Grade 7

Lessons and Skills Correlation for Pre-AP* Texas History
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Grade 7: Texas History
Mirabeau B. Lamar’s Idea of Nationalism and the Republic of Texas
TEKS:

e 7.4 History. The student understands how individuals, events, and issues shaped the history of the

Republic of Texas and early Texas statehood. The student is expected to:

(A) ldentify individuals, events, and issues during the Republic of Texas and early Texas
statehood, including annexation, Sam Houston, Anson Jones, Mirabeau B. Lamar,
problems of the Republic of Texas, the Texas Rangers, the Mexican War, and the Treaty
of Guadalupe-Hidalgo.

e 7.10 Geography. The student understands the effects of the interaction between humans and the
environment in Texas during the 19™ and 20™ centuries. The student is expected to:
(B) Explain ways in which geographic factors have affected the political, economic, and
social development of Texas.

e 7.21 Social studies skills. The student applies critical-thinking skills to organize and use
information acquired from a variety of sources including electronic technology. The student is
expected to:

(B) Analyze information by sequencing, categorizing, identifying cause-and-effect
relationships, comparing, contrasting, finding the main idea, summarizing, making
generalizations and predictions, and drawing inferences and conclusions;

(C) Organize and interpret information from outlines, reports, databases, and visuals including
graphs, charts, timelines, and maps;

(D) Identify points of view from the historical context surrounding an event and the frame of
reference that influenced the participants;

(E) Support a point of view on a social studies issue or event.

e 7.22 Social studies skills. The student communicates in written, oral, and visual forms. The
student is expected to:
(A) Use social studies terminology correctly;
(B) Use standard grammar, spelling, sentence structure, and punctuation; and
(D) Create written, oral, and visual presentations of social studies information.

e 7.23 Social studies skills. The student uses problem-solving and decision-making skills, working

independently and with others, in a variety of settings. The student is expected to:

(A) Use a problem-solving process to identify a problem, gather information, list and
consider options, consider advantages and disadvantages, choose and implement a
solution, and evaluate the effectiveness of the solution; and

(B) Use a decision-making process to identify a situation that requires a decision, gather
information, identify options, predict consequences, and take action to implement a
decision.

Overview:
This lesson provides students with an overview of Mirabeau B. Lamar’s policies of nationalism and his
attempts to establish those theories into the government of the Republic of Texas. Students will analyze



events from Lamar’s term as President of the Republic, study the effects of his ideas and policies, and
determine which, if any, of his policies had lasting effects on Texas.

Objectives:

The class will read various selections related to Lamar’s theories. Working in small groups, they will
analyze teacher-assigned topics from the readings. Groups will be asked to organize the events on the
“Incident Report” form and, when the information has been critiqued by the teacher, transfer it to a large
poster. Using the posters, the groups will report on the “incident” and then display the posters around the
room. Using the information from their readings and from the small group presentations, students will
produce a written essay.

Materials and Resources:
o Textbook

Selected readings

“Incident Report” form

Chart paper

Markers

Procedures (allow 3-4 class periods of 50 minutes each):

1. The teacher will provide definitions of nationalism and patriotism for the students, illustrating the
positive and negative aspects of the theory and examples of events that result in feelings of
nationalism, and lead students in a discussion focused on these issues:

« How has the United States changed in its views of other nations since the events of September 112
» What events in our history may have caused the United States to take a nationalistic view?
» What is the difference between patriotism and nationalism?

2. The teacher provides an organized lecture on Mirabeau B. Lamar, his years as the president of the
Republic of Texas, and his theories about nationalism. (The lecture need not include great detail about
many of the events of this time period and their effects. These will be developed by students in the next
part of this lesson. See Attachment 1).

3. Students are assigned readings from at least two sources regarding Lamar’s nationalism policies and
the effects of these policies on the early Republic of Texas (Attachment 2).

4. Using the readings as a basis, students will work in small groups to review the sources and summarize
an event and its effect on the Republic of Texas. Each group will complete an “Incident Report” for
their assigned topic (See strategies). Teachers will evaluate each group’s report and make corrections
as needed.

5. Students transfer corrected information to a chart page and display around the room. Each group

reports on their findings and ideas. Class discussion should accompany each report.

6. Using the information from their readings and from the small group presentations, students will

produce a written response to the following prompt:

Evaluate Lamar’s nationalistic policies and determine their effects on Texas, then and now.



Events

e Established
Texas Navy in
order to help
Mexican rebels
overthrow the
Mexican
government.
Hoped to
establish a
government in
Mexico more
sympathetic to
Texas interests.

Attachment 1: Lamar’s Nationalism-Graphic Organizer

e Tried to build a
new army with
“better class of
soldiers.”

e Encouraged
elitism.

A 4

Results

Rebels failed to overthrow the
Mexican Government and Mexico
was angered at Texas’ support for
the rebels.

Navy cost lots of money. Budget
overspent by $10 million.

Lamar’s Policy of
Nationalism

A 4

A 4

Not much Army loyalty.

¢ Financed the
Santa Fe
Expedition,
dreamed of
expanding the
Texas border to
the Pacific
Ocean and
becoming a
country of their
own.

A 4

Failed Santa Fe Expedition. Cost
millions and never saw any
benefits. Spent millions of dollars.
Expedition members died or were
imprisoned.

o Attempted to gain
recognition for

Texas as a nation
from other
countries.

e Reversal of
dealings with
Indians. Racist
attitudes about
Indians and
Mexicans.

A 4

France and other European nations
recognize Texas as a sovereign
nation and form trade agreements.

Dealings with Indians proved to be
costly and worsened an already
strained relationship with them.
Resulted in Council Head Fight-
Indians refuse to talk to Texas
government at all.




Attachment 2: Lamar’s lIdea of “Nationalism”

Lamar decided that the Cherokees must leave Texas, where they had resided as long as the Americans
themselves. Whether this policy was wise or not, it was in line with Lamar’s major policy of "laying the
foundations of a great empire.” It was part of his “ambitious nationalism.” Lamar was opposed to the
annexation of Texas to the United States from the beginning. He had dreams of another great independent
republic, side by side with the United States, which ultimately would stretch from the Gulf of Mexico to the
Pacific. He looked forward to the time when both New Mexico and California, which were still parts of
Mexico, would be incorporated in this new republic. The key to Lamar’s whole course as president of the
Republic of Texas lies in this. He did not conceive his task as that of establishing stable and economical
government within the settled sections of Texas. He conceived himself in the role of an empire-builder, and
as laying the foundations of a new nation, which would one day rival the United States in area, population,
and wealth. If history had been different—if Texas had never been annexed to the United States, and if
New Mexico and California had finally been annexed by Texas instead—the people of the nation which
would have resulted would today honor Lamar probably as the greatest man in that nation’s history.
Certainly no other man during this period had such lofty dreams.

Anson Jones, who served in the senate during Lamar’s administration, took the president and his cabinet to
task on the scale of their operations. He told Lamar that it was a great fault to think and act as a great nation
when, in point of fact, Texas was as yet but “a first-rate county.” He pointed out that there were counties in
the United States that were ahead of Texas in wealth and production, and suggested that in following
Lamar’s policy Texas might result in ruin. But this sort of talk could not affect Lamar, who considered such
opinions as “lacking in vision.” The truth is Anson Jones made a lot of sense. Many of the problems facing
the Texas government were not very different from those of a large and populous county. But it was
characteristic of Lamar’s temperament that he was not nearly so much interested in those problems as in the
task of "laying the foundation of a great empire." This is what Anson Jones had to say about Lamar at the
time:

General Lamar may mean well—I am not inclined to challenge his motives—he has fine literary
talents, and is an elegant writer. But his thinking is altogether of a dreamy, poetic nature, a sort of
political poet and crusader, and completely unfit for the duties and the every-day realities of this
position. Texas is too small for a man of such wild, visionary magnificent ambition.

This judgment may have been a little severe. But certainly Lamar’s temperament did not fit him for the
presidency. He saw himself as the leader of a great nation when really Texas was just a struggling infant
republic. There can be no doubt that his views influenced decisions about the Cherokees. Instead of
endeavoring to have an understanding with the Cherokees over their negotiations with the Mexicans and to
establish peace with them, Lamar decided that they must leave Texas. And, in spite of the fact that there
was no money in the Texas treasury, he proposed to pay the Indians for their other losses, if they would
leave the country peaceably.



Lamar’s policies regarding Indians

The Cherokees refused to go. They felt they had a right in the country, and to the lands that they had been
cultivating for years—they were a semi-civilized race, and lived by agriculture and stock raising, rather than
by hunting. They believed they had as good a right in the country as the Americans. So they refused to
comply with Lamar’s proposal. A meeting was called with the Cherokee chiefs and Texas, and the Indians
pretended to agree to leave Texas. They said they would quit the country for a fee, but after the chiefs had
left the place and returned to their villages, it was discovered that this was merely a play for time, and that
the Cherokees were gathering their forces for the purpose of warfare. Chief Bowles, the leading chief of the
Cherokees, was discovered two days after the meeting to be gathering the Indians for a battle. Edward
Burleson and General Rusk lead the Texas militia in a decisive battle against them at a point on the Neches,
near the Indian village, in what is now Cherokee County. The Indians were defeated and Chief Bowles was
killed. The survivors fled from the battlefield and ultimately left the country.

During the next year Lamar turned his attention to the Comanches, who had been committing raids in the
West and carrying off prisoners. On March 19, 1840, the “council house fight” occurred in which twelve
Comanche chiefs were killed at San Antonio. The chiefs had come by appointment to discuss a treaty, and
had been told to bring with them all the prisoners in their possession. Instead of complying they brought
only one prisoner, a little girl, though it was known there were many others. The chiefs were then informed
that they would be held as hostages until the other prisoners were delivered up. One attempted to escape
and, when challenged by a sentry at the door, drew his knife. He was shot down and instantly the other
chiefs drew their knives and began a desperate struggle for their liberty. Efforts to stop them failed, and the
Texans were compelled to use their rifles. All of the twelve chiefs were killed. At the end of the event, the
Texans Killed thirty-five more of the Indians. Seven Americans were killed and eight wounded.

The Comanches then went on the warpath, but in August they were decisively defeated by a force of Texas
regulars under Gen. Felix Huston in a battle at Plum Creek, near Gonzales. In October of the same year, an
expedition under Col. John H. Moore destroyed the main Comanche village on the upper Colorado and
killed more than a hundred warriors. A more or less constant war with the Indians was kept up during the
whole of Lamar’s administration, and when Houston became president again in 1841, a number of Indian
prisoners, mostly women and children, were in the hands of the Texans, while the Indians held several
white prisoners. Houston restored the policy of cooperation without delay, and it proved very successful. It
is probable that Lamar’s aggressive policy contributed to some extent to Houston’s success in keeping the
Indians quiet during his second administration, for the savages were glad to welcome peace. But Lamar’s
policy was very costly and was counted by his critics as among the extravagances of his regime. It has been
pointed out that in the entire five years of his two terms as president, Houston spent only $294,092 in
dealing with the Indians, whereas Lamar’s Indian expenses amounted to more than $2.5 million dollars in
three years. In other words, Lamar spent in three years more than eight times as much as Houston spent in
five.

Lamar moves the seat of government to Austin

Lamar had another idea, in keeping with his “ambitious nationalism,” related to the founding of the town of
Austin and the removal of the seat of government from Houston to that place. The people of Houston, of
course, desired that the temporary location should be made permanent, but every ambitious town in the
Republic, which had any chance at all of capturing the prize, was opposed to this. There was an
overwhelming sentiment, therefore, against leaving the capital at Houston. But there was a decided division
between the “east” and the “west.” Characteristically, Lamar sided with the advocates of a western capital,
for his larger vision of an empire stretching to the Pacific included all of Texas, of course, and he expected
the broad prairies of the west to be settled soon. The permanent capital should be near the center of
population, and in a few years, he said, that center would be in the neighborhood of the then existing



frontier. It was just like Lamar to think chiefly of the future. No one could agree on the location so, it was
decided to build an entirely new town and to locate it on the frontier.

President Lamar promptly appointed Edwin Waller as the agent to establish the town. The site was almost a
complete wilderness, only two families, those of Harrell and Hornshy, residing on the land. There were no
settlements north of it on the Colorado, and the nearest communities to the northeast on the Brazos were
sixty miles away. San Antonio was eighty-four miles to the southwest, with no settlements between, and
there were only a few families on the Colorado between the site and the town of Bastrop. The new capital,
in accordance with the law creating it, was named Austin, in honor of Stephen Fuller Austin, the "father of
Texas," and on the first Monday in November 1839, the fourth congress of the Republic of Texas began its
sessions there. By that time it was a community of about fifteen hundred people.

Critics of Lamar considered the placing of the capital at Austin as another of his sins. But the passing of
time has confirmed his idea, for the only criticism that is likely to be heard today about the location of the
capital is that it is too far east instead of west. Lamar’s habit of looking to the future proved to work in this
instance, in spite of the fact that Houston, during his second term, tried to move the seat of government
back to the town of Houston.

Lamar’s vision for free education and land-ownership for all

Another example of Lamar’s habit of “considering the future” was his insistence upon setting aside part of
the public lands for use in public education. Indeed, in this respect he was far ahead of his contemporaries.
Public free schools did not exist in most of the states of the United States, and in many of them the idea of
education for all children at the expense of the public was regarded as extremely radical. Lamar, who was a
great admirer of Thomas Jefferson, imitated him in his passion for education. He urged Congress, therefore,
to see the importance of education as part of free government, and very wisely set aside public land for
schools as a way to insure that it happened.

Congress was impressed by Lamar’s proposal, and on January 26, 1839, passed a law providing land
should be set aside in each county for the support of primary schools or academies. More land was added
each year and standards were set for teachers. This was the foundation of the school system of Texas.

It was Lamar’s dream that the great nation, which Texas was destined to be in the future, should be
composed of self-reliant, independent and enlightened citizens. On the same day that the bill was passed
appropriating land for education, it was also provided that every immigrant family that arrived during the
next year should be entitled to six hundred and forty acres. Then, in order to ensure every family in the
Republic the possession of a home, Congress passed a Homestead Law. Texas became in a very true sense
a “land of beginning again,” and such measures as the Homestead Law were the natural product of the
spirit that prevailed. Men went to Texas in those days to make a new start in life and many thousands
succeeded in doing this in a marked degree.

New problems arise with Mexico

In Mexico, a group established a republic separate from Mexico and began to interact with Texas. Lamar
saw the border of Texas and Mexico as a considerable coastline to defend. Therefore, he proposed a new
Texas navy. The vessels for the new Texas navy were delivered in 1839, and, when the government of
Yucatan proposed to Lamar a plan of naval cooperation, he consented to the arrangement. The republic
government agreed to supply the money for the support of the Texas navy if it would enlist in a war upon
Mexican vessels and provide adequate protection to Yucatan’s coast. This would relieve the Texas treasury
of a considerable burden, and Lamar regarded it as a favorable arrangement for Texas. It did not turn out to
be so favorable for Texas in the long run. At one time, the Texas navy was almost completely devoted to



the service of Yucatan. The Republic of Yucatan existed for three years, after which it peacefully went
back to being part of Mexico again.

Lamar declined to form an alliance with the “Republic of the Rio Grande” for the reason that he was not
particularly interested in extending the influence of Texas south of that river. But he was very much
interested in extending, not only the influence, but also the actual jurisdiction of the Texan government in
another direction...toward the west. When Lamar became president, however, he took the position that the
government of the Republic of Texas should adopt measures to extend its authority to the upper waters of
the Rio Grande, which would include Santa Fe. This was in keeping with Lamar’s “ambitious nationalism”
and his dream of “an empire extending from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific.” Bills were subsequently
introduced in both houses of Congress, appropriating money for an expedition to establish Texan authority
over the territory. Congress did not approve of the project; however, Lamar continued to believe that it
should be undertaken.

Lamar and the Santa Fe Expedition

Lamar sent a letter to the citizens of Santa Fe asking them to meet in September and to consider
participating with Texas in trade. This letter was inspired by information Lamar had received to the effect
that the people of Santa Fe and adjoining settlements in New Mexico were restless under the rule of the
governor of the territory. Under the federal constitution of the Mexican Republic, New Mexico had been
classed as a “territory,” and was subject directly to the authority of the national government. The governor
of New Mexico was the absolute ruler and the chief beneficiary of the profitable trade, which Santa Fe had
carried on with St. Louis since 1804. The purpose of Lamar’s letter was to plant in the minds of the people
of Santa Fe the idea that should they choose to get rid of this petty tyrant, the Republic of Texas would
support them. However, Lamar received no reply to his letter and, due to legislative opposition, he did not
send the promised commission in September.

But the project of sending an expedition to Santa Fe continued to occupy Lamar’s mind even though many
leaders in Texas disagreed. It took such hold of his imagination that he finally came to the decision to
undertake it without congressional authority. Nor was it just the wish to extend the jurisdiction of the
government that set him on this course. The trade with Santa Fe was considerable and very profitable, and
if it could be diverted to Texas, great economic benefits would be gained. It was true that the region
between the settled portions of Texas and Santa Fe was an unknown wilderness to the Texans, but Lamar
believed that a good route and eventually a military road, might become a great highway of commerce.
Therefore, he began forming plans to send an expedition to Santa Fe.

Lamar’s plan was to send a government commission, consisting of three members, whose duty it would be
to invite the people of Santa Fe to place themselves under the protection of the Texan flag. A military
escort would accompany the commission and a delegation of merchants and traders would be invited to go
along for the purpose of establishing businesses with the people of the town. When his plans were complete
in outline, Lamar announced the appointment of William G. Cooke, R. F. Brenham and Jose Antonio
Navarro as commissioners, and issued an invitation to merchants to join the expedition. He then named
Gen. Hugh McLeod to command the military escort, which should consist of two hundred and seventy
men, and suggested that businessmen and others intending to accompany the expedition should rendezvous
at Austin.

Lamar had little support from the government for this idea and Anson Jones wrote the following letter:

“The Santa Fe expedition was not only unauthorized by Congress, but, in effect, Congress is positively
indifferent. | voted against it on all occasions, and the project received very few votes. The money for its



expenses was made without the authority of law, and made by Lamar alone. Lamar’s ideas can be described
in two lines, as ‘a chase of silly hopes and fears begun in folly, closed in tears.””

Whether the quote by Jones justly characterizes Lamar’s administration or not, it certainly describes the
Santa Fe expedition very well. It was indeed “begun in folly” and “closed in tears.” Here is what he said:

President Lamar and his friends believed that if a strong party of Texans showed themselves in New
Mexico the inhabitants would gladly revolt and put themselves under the protection of the Texan
government. They did not, however, realize that complaining about a governor of their own race and
language was a very different thing from welcoming rulers from another country. So the Texan
expedition made a huge mistake.

Not only was the expedition inadequate in size, but it turned out also to be inadequately equipped for
the hardships of the journey. In fact nobody knew anything about the country in which they were
travelling and had no notion of where they were going. A Mexican who accompanied them had been a
trapper on the headwaters of the Red River, and had been in New Mexico, but he was utterly lost long
before he reached the Mexican settlements.

For about six weeks the journey was pleasant enough, for its course led them into country in which there
was a plentiful supply of game for food, and in which there was an abundance of water and grass for the
horses and cattle. But after that they entered country of a very different character. It was mountainous and
arid, and when the last of the cattle was slaughtered and provisions ran short, the party began to encounter
difficulties. To obtain food in a wilderness for a company of more than three hundred men would have been
no small task under the best conditions. But in a country where there was neither vegetation nor game, and
where even water was extremely scarce, it was practically impossible. Realizing that starvation would soon
be an impending danger if provisions were not obtained, the commissioners decided to send three men
ahead to announce the approach of the expedition and to return with food. The group was forced to eat
snails and lizards, and to make matters worse, many of them were forced to proceed on foot, their horses
having been lost in a stampede. Three weeks of such conditions brought the unhappy pilgrims to near
starvation and, still they had no word from the three men sent ahead. They decided that the best-mounted
men should push on ahead, while the rest established camp and remained in the wilderness until relief
could be sent.

When the three scouts arrived at the Mexican settlements early in September, they were promptly placed
under arrest, in spite of their arguments that the mission was a peaceful one, which claim they supported by
displaying copies of President Lamar’s proclamation, printed in the Spanish language. The governor of
New Mexico set about immediately to alarm the people by circulating the report that the Texans were
coming to conquer the country and that they would kill them all and burn their homes. A condition of
general excitement was created and soon the whole population was ready to join in repelling the
“invaders.” One of the three Texans escaped from his captors with the intention of making his way back to
the main party to warn them of the situation, but he was recaptured and shot.

Eventually the whole company made it to Santa Fe. Most of them were now weakened and starving and
were promptly made prisoners by a superior force of Mexicans. Thus the entire expedition was captured
without the necessity of firing a single shot.

From the moment of their surrender, the prisoners were treated with great cruelty, and the march from San
Miguel to the border of New Mexico at El Paso was one of almost constant torture. Many of the men were
exhausted and found it extremely difficult to keep going. The commander of their guard had no sympathy



for such men, and those who faltered in the march were brutally treated and, in many instances, they were
shot down in their tracks and their bodies left by the wayside. During the three weeks consumed by the
journey to El Paso, the prisoners were in constant fear for their lives. But at the border they were turned
over to troops of the national government, and thenceforth, they were treated more humanely. However, the
journey was a long and hard one. To add to their other miseries smallpox broke out among the prisoners
and a number of them died from this disease. A rather amusing aspect of the journey was the fact that it
soon became evident to the prisoners that they were on exhibition. They were paraded through the principal
streets of every city and town between El Paso and Mexico City, the object being to display before the
gaping crowds this evidence of the great power of Santa Anna’s government. American prisoners provided
a spectacle worth going miles to see. For three months this march was kept up, and finally the survivors of
the expedition, which had left Texas in high spirits eight months before, arrived at the Mexican capital
early in February. There they were thrown into prison.

Some prisoners were freed by diplomatic negotiations, but the affair created great anger in the United
States, and the newspapers printed vivid accounts of the sufferings of the prisoners. The Mexican
government reluctantly released those who could claim the protection of the United States or of European
governments, but the rest were kept confined in military prisons for four months. At the end of that time,
most of the Texans were released.

Lamar’s term ends

President Lamar’s administration came to an end while the Santa Fe prisoners were being marched to
Mexico City. Houston was inaugurated in December 1841, and immediately he announced a complete
reversal of the policies of Lamar. He declared that three-fourths of the money consumed in Indian wars
during Lamar’s administration could have been saved by following a policy of cooperation with respect to
the Indians, and advised the establishment of peace with them as soon as possible. Houston made budget
cuts in the administration of the government, a reduction of the number of officers, and the adoption of a
pay-as-you-go policy. And while admitting that it would be futile to renew efforts to establish peace with
Mexico, he recommended that no hostile moves should be made and that steps be taken to establish trade
with the Mexicans on the border. Houston, however, was destined to reap what Lamar had sown.



Immigration to Texas
TEKS:
e 7.8 Geography. The student uses geographic tools to collect, analyze, and interpret data.

e 7.11 Geography. The student understands the characteristics, distribution, and migration of
population in Texas in the 19th and 20th centuries. The student is expected to:
(A) Analyze why immigrant groups came to Texas and where they settled;
(B) Analyze how immigration and migration to Texas in the 19th and 20th centuries have
influenced Texas; and
(C) Analyze the effects of the changing population distribution in Texas during the 20th
century.
e  7.19 Culture. The student understands the concept of diversity within unity in Texas.The student is
expected to:
(A) Explain how the diversity of Texas is reflected in a variety of cultural activities,
celebrations, and performances; and
(B) Describe how people from selected racial, ethnic, and religious groups attempt to
maintain their cultural heritage while adapting to the larger Texas culture.

e 7.21 Social studies skills. The student applies critical-thinking skills to organize and use
information acquired from a variety of sources including electronic technology. The student
is expected to:

(B) Analyze information by sequencing, categorizing, identifying cause-and-effect
relationships, comparing, contrasting, finding the main idea, summarizing, making
generalizations and predictions, and drawing inferences and conclusions;

(C) Organize and interpret information from outlines, reports, databases, and visuals,
including graphs, charts, timelines, and maps; and

(D) Identify points of view from the historical context surrounding an event and the frame of
reference that influenced the participants.

e 7.22 Social studies skills. The student communicates in written, oral, and visual forms. The
student is expected to:
(A) Use social studies terminology correctly;
(B) Use standard grammar, spelling, sentence structure, and punctuation; and (D) create
written, oral, and visual presentations of social studies information.

Objectives:
e Consider the definition of culture and reflect on what this means to earlier and later generations.
o Explore the reasons behind various groups coming to Texas and the difficulties immigrants faced.
e Examine an immigrant group and their contributions to Texas.
o Write a reflective essay using notes completed during class, as well as their own personal
experiences with cultural heritage and ethnicity.

Materials and Resources:
¢ Reading selections from textbooks
o Butcher paper or chart paper and markers
¢ Readings about various immigrant groups



Procedures:

1. Students respond to the following prompt by writing a short paragraph: “What is culture? How does your
cultural heritage define who you are? Consider these: language, religion, value systems, peer groups,
ideas, beliefs, customs, institutions, tools, techniques, works of art, and ceremonies. How do these factors
in your life differ from those of your parents, grandparents, or great-grandparents?” After a few minutes,
allow students to share their responses.

2. Teacher defines the following vocabulary for students: emigrate, immigrate, culture, ethnic, assimilate,
Utopia
Following a discussion of the vocabulary, the teacher explains that the immigrants who founded La
Reunion in 1855 within the present day city limits of Dallas, Texas, hoped to form a perfect, or utopian
society. The French and Belgian immigrants believed La Reunion could be a “perfect” society, one of
equality and liberty and a thousand years of peace, where each person would do their share and be equal
in the society.

3. Assign each group an immigrant group to investigate: Swiss, German, French, Polish, Irish, Hungarians
and Czechs, Norwegians and Swedes, and Mexicans. They should use the PRTR (see Strategies)
technique to learn about each cultural group. The following sites have in-depth readings about each
immigrant group.

*Texas Almanac Online
*Handbook of Texas Online

4. Use the textbook and selected readings about each immigrant group. Students complete a mapshot (see
Strategies) of Europe, identifying the countries from which each group immigrated. Complete a SPEC
organizer (see Strategies). Teacher may wish to modify the questions to fit the content. SPEC questions
for this lesson are listed below.

5. Transfer the information from small group SPEC sheets to a large sheet that whole class can see. (See
example below.) Students take notes on their own organizers.

Immigrants Social Political Economic Cultural

Swiss

German

French

Polish

Irish

Hungarians and
Czechs

Norwegians and
Swedes

Mexicans

6. Teacher asks the following questions, asking students to refer to their notes and charts:
« What were the main reasons that Europeans immigrated to Texas during the 1800s?
« Which groups were probably most successful when they settled in Texas? Why?
« What made Texas a good place to settle?
« What are some of the lasting contributions of these immigrant groups?



7. Students write an essay reflecting on their notes, discussions, and readings:
“Select any two immigrant groups to compare. What are the lasting contributions of each group?”
8. Assess the essays using a rubric.



Revolution — Take A Stand!

TEKS:
e 7.1 History. The student understands traditional historical points of reference in Texas history. The
student is expected to:
(A) Identify the major eras in Texas history and describe their defining characteristics;
(B) Apply absolute and relative chronology through the sequencing of significant individuals,
events, and time periods.

e 7.2 History. The student understands how individuals, events, and issues prior to the Texas
Revolution shaped the history of Texas. The student is expected to:
(D) Identify the impact of the Mexican federal Constitution of 1824 on events in Texas; and
(E) Trace the development of events that led to the Texas Revolution, including the Law of
April 6, 1830, the Turtle Bayou Resolutions, and the arrest of Stephen F. Austin.

e 7.3 History. The student understands how individuals, events, and issues related to the Texas
Revolution shaped the history of Texas. The student is expected to:
(B) Explain the issues surrounding significant events of the Texas Revolution, including the
battle of Gonzales, the siege of the Alamo, the convention of 1836, Fannin’s surrender at
Goliad, and the battle of San Jacinto.

e 7.21 Social studies skills. The student applies critical-thinking skills to organize and use
information acquired from a variety of sources including electronic technology. The student is
expected to:

(B) Analyze information by sequencing, categorizing, identifying cause-and-effect
relationships, comparing, contrasting, finding the main idea, summarizing, making
generalizations and predictions, and drawing inferences and conclusions;

(D) Identify points of view from the historical context surrounding an event and the frame of
reference that influenced the participants; and

(E) Support a point of view on a social studies issue or event.

e 7.22 Social studies skills. The student communicates in written, oral, and visual forms. The
student is expected to:
(A) Use social studies terminology correctly;
(B) Use standard grammar, spelling, sentence structure, and punctuation; and
(D) Create written, oral, and visual presentations of social studies information.

Objectives:
o Create a storyboard for both the American and Texas Revolutions.
¢ Note the similarities and differences between events that eventually led to conflict in each case.
e Engage in dialogue and justify ideas based on interpretation of events that led to war.
o Compose a written response related to revolution.

Materials and Resources:
o Textbook
o Butcher paper and markers
e Storyboard template



Procedures (allow approximately 3 class periods):
1. Teacher introduces the lesson. Ask: What does it mean to “revolt?” What are some of the reasons
for revolt? What are the effects of revolution on each entity?
2. Activity: Students work in groups of four, with each group having a large piece of paper and a
marker. Half of the groups have an index card with the following on it:

Your group represents a group of citizens who have been living in a country governed by a foreign
power. A series of events has shown you and other citizens that there must be a revolution against
the foreign power. What types of events would lead you to such a decision? How would you
convince others to follow you in this revolution?

The other groups have an index card with the following instructions written on it:

You represent a group of citizens from the foreign country. Your government has been waged war
upon by another group of citizens in your country. What actions must you take? How will you
justify war? How will you convince others that the revolution must be squelched?

Allow groups about fifteen minutes to respond to their instructions. Groups should hang their
posters around the room and present their posters to the class in order to compare and contrast
responses. Then, ask students to consider whether their reasons for the revolution were based on
morality or practicality. Students should give examples (and explain their reasons) for actions they
consider moral, actions they consider immoral, and actions they consider to be practical and most

likely to be effective.

Record each list on the board and encourage students to draw conclusions about the reasons for a

revolution.

3. The teacher introduces the following information for students to create a chart comparing and
contrasting the American and the Texas revolutions.

Similarities Between the American and Texas Revolutions

American Revolution

Texas Revolution

GB originally left colonists alone

Mexico originally left the settlers alone

Colonists began to develop the colonies largely on
their own

Texans largely on their own

Ruled by government long distance away

Ruled by government long distance away

GB feared losing control over the colonies and
cracked down

Mexico feared losing control over Texas and
cracked down

Goals of the colonists changed over time

Goals of the settlers changed over time

King George I11 denied the colonists their rights

Santa Anna denied the settlers their rights by
ignoring the Mexican constitution

Aid from other countries

Aid from U.S.

Both able to defeat larger trained armies

Both able to defeat larger trained armies




Differences Between the American and Texas Revolutions

American Revolution

Texas Revolution

Took 6 years

Took 7 months

Many battles

Fewer battles

Shared same language and culture

Differences in language and culture

Economically important to have the colonies

Mexicans transferred their resentment of the U.S. to
the Texans

4. Using the timelines (Attachment 1), students create a storyboard for each revolution.
5. Teacher leads a Socratic Seminar (see Strategies) in which students use the storyboards they have
constructed to answer the following questions:

e What are the similarities and differences between the American and Texas Revolutions?
o Who were the major players in each revolution?
e What were the “ingredients”(e.g., loss of rights, cultural differences, economics, power

struggles) that led to each revolution?

e Were the events based on moral issues or practical issues?

e \Was revolution necessary in each case?
e What was the result of each revolution?

e What were the social, political, and economic effects of each revolution?
e Why is it important for us to study revolution?
6. Students write essay response to the prompt: Why is it important to study revolutions?

Evaluation/Assessment:

Students will be evaluated based on contribution to the storyboard activity,
1. Participation in class discussion, and completion of the writing assignment.




Attachment 1: Texas Timeline

1821-1836
1821 Stephen F. Austin receives permission to bring colonists from the U.S. into Mexico.
December 1821 The first Anglo colonists begin to arrive in Texas, settling primarily in the Brazos
River area.
Mid 1824 The Constitution of 1824 gives Mexico a republican form of government but does
not define the rights of state within the republic (such as Texas).
April 6, 1830 Mexico forbids further emigration into Texas by settlers from the U.S.

June 13, 1832

Turtle Bayou Resolutions, documents leading to the revolution of 1836, are
adopted.

June 26, 1832

The Battle of Velasco results in the first casualties in Texas’ relations with Mexico.

1832 The Convention of 1832 in Texas is triggered by growing dissatisfaction by Texas
settlers against the policies of the Mexican government.

April 1, 1833 Following a series of revolutions, Santa Anna is elected president of Mexico and
starts centralizing the Mexican government.

1833 The Convention of 1833 in Texas is called to re-address several unresolved issues

from the 1832 Convention and to gain support of the Tejanos, native Texans.

October 2, 1835

The Battle of Gonzales. The first battle of the Texas Revolution begins when Santa
Anna sends a detachment of Mexican Calvary to retrieve a cannon. Texans drive
them back using the cannon. The battle flag used by the Texans features a picture of
a cannon and the written dare "come and take it."

October 9, 1835

The Goliad Campaign of 1835 ends when 49 Texans, including George
Collingsworth and Ben Milam, storm the presidio at Goliad.

October 28, 1835

Commander Stephen F. Austin, James Fannin, Jim Bowie, and 90 Texans defeat
400 Mexicans at the Battle of Concepcion, near San Antonio. Only 1 Texan dies in
the battle, compared to 60 Mexican soldiers.

November 26, 1835

The Grass Fight near San Antonio is won by the Texans under Jim Bowie and Ed
Burleson.

December 9, 1835

Mexicans surrender San Antonio to the Texans following the Siege of Bexar.

March 2, 1836

The Texas Declaration of Independence is adopted in Washington, Texas, by
members of the Convention of 1836. A constitution is drafted and an ad interim
government is formed for the newly created Republic of Texas.

March 6, 1836

Texans under Colonel William Barret Travis are defeated by the Mexican army
after a thirteen-day siege at the Battle of the Alamo in San Antonio. The Runaway
Scrape begins.

March 10, 1836

Sam Houston abandons Gonzales and retreats from the invading Mexican Army.

March 27, 1836

The Goliad Massacre. James Fannin and nearly 400 Texans are executed by the
Mexicans acting under orders from Santa Anna.

April 21, 1836 Sam Houston leads Texans and defeats Santa Anna at the Battle of San Jacinto.
Independence is won in Texas' most decisive battle.
May 14, 1836 Santa Anna and President David Burner sign the Treaty of Velasco, officially

ending the war.




Attachment 1: American Revolution Timeline
1760-1783

1760

King George Il ascends to the throne of England.

1763

Treaty signed between England and France ending the French and Indian War.
Canada and the continent east of the Mississippi River added to Great Britain's
growing empire.

1765

Parliament passes the Stamp Act as a means to pay for British troops on the
American frontier. Colonists violently protest the measure.

1766

March 18-Stamp Act repealed, but on the same day parliament passes the
Declaratory Act asserting its right to make laws binding on the colonies.

1768

October. British troops arrive in Boston to enforce customs laws.

1770

March—Four workers shot by British troops stationed in Boston. Patriots label the
killings "The Boston Massacre."

1773

December—Massachusetts patriots dressed as Mohawk Indians protest the
British Tea Act by dumping crates of tea into Boston Harbor.

1774

January-The Privy Council reprimands Benjamin Franklin in London for leaking
letters damaging to the Royal Governor of Massachusetts. September—First
Continental Congress convenes in Philadelphia. April-Shots fired at Lexington and
Concord. "Minute Men" force British troops back to Boston. George Washington
takes command of the Continental Army.

1776

January—Thomas Paine's Common Sense published. Becomes an instant best seller
and pushes the colonies closer to independence. July 4-Thomas Jefferson's
Declaration of Independence ratified by the Congress. July—A huge British force
arrives in New York Harbor bent on crushing the rebellion. August—Continental
Army routed at Long Island, New York. December 26-Washington crosses the
Delaware River and captures a Hessian force at Trenton, New Jersey. December—In
desperate need of financing and arms, Congress sends Benjamin Franklin to France
to urge the French to ally with America.

1777

July—A British force led by John Burgoyne takes Fort Ticonderoga in a devastating
loss to the Americans. The Marquis de Lafayette arrives in America.

Washington defeated at Brandywine (September 11) and Germantown (October 4).
Philadelphia is lost to the British. October 17-Americans capture Burgoyne and his
army at Saratoga.

1778

February—France signs a treaty of alliance with the United States and the American
Revolution becomes a world war.

1780

British attack Charleston, South Carolina. City falls in May 1780. In 1781,
Americans "lose" series of engagements in the South but exact a heavy toll on the
British army. African-American Elizabeth Freeman sues for her freedom in
Massachusetts. Her victory prohibits slavery in that state. October 19—-A miraculous
convergence of American and French forces traps Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown,
Virginia. He surrenders his British army.

1783

September—A peace treaty is signed between Great Britain and the United States

See http://www.pbs.org/ktca/liberty/chronicle.html




