


NEW JERSEY IN THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION

1. The date is misprinted as 1764 in NJA.

2. The journals of the New Jersey assembly make no mention of either the
presentation or consideration of the Bay Colony’s proposal.

3. It would appear that the assemblymen regarded the Sugar Act of 1764,
rather than the Stamp Act, as the primary concern of the Massachusetts legis-
lature; clearly the former statute would have a greater impact on mercantile
New England than on agrarian New Jersey.

4. A year later, on June 27, 1766, the assembly took exception to Odgen’s
account, arguing that because the circular letter was presented after some
members had gone home it was not considered by a “full house.” Moreover, the
legislators charged that Ogden had at first “agreed to send, nay urged, that
Members should be sent to the intended Congress, but changed his Opinion
upon some Advice that was given to him” and declared that “this sudden
Change of Opinion, displeased many of the House.” Hinting at collusion between
Governor William Franklin and the Speaker, the assemblymen denied that the
Massachusetts message had been given “deliberate Consideration” or that they
had “unanimously” declined participation in the Congress. Votes and Proceed-
ings, June 11-28, 1766 (Woodbridge, 1766), p. 49. However, Jacob Spicer,
veteran assemblyman from Cape May, explained the refusal of the house to
send delegates to New York by the “expectation” that Great Britain would
“find her Trade Cramped” as a result of the “restraint and duties” laid on the
colonies and that “her own {nterest might incline her to mediate a reformation.”
Spicer is saying what was said in document two —that the commercial colonies
would be most affected and that their response would induce Britain to rescind
or modify the measure. (Spicer to William Bayard, July 2, 1765, Letter Book,
Spicer Papers, New Jersey Historical Society.)

4 “‘Caesariensis” on Stamp Collectors and the
Stamp Act Congress

[New-York Gazette; or, the Weekly Post-Boy, September 12, 1765.]

Throughout August and September the men assigned to the crucial
office of stamp distributor for the various colonies succumbed to public pressure
and resigned. On September 2, Philadelphian William Coxe, who owed his
appointment as stamp distributor for New Jersey to the influence of Governor
William Franklin and his famous father Benjamin Franklin, quit his post. It is
unlikely that “Caesariensis” knew of the resignation when he penned his letter;
most likely his commentary was intended, directly or indirectly, to effect Coxe’s
removal. While most Jerseymen shared his opposition to the Stamp Act, few
people would have seconded the writer’'s radical assertions that Parliament
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