheduled to be in 

session.^ 

Commerce and courts were not the only things which the 

Stamp Act had a potential of shutting down. Thè act required 

that duties be paid on newspapers, and on advertisements 

placed in newspapers. Printers were already a point of 

contention in the colonies prior to the Stamp Act. By 

favoring one viewpoint over another, a printer could please 

the Governor and Council or the Lower House, but usually not 

both at the same time. If he cultivated the right persons, 

the printer could secure the lucrative business of publisher 

for the government. The appointment of a government printer 

was an issue in the Lower House*s struggle for power. During 
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the Stamp Act crisis, Andrew Steuart of Wilmington published 

The North Carolina Gazette and held the post of government 

printer. On November 20, the first issue after William 

Houston’s appointment as stamp distributor and subsequent 

resignation, Steuart agreed to continue to publish his paper 

without paying the duty. In the margin of the first page, 

there was a skull and crossbones with the notation that this 

was the place where the stamps should go. The following 

week, the front page carried this notation, ”N. B. (No Stamp’d 

Paper to be Had.).” Apparently, Steuart intended to keep 

publishing, despite the precariousness of his position. He 

described his predicament in February, 1766. Steuart had 

published a letter disagreeable to those who disapproved of 

the Stamp Act. The people wished him to continue to print 

the paper, yet because he had published this letter, he was 

threatened with a beating. Also, about this time, Tryon 

expressed his intentions of suspending Steuart for publishing 

the opposition opinion. Steuart, in spite of these diffi¬ 

culties resolved to keep in operation because liberty of the 

press was one of the privileges of Englishmen.^ 

Although the opposition retained a voice through the 

newspaper, it lost any opportunity to vocalize the dissenting 

opinion in the Lower House of Assembly. Tryon astutely realized 

that disturbances were worse in those colonies in which the 

Assembly continued to meet. Knowing that the Assemblymen were, 

on the whole, anti-Stamp Act, Tryon saw no reason to provide 

them with a public arena in which to make known their feelings. 
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Since the Assembly was a government organization, the colony 

might be open to greater censure from Great Britain if any 

directives from the opposition were presented as the Assembly*s 

official position. Tryon dissolved the Assembly on December 21, 

1765. At that time, he asked the Attorney General if writs 

for new elections could be issued without stamps. The 

Attorney General answered yes. Electing the Assembly was 

exercising a Crown prerogative; therefore, the writs were not 

subject to a duty under the Stamp Act, and could be issued 

on common paper.^ The writs were issued and elections held, 

but Tryon did not convene the Assembly.^ in March, 1766, 

Tryon told Conway that he intended to prorogue the Assembly 

from time to time. In fact, Tryon had already been 

exercising his privilege of proroguing the Assembly in an 

attempt to quiet the dispute. The Assembly was to have' met 

in November, 1765, but was kept from doing so until November 

of 1766. By not protesting this action at the time or 

meeting on their own, the members of the Assembly deferred 

to royal authority in the form of the governor. Not until 

November 6, 1766, was a protest made. In their answer to 

Tryon* s speech before both houses at the opening of the ses¬ 

sion, the Assembly admonished Tryon for not allowing them 

to meet sooner. The Assembly believed that this would 

have been the proper course of action because of ’’the 

alarming tendency of the Stamp Act, and the reproachful 

names of Rioters and Rebels, which were Liberally bestowed 

on his Majesty’s faithful subjects of North America....^ 
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Tryon could not stop the members of the Assembly from 

protesting the Stamp Act as private citizens; however, he 

could and did prevent them from turning the Lower House of 

Assembly into an arm of the opposition. 

Any disastrous effects which the Stamp Act had on 

North Carolina were obviated by the repeal of the act. 

Following Tryon* s acknowledgement of his receipt of the 

official notification of repeal in June, 1766, there began 

a series of addresses to the King and Governor from the 

North Carolinians in thanks for the King's loyalty to his 

subjects.^ The main theme of these addresses was that the 

King and Parliament were acting from respect for the thoughts 

and position of the American colonists, and that the colonists 

had no wish to dissolve their allegiance with Great Britain. 

The Assembly made no apology for the behavior of the North 

Carolinians believing that they acted in the only possible 

way for people whose liberties were in jeopardy.^ 

Conversely, one individual did apologize on his own. 

Thomas Lloyd, who had served as a leader in the advance on 

Tryon's residence the preceding February, expressed his re¬ 

morse for participating in the disturbances. Tryon singled 

Lloyd out as the only one to make a personal apology, and 

believed that the Board of Trade and Plantation should still 

consider Lloyd's appointment. Tryon had recommended Lloyd 

to the Board prior to the events in February. The Board was 

aware of Lloyd's part in these occurrences because Lloyd 

was one of the leaders, and had signed the letter assuring 
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Tryon that the opposition would do everything possible to 

see that Tryon came to no harm. Apparently, the Board 

accepted Tryon1s recommendation as Thomas Lloyd attended the 

October 1766 session of the Superior Court for the District 

of Wilmington as an Associate Judge.^ 

Although no others expressed regrets for their conduct, 

the royal authorities in North Carolina took no punitive 

measures. Maurice Moore who had been suspended from office 

was reinstated as Associate Judge. This non-retalitory 

spirit was an extension of Tryon*s mediatory demeanor during 

the crisis. His behavior was a factor in the mildness of 

the disturbances compared with those in the North. A relative 

newcomer to North Carolina, Tryon was neither the target of 

personal animosities nor a suspected ringleader of graft 

and patronage. In good faith, Tryon sought a middle ground 

from which all could petition for repeal of the Stamp Act. 

Obligated to uphold the act, he publicly opposed it as 

economically impractical. When this tactic failed, he 

defused the opposition by proroguing the Assembly. 

Despite Tryon*s actions, the opposition was successful 

in achieving its immediate goal: the Stamp Act was not 

put into effect in North Carolina. In defying Parliament, 

North Carolinians were expressing their sympathy with, but 

not acting collectively with their fellow colonists. Perhaps 

the lack of coordinated action curtailed the long-range 

effectiveness of North Carolina's resistors. Although, on 

several occassions, the press referred to the protestors as 

"Sons of Liberty," these men were not in 1765 or 1766 members 
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of an inter-colonial organization. Furthermore, the colony 

neither participated in the Stamp Act Congress nor contributed 

significantly to the writing of anti-Stamp Act literature. 

North Carolinians pragmatic response produced immediate 

rather than enduring effects. 
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CHAPTER IV 

The preceding account of events provides a picture of 

the Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina; however, a comparison 

of these happenings with those throughout the colonies is 

essential to produce a wider perspective on the Stamp Act 

crisis in North Carolina. A brief analysis will define the 

questions, both explicit and implicit, in the narrative and 

will seek to explain why North Carolina’s response to the 

Stamp Act was so effective yet so little-known. 

Necessary to an efficacious response was an environment 

conducive to decisive action. Economic conditions influenced 

behavior in all thirteen colonies with each colony providing 

its own peculiar characteristics. , 

In view of the later revolutionary movements, it is 
not too much to say that the Stamp Act derived its 
chief importance from the fact that it lifted the 
controversy from the profit-loss considerations of 
the northern colonists and furnished a common ground 
on which the planting provinces might join with the 
commercial provinces in protest. 

In Arthur Schlesinger* s view, the Stamp Act broadened the 

basis of the protest by overriding sectional differences in 

colonial economies. Because of the North’s greater dependence 

on trade, its residents harbored numerous resentments toward 

Great Britain and its mercantilist policies. To a great 

extent, these long-term grievances determined the frequency 

and violence of anti-Stamp Act disturbances. Conversely in 
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the South, demonstrations were usually not as severe. The 

Southern planters preferred protests through their represent¬ 

ative assemblies. A prominent exponent of this philosophy was 

Henry Laurens of South Carolina. Although he disapproved 

of the Stamp Act, Laurens believed that the people should 

pay the duties because they were an act of Parliament.^ 

Schlesinger* s dichotomy of Southern planter-Northern 

businessman does not consider the multi-interest person 

such as Cornelius Harnett of North Carolina. Although men 

of wealth and standing in the community, Harnett and his 

colleagues demonstrated actively and openly against the duties. 

The merchants of Wilmington and New Bern were less closely 

tied to Great Britain than their counterparts in Virginia, 

South Carolina, or even in North Carolina’s Albermarle Sound 

region. No dissent occurred in North Carolina’s northern 

ports ; its townspeople were closely knit to their English 

and Virginian neighbors. The economic relationships of 

the Cape Fear region fostered a climate which allowed leading 

citizens to denounce the Stamp Act openly. 

The status of the working people as a class also influenced 

the surroundings which produced such men as Harnett and Ashe. 

Except for Charleston, a compact working class element was 

virtually non-existent in the South.^ The existence of the 

somewhat separate entity provided a focus for the elite’s 

fear of the mob common in eighteenth-century England. Laurens 

in Charleston could possibly see the crowd rising against 

the wealthy. Conversely, because the workers in North Carolina 
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were still an ill-defined group, Wilmington's merchants 

saw only potential converts to the cause. Unemployment and 

a shortage of specie exacerbated this condition throughout 

the colonies. In North Carolina, the scarcity of currency 

compelled Tryon to denounce the Stamp Act as bad economics. 

Even if North Carolinians had been inclined to submit to 

the duties, they would have been unable to pay even the 

duties on one-year's court proceedings because of the 

deficiency of silver.. Thus, the less-deveolped economy 

and society produced an environment in which community 

leaders could and did speak their minds. 

The response which economic and social conditions nurtured 

was in part precipitated by the deployment of the military 

within North Carolina. As in other colonies, there was 

only a small contingent of army personnel in North Carolina 

during the 1760's.3 Their small numbers rendered the army 

inconsequential as an influencing factor in the Stamp Act 

crisis. The colonial militia also had little effect in 

determining the course of the crisis. The royal governor 

commanded the militia; however, the colonists who comprised 

the militia did not always share the opinions of their 

commander. Consequently, the militia was not a totally reliable 

instrument of retaliation. 

More important to the development of the reaction in 

North Carolina was the detachment of the Royal Navy stationed 

at Brunswick. Captains Phipps and Lobb did attempt to enforce 

the Stamp Act in the colony. Only Captain Archibald Kennedy, 
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commander of the Port of New York, went as far or farther to 

uphold Parliament's laws. Phipps, Lobb and Kennedy followed 

a deliberate course to assure the success of the Stamp Act 

in their respective jurisdictions. Phipps reportedly claimed 

the office of stamp distributor for himself after Houston's 

resignation. Lobb seized three ships with the intent to 

prosecute their captains for sailing with unstamped clearances. 

Kennedy sent stamps from New York to Maryland to prevent the 

inhabitants from citing the lack of stamps as an excuse for 

non-compliance; he accepted sole responsibility for the 

closing of the port of New York. Both Lobb and Kennedy were 

faced with a decision as to whether unstamped clearances ap¬ 

proved by customs officials and/or the governor were legal. 

In New York, no one in authority would issue a statement on 

the matter. Kennedy eventually closed the Port of New York, 

but Admiral Colville, his superior, refused to support this 

measure because it was a "shore matter." Lobb refered his 

problem to North Carolina's Attorney General, Robert Jones. 

Jones' answer forthrightly stated the postion that unstamped 

clearances were illegal and the ships liable to prosecution. 

Even with no backing, Kennedy maintained his station until 

ice in the harbor forced him to yield. Lobb gave way to the 

Association of Wilmington even though he had the total 

support of Governor Tryon and subordinate officials.^ The 

presence of the Royal Navy at Brunswick provoked direct 

attacks on the King's authority; the absence of the army and 

a reliable militia insured that there would be no immediate 
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reprisals against the demonstrators. 

As the foregoing cases of Phipps, Lobb, and Kennedy show, 

it was not possible for the Navy alone to enforce the Stamp 

Act; however, the Navy was the only arm of British strength * 

available to undertake the task. The events in North Carolina 

are important because they constituted an open test of the 

questions implicit in the Stamp Act. Although similar issues 

were raised elsewhere, only in North Carolina did colonial 

officials unequivocally uphold the letter of the law, i.e. the 

illegality of unstamped clearances. Lobb's retreat before 

the opposition was an acknowledgement of his inability to 

support Great Britain's position, a refelction of his fear 

for his own safety. 

Many of the same persons who opposed the naval officers 

were also prominent members of North Carolina's Lower House 

of Assembly. The Assembly, however, was closed as a means 

of redressing grievances because Tryon continually prorogued 

it during the period of the crisis. Members were forced to 

act as individuals without .the insulation of an institution 

of government. North Carolina fomented a reaction in which 

civic leaders were constantly visible, the crowd was in¬ 

advertantly incorporated into demonstrations, and the royal 

governor sympathized with the colonists. These circumstances 

effected not only the favorable results of the Stamp Act op¬ 

position, but also its separation from the mainstream of 

events. 

Although in many ways and in comparison to other colonies, 
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North Carolina was somewhat isolated from Great Britain, the 

King was present in North Carolina as he was in every colony 

in the person of the royal governor. The primary responsibility 

of representing the authority of Great Britain’s crown rested 

with the governor alone. His office encompassed two main 

functions: to serve as the guiding head of the local govern¬ 

ment and to form a central link between Great Britain and the 

colonies. Each governor could be classed in at least one of 

the following groups : native Americans, military or naval 

officers, and persons with political connections. Although 

a firsthand knowledge of the colonies could aid a governor, 

such an attachment could also prove harmful as in the case 

of Thomas Hutchinson, Governor of Massachusetts. Hutchinson’s 

presence in Massachusetts’ politics prior to the Stamp Act 

aggravated the opposition’s case against him.^ Tryon, a 

naval officer and a newcomer to the American colonies, had no 

such stigmas placed on him. The Stamp Act crisis occurred 

immediately after his arrival in North Carolina; therefore, 

the colonists could not use the Stamp Act as an excuse to 

attack the governor because of previous grievances. Any 

personal grudges against the royal governor had died with 

Governor Dobbs. Even so, Tryon was unable to squelch the 

opposition to the Stamp Act; however, the absence of a 

direct attack on the royal governor lessened the drama of the 

Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina. 

Tryon was able to block one course theoretically available 

to the opposition by nullifying the effectiveness of the 
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Lower House of Assembly. In many colonies, the Lower House 

took an active role in denouncing the Stamp Act. Since 

the founding of the several colonies, the colonists* under¬ 

standing of the Assembly*s role in government had developed 

beyond that of their fellow countrymen in Great Britain. 

Englishmen saw the provincial assemblies as governmental 

bodies constituted by royal favor and inferior to Parliament. 

Parliament along with the colonial assemblies had the right 

to levy taxes and to pass laws for the colonies. Because 

Parliament enjoyed this privilege, the colonies could still 

share in the rights common to all Englishmen. Conversely, 

many American colonists believed that only their own rep¬ 

resentative assemblies should levy taxes and enact laws. 

The governor’s summoning the Assembly in accordance with his 

instructions was royal acknowledgment of the colonists* 

right to a truly representative assembly. By the 1760*s when 

Parliament was forced to intervene on behalf of royal author¬ 

ity, the provincial assemblies thought of themselves as local 

parliaments with a status parallel to that of the Parliament 

in Great Britain.** 

North Carolina’s political ideology was not as refined as 

that in other colonies; and therefore, Assemblymen acquiesced 

to Tryon*s hold over them. Although members spoke against 

the Stamp Act as individuals, the Assembly itself took no 

official action. Even when called upon to unite with the 

other colonies in a Stamp Act Congress, North Carolinians did 

not respond. Their respect for traditional forms did not 
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allow them to send delegates to such a meeting without the 

approval of the Assembly. There may have been some question 

as to whether the Congress would have admitted delegates 

without credentials; however, New Jersey and Delaware did 

send representatives without the sanction of their Assemblies 

which had also been prorogued.^ North Carolina*s action on 

the matter of the Stamp Act Congress exemplified the limited 

choices they thought available. Because they continued to 

think within the context of thè traditional paradigm, North 

Carolinians were unable to seek innovative solutions. 

The Assembly was not the only means by which a colony 

could voice its opinions in Great Britain. It was a common 

practice for each colony or a group of several colonies to 

be represented in England by an agent. The agent had no 

formal position within the colonial hierarchy, however, he 

proved to be an effective means by which the colonies could 

make their views known. The role of the agents in the Stamp 

Act was minor; North Carolina's agent had no effect whatsoever 

on the outcome. In 1765 and 1766, the colony was without an 

agent. At the time of Tryon's appointment, Peter Cuchet Jouvencal, 

the colony's agent was caught in the middle of the assembly's 

and executive's fight over the perogative of appointing the 

agent. To forestall his anticipated dismissal, Jouvencal put 

himself at Tryon's disposal "...enabling that politician to 

boast: 'I had an agent sealed up in my Pocket."1 When 

Jouvencal's office finally became vacant, Tryon submitted one 

name to fill the office, the Assembly another, and the Council 
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still another. A stalemate resulted and no agent was chosen 

for three years.® It is doubtful that the lack of an agent 

to represent North Carolina affected the passage or repeal of 

the Stamp Act. The agents who were in England had little 

influence over the machinations of Parliament during the 

debates concerning the stamp duties. 

The events and the ideology implicit in the events received 

little consideration from North Carolinians, Of the large 

number of pamphlets which the Stamp Act generated, only one 

was the work of a native North Carolinian, Maurice Moore. 

This dearth of writing reflects the pragmatic tone of the 

crisis in North Carolina. Results were the first concern; 

ideology, a lagging second. Newspapers had no better success 

in North Carolina. During the period of the Stamp Act crisis 

only one newspaper was published in the colony, even though 

several centers of activity were developing. North Carolinians 

needed a spokesman to espouse their views if their endeavors 

were to have had result elsewhere. 

The policies of the governor and the Assembly, the economic 

environment, the positioning of military forces, and the 

ideological framework of the North Carolinians combined to 

direct the course of the Stamp Act crisis in North Carolina. 

The result was a very strong reaction against Parliament’s 

claim to tax the colonists. Ironically, these colonists who 

were able to force open their posts, courts, and newspaper 

attracted little attention outside of the Cape Fear basin and 

did not establish their place in the forefront of intercolonial 
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opposition to Parliamentary taxation. North Carolinians’ 

efforts were so little known that at the time of the Stamp 

Act crisis a merchant in Great Britain noted that: 

as to the former [making restitutions for any 
damage done during any disturbances] I believe 
your Province will be at no trouble about as I Q 
have not heard of any commotions in No. Carolina... . 
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THE STAMPS 

The stamps signifying that a tax had been paid were of 

two kinds: those which were affixed to the document, and 

those embossed into the fiber of the paper or printed in 

ink on paper. The stamps to be attached to the paper were 

embossed on blue paper with a piece of lead or tinfoil about 

3/16 x 5/16 of an inch in the center. The foil carried a 

part of the impression of the embossed stamp. The entire 

stamp was pasted on a piece of parchment. On the back of 

the sheet to which the stamp was attached, was a counter- 

stamp printed in black. The other type was either embossed 

on white paper or printed in black ink on white paper. Those 

printed were for the smaller taxes, a penny and a half penny. 

The exclusive use of embossed or printed stamps would have 

added another grievance to the colonists1 list by providing 

the British Board of Stamp Commissioners with a virtual 

monopoly of the sale of paper in the colonies.^ 
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