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Lesson Summary:  Class will read three short biographies of American Revolution participants and discuss whether they were patriots, rebels, or traitors, and how perceptions affect our decision making. 


Objectives:  Assess how personal and group experiences influence people's perceptions and judgement of events 
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Key Terms:

patriot - One who loves, supports, and defends one's country          
rebel - A person who rises in armed resistance against an established government or ruler      

traitor - A person who betrays a friend, country, principle, etc.



treason - (as defined in Constitution) levying war against country, or in adhering to their enemies,  giving them aid or comfort. (as defined in other nations) The crime of betraying one's country, esp. by  attempting to kill the sovereign or overthrow the government
Historical Background for the Teachers:


The American Revolution was, in effect, a civil war - British subjects against British subjects.  Labels have been put upon several people or classes of people in that war, depending on their support or lack of support for the American cause.  Roughly a third (not a majority) of Americans backed the independence movement, and about the same amount stood for the mother country.  The remainder of the population supported neither side or switched sides, depending on whose favor they wanted to keep in the moment.  Nor were the peoples of the British Isles in one accord, with many (including some members of Parliament) in sympathy with the colonists' desire to be free from British rule.


Patriots, in some American and British eyes, were mere rebels, not to be negotiated with, but to be put down with all means necessary.  Loyalists to the British cause could be seen by those wanting independence as traitors, and on and on.  Depending on one's leanings, these labels could apply interchangeably to each individual.


 This lesson aims to explore the perceptions leading to those labels, using three men from the Revolution, but could lead to discussions regarding present-day labels (e.g. Was John Walker Lindh, the American captured in a raid on al queda in Afghanistan, a traitor to America, or a patriot for his religion?  Are Libyan rebels patriots or traitors?)  


 This lesson also should explore the Constitution's definition of treason, versus the old definition, and why the framers created a specific definition for treason.

Anticipatory Set:


Write on board:  Define traitor, rebel, and patriot.  Which would you rather be?  Why?  

 Discuss definitions and answers to questions.  Then ask, "Is it possible to be all three?"  Discuss.  

 Hand out part one bios for students to read at home.  

Ask them to try to decide for next class whether  these three men were patriots, rebels, or traitors.

Do Now Activity: 


Tell the class the story attached about the blind men and the elephant.  Discuss why each  man had a different description of an elephant. Direct the discussion toward perceptions of people, and the labels we put on them.


Procedures:


(1.) Group students in three on class following homework assignment. Going clockwise, have each student say to their group, "I think (bio #1) was a (patriot, rebel, traitor) because I read that he...".  Proceed to bio #2 and #3 in same manner. No discussions, just listening to each speaker.


(2.)  Without breaking groups have a general discussion on each bio to get students' opinions.


(3.) Assign each group just one bio now, and hand out part two of each bio to the respective groups.  Have students read part two, and have a quick discussion as to whether or not their opinions have changed.



(4.) Come together as large group.  Get feedback on each bio now and discuss how opinions may have changed based on new perceptions.  Also discuss what they think the enemy may have thought of these three men, and what criteria we use to label people

Homework:


On day before class discussions of the three bios, hand out the attached stories (part one only), and ask students to read about each person.  Tell them the object is not to find out who they were, but to try and decide whether to label them patriot, rebel, or traitor.  Tell them to base their decisions on what they read, not how they feel, and be prepared to give an example from their reading that helped them make their decision.

Assessment:


Informal assessment.  Base it on discussions and teacher led questions.  Take note of confused discussions or questions from students, and correct as class progresses.
Extension:


 Have class research these historical traitors in the past, and discuss why they were labeled as such.  Refer to the Constitution's definition of treason, and how it would have applied to each individual, if they had been Americans.  (Axis Sally, John Brown, Aaron Burr, John Walker Lindh, Lord Haw Haw, Timothy McVay, Vidkun Quisling, , Tokyo Rose, others of your choice
Resources: 


http://www.k4care.net/index.php?id=44. "The Elephant and the blind Men". K4Care. 6-25-11
 
http://www.his.jrshelby.com/kimocowp/morgan.htm. "Daniel Morgan." BATTLES AT KINGS MOUNTAIN & COWPENS.  by Janie Cheaney. 1998


http://sc94.ameslab.gov/TOUR/gwash.html."George Washington." Supercomputing 94 . 1994.

            http://www.ushistory.org/valleyforge/served/arnold.html. "Who Served Here?  Benedict Arnold". Historic Valley Forge. 2011

Author of Lesson: Rocky Biggers

The Elephant and the blind Men


Once an elephant came to a small town.  People had read and heard of elephants but no one in the town had ever seen one.  Thus, a huge crowd gathered around the elephant, and it was an occasion for great fun, especially for the children.  Five blind men also lived in that town, and consequently,  they also heard about the elephant.  They had never seen an elephant before, and were eager to find out about elephant. 


Then, someone suggested that they could go and feel the elephant with their hands.  They could then get an idea of what an  elephant looked like. The five blind men went to the center of the town where all the people made room for them to touch  the elephant. 


Later on, they sat down and began to discuss their experiences.  One blind man, who had touched the trunk of the elephant, said that the elephant must be like a thick tree branch.  Another who touched the tail said the elephant probably looked like a snake or rope.  The third man, who  touched the leg, said the shape of the elephant must be like a pillar.  The fourth man, who touched the ear, said that the elephant must be like a huge fan; while the fifth, who touched  the side, said it must be like a wall. 


They sat for hours and  argued, each one was sure that his view was correct.  Obviously, they were all correct from their own point of view, but no one was quite willing to listen to the others.  Finally, they decided to go to the wise man of the village and ask him who was correct.  The wise man said, “Each one of you is correct; and each one of you is wrong.   Because each one of you had only touched a part of the elephant’s body.  Thus you only have a partial view of the animal.  If you put your partial views together, you will get an idea of what an elephant looks like.” 


The moral of the story is that each one of us sees things exclusively within one’s point of view.  We should also try to understand other people’s points of view.  This will enable us to get a proper perspective on different situations and events. 

Biography #1 Part One


Born in Westmoreland County, Va., in 1732, he was the son of prosperous Virginians of English descent. He spent his early years on the family estate along the Potomac River. His early education included the study of such subjects as mathematics, surveying, the classics, and "rules of civility." His father died in 1743, and soon thereafter he went to live with his half brother Lawrence at Lawrence's plantation on the Potomac. Lawrence, who became something of a substitute father for his brother, had married into the Fairfax family, prominent and influential Virginians who helped launch our man’s career. An early ambition to go to sea for the British navy had been effectively discouraged by his mother; instead, he turned to surveying, and was appointed surveyor for Culpeper County. Lawrence died in 1752, and our man ultimately inherited the plantation. 


By 1753 the growing rivalry between the British and French over control of the Ohio Valley, soon to erupt into the French and Indian War (1754-63), created new opportunities for the ambitious young man. By 1754, he was in the Virginia militia, serving under a British commander against the French. He volunteered to join a British general on an expedition against the French. Our soldier, although seriously ill, saved many of the British troops in a losing battle.. He was promoted to colonel and appointed commander in chief of the Virginia militia, with responsibility for defending the frontier. In 1758 he took an active part in British Gen. John Forbes's successful campaign against Fort Duquesne. 

Biography #2 Part One


Soldier #2  was of a family that included an early governor of Rhode Island. The family fortunes were well for a while, however some poor business deals caused some financial problems for the family.  With the lack of the structure of the school regime, and lax parental control, he was often in trouble. His mother finally found help in the form of family: cousins who took him in as an apprentice to their large and successful apothecary (pharmacy) business. He left his apprenticeship a couple of times to join the British army for periods of time during the French and Indian War, but remained in the employ of his cousins. Later, he opened his own apothecary. His business dealings drifted into smuggling...in contempt of the customs laws of the British Crown.


 When the word spread of the Battles of Lexington and Concord, he marched off to the action. He requested permission of the Massachusetts Committee of Safety to capture a British fort.  Permission was granted, but his unit had to join with another out of Vermont, and this group took over the expedition.  They virtually ignored him and his men, and teased them.  His experiences in the North were not very happy ones, and while his own behavior was not exemplary in any fashion, he still had the right to feel angry over the his treatment by the other men. 


An invasion of Canada was proposed, and George Washington proposed our man lead the invasion. Washington had placed a great deal of trust in him. However, the weather conditions would present a problem for him and his men. Snow, rain, mud, hunger were just some of the conditions the troops had to endure while pressing on to Quebec. He was wounded with a bullet in his leg. The expedition failed. 


He later saw a number of junior officers receive promotions to Brigadier General above him, leaving him behind. Although Washington backed him, he was still overlooked for promotions. Returning to the war after he recovered from his wounds, Arnold found himself under the leadership of General Gates, trying to stop a British invasion from Canada.. It wasn't too long before the two men found a difference of opinion in how to fight the battle when the Battle of Saratoga began. Gates pulled him from the battle for arguing, but he raced his horse onto the battlefield and helped the Americans win.  However, General Gates got the credit for winning the battle, since he was the senior officer.

Biography #3 Part One


Almost nothing is known of Soldier #3's  life before 1753.  He was born of Welsh immigrant parents in 1735 (or 1736) in  New Jersey . His father was probably a landless farm laborer and the two of them didn't get along. Though he would find himself in debt more than once during his life, he saved enough money to buy his own wagon and team and set up as an independent wagoner by the age of 19. There was plenty of work to be had hauling farm produce from the backwoods and over the mountains. 


War between the British and French on the frontier meant even more work for him, so he hired himself out hauling supplies for the British army. He was in the wagon train when General Braddock's army was attacked and almost wiped out by a French and Indian coalition; instead of supplies, Morgan found himself hauling wounded soldiers. At some point during that same year, 1754, he got into an altercation with a British officer which ended with a solid fist landed on the redcoat's soft body. This act of defiance led to swift military justice and a sentence of 500 lashes on the bare back.  The experience left his back a mass of bone and hamburger. On one occasion he was ambushed and chased by Indians for several miles, after taking a bullet through the mouth that knocked out several of his teeth and left a deep cleft on his left cheek. 


After the war he was often on the wrong side of the law during this time and appeared in court more than once on such charges as arson, horse stealing, assault and battery, and resisting arrest. One wonders if there was a charge of gunpowder in him that had to be worked out, for as time went on he showed more of his responsible side. 


When, in 1775, the first Continental Congress authorized the muster of two companies of riflemen from Virginia, Captain Morgan was the unanimous choice of his county to raise and lead one of them. The American rifle, a frontiersman's weapon, was scarcely known in New England and Morgan's company caused quite a stir. They helped create a fear of rifle companies among the British, who suffered most from the weapon's range and accuracy. 


 Ordinary soldiers tended to work a little harder and push themselves a little farther when Morgan was leading them. 

During the invasion of Quebec , he refused to give up--backed up against a wall in a one-man defense, he dared the British to come on. Finally, under the urging of his own men, he handed over his sword to a priest in the crowd. Morgan returned to Washington's army covered with glory, and almost immediately floundered in army politics. He felt that his accomplishments had earned him a promotion and a larger command; a special brigade of light infantry was then forming, and he wanted it. Jealousy and rivalry among the colonies prompted Congress to offer the command to Anthony Wayne, a Pennsylvanian. He later went on to help win the Battle of Saratoga, but General Gates got all the credit.


Deeply offended, he slung his rifle over his shoulder and returned home on indefinite furlough. Touchiness was one of his faults, but he benefited from the rest. The rigors of the Quebec campaign had caught up with him, in the racking pains and tortures of rheumatism.  Morgan would never again be free of back problems. Though physically removed from the war he kept in touch through correspondence with his many friends, including General Horatio Gates, a near neighbor. When Gates was appointed to command the army of the South, he urged Morgan to join him as combat commander.

Biography #1 Part Two

With the support of an ever-growing circle of influential friends, Soldier #1 entered politics.  In January, 1759 he married a wealthy and attractive young widow with two small children. He became a leader in Virginia's opposition to Great Britain's colonial policies. At first he hoped for reconciliation with Britain, although some British policies had touched him personally. Discrimination against colonial military officers had rankled deeply, and British land policies and restrictions on western expansion after 1763 had seriously hindered his plans for western land speculation.  In June, 1775 he was Congress's unanimous choice as commander in chief of the Continental forces. 


George Washington took command of the troops surrounding British-occupied Boston on July 3, 1775. A man of unquestioned integrity, he began by accepting the advice of more experienced officers such as Gates and Charles Lee, but he quickly learned to trust his own judgment. Gradually, however, he developed what was perhaps his greatest strength in a society suspicious of the military--his ability to deal effectively with civil authority. Whatever his private opinions, his relations with Congress and with the state governments were exemplary--despite the fact that his wartime powers sometimes amounted to dictatorial authority. On the battlefield Washington relied on a policy of trial and error, eventually becoming a master of improvisation. He learned to use the short-term militia skillfully and to combine green troops with veterans to produce an efficient fighting force. 

Biography #2 Part Two.


During the Battle of Saratoga, Soldier #2 was again wounded in the same leg, and he was forced to recover from his wounds in Philadelphia, where he met Peggy Shippen, and he married her (Peggy was eighteen and he was thirty-eight when they married). 


His marriage into the Shippen family brought him social status, however, it was something he really could not afford. The couple lived well beyond their means, and as a result, He entered into some shady business dealings, including shipping, real estate speculation and authorizing the use of government supplies for his own personal needs. 


By May of 1779, Benedict Arnold had begun bargaining with the British. He probably felt unappreciated by his country and those he fought with, even sacrificing his own leg for the cause. His pride was most likely the biggest piece of his life that was damaged — humiliation was always an affront Arnold could never take. Money, of course, played a big part. He was offered in excess of 10,000 pounds and a commission in the British military. It is also known that his new wife had been a friend to British officers during the their occupation of Philadelphia.


Benedict Arnold tried to turn Ft. West Point over to the enemy, but the scheme was foiled.  He escaped and went over to the British army for the rest of the war.
Biography #3 Part Two


Because of his back injury, Daniel Morgan was in no condition to help the South at first; only after Gates had lost an entire army to the British at Camden, S.C. did Morgan pull himself together and head south. The Continental Congress had by now seen the error of its ways and promoted him to Brigadier General. When he arrived at headquarters in Charlotte, there was but little to command. General Nathanael Greene arrived early in December to take over from Gates. 


 Greene himself retreated with the sick, halt and lame, while Daniel Morgan took command of the more able-bodied men--about 600, and marched them westward.


His orders were to keep his own little army together, draw into his force any scattered militia units that might be attracted to him, and stand ready to meet any British threat. British Colonel Banastre Tarleton was chasing him with the body of Tory cutthroats known as the British Legion, along with two regiments of British regulars. Tarleton had the most terrible reputation of any British commander in the entire war: no one moved faster or struck harder, and on more than one occasion he was known to have cut down American troops even after they had surrendered. 


Morgan had not much confidence in his men. The core of his little army was the Maryland and Delaware regiment, seasoned soldiers, who had proved their worth over and over again. But the militia groups who were joining them were just the opposite --they were known to turn tail and run in the face of well-trained British bayonets. Their numbers brought his total up to around 1000, but the worth of a militiaman, in Morgan's view, was only half a trained soldier's. 


The night before he expected Tarleton to attack, Morgan went the rounds of the camp and made pep talks around the cooking fires, explaining carefully to the militiamen what he expected them to do and, for good measure, displaying the scars on his back. He claimed that the British drummer who laid those stripes on him had miscounted; instead of 500, he'd only received 499. So King George owed him one, but Morgan anticipated cracking his own whip in the morning. He jollied, exhorted, and praised his men throughout the night; seldom in history have troops been better prepared for an anticipated action. 


The Battle of Cowpens is regarded as the tactical masterpiece of the Revolution--the plan was perfectly adapted for the men and terrain, the coordinating units worked beautifully together, and at a critical point when the outcome was iffy, luck or Providence stepped in. Morgan made it look like his untrained militia was retreating, only to lure the overconfident Tarleton into a trap sprung by the experienced men who his behind a hill.   Then he closed the trap with his cavalry charge. Tarleton tried to save his artillery, but was too late even for that; he escaped with only about fifty troopers and a broken reputation. The entire action had taken about an hour.


