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Errata. 

Appendix A. The following persons are placed out of alpha­

betical order: 

Nathan Aldis, p.417; 

Samuel H. Sparhawk, p.440i 

Archibald Auchinloss, p.445i 

Thomas Baird Jr., p.445. 

Page 488, note 13. PAH 7 (1973), pp.283-324 should read: 

in Perspectives on Early American History 

edited by Alden T. Vaughan and George A. Billias 

(New York, 1973), pp.283-324. 



LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS USED IN THE NOTES AND APPENDICES. 

AAS 

AHR 

BC 

BEP 

BGCJ 

BPBA 

BPL 

BTR 

BWNL 

Coll.MHS 

EG 

House Journals 

JAH 

JAS 

JIH 

JSH 

MA 

Massachusetts Loyalist 
Claimants 

MG 

MGBNL 

MGBPA 

American Antiquarian Society, Worcester, 
Mass. 

American Historical Review 

The Boston Chronicle 

The Boston Evening Post 

The Boston Gazette and Country Journal 

The Boston Post-Boy and Advertiser 

Boston Public Library 

Reports of the Record Commissioners 
of the City of Boston, 38 vols (Boston, 
1876-1909), vols. XVI and XVIII 

The Boston Weekly Newsletter 

Massachusetts Historical Society, 
Collections 
The Essex Gazette 

Journals of the House of Representatives 
of Massachusetts, 1715-1776,53 vols. 
(Boston, 1919-1985), vols. XLI-LIII 

Journal of American History 

Journal of American Studies 

Journal of Interdisciplinary History 

Journal of Southern History 

Massachusetts Archives, 
Boston, vols. XVI, XXV-XXVII 

Transcripts of the Loyalist claims 
in the Audit Office Papers, vols. 
XIII and XIV, British Public Record 
Office, London, in the Massachusetts 
Historical Society. Boston 

The Massachusetts Gazette 

The Massachusetts Gazette and Boston 
Newsletter 

The Massachusetts GaLette and Boston 
Post-Bay Advertiser 
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MGBWNL 

MHS 

NEHGR 

NEQ 

NLS 

NYPL 

PAH 

PCSM 

PRO 

Procs.MHS 

Sibley's Harvard 
Graduates 

WMQ 

The Massachusetts Gazette and The 
Boston Weekly Newsletter 

The Massachusetts Historical Society, 
Boston 

The New England Historic and Genealogical 
Register 

New England Quarterly 

The National Library of Scotland, Edinburgh, 
Scotland 

New York Public Library 

Perspectives in American History 

Publications of the Colonial Society 
of Massachusetts, Transactions 

Public Record Office of Great Britain, 
London 

Massachusetts Historical Society, 
Proceedings 

John Langdon Shipley and Clifford 
K. Shipton eds., Biographical Sketches 
of Graduates of Harvard University, 
17 vols. (Cambridge, Mass., 1873-
1975) 

William and Mary Quarterly, third 
series. 

* * * * * * 
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APPENDIX A: PROSOPOGRAPHY OF THE MASSACHUSETTS FRIENDS OF 

GOVERNMENT. 

Key to the Column Headings and Abbreviations. 

I: Biographical Information: 

Or. 

Resid. 

Origin and place of birth. 

M= Massachusetts. 

C= Connecticut 

RI= Rhode Island. 

NH= New Hampshire. 

NE= New England. 

NY= New York province. 

WI= The West Indies. 

A= North America. 

S= Scotland. 

E= England. 

1= Ireland. 

W= Wales. 

GB= Great Britain. 

Sw= Switzerland. 

Residence during the period 1765-1776. 

Where two places of residence are given, the 

first indicates the main place of residence, 
tho.;t~ 

and it wasthis~used for purposes of calculation in 

Table 9 and Appendices D and E. 
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E. 

R. 

Occup. 

Tax. 

Education. 

H= Harvard College, Cambridge, Mass. 

Y= Yale College, Connecticut. 

F= French college or university. 

E= English college or university. 

Religion. 

C= Congregationalist. 

A= Anglican. 

S= Sandemanian. 

Occupation. 

Occupations of the friends of government were 

determined principally from the published secondary 

sources listed below. Where this was not 

possible probate records, tIle Loyalist Claims 

and the Thwing File were consulted. If 

these sources yielded no information, lh()ir 

occullations could oflen be deduced from the data 

concerning property ownership contained in 

the Massachusetts Tax List of 1771. 

Assessed annual rental value of property in 

the Massachusetts Tax List of 1771. 

Sources: David E. Maas, camp. and ed., Divided Hearts, Massachusetts 
Loyalists, 1765-1790: A Biographical Directoyy (Boston, 1980); 
Edward A. Jones, The Loyalists of Massachusetts: Their Memorials, 
Petitions and Claims (London, 1930); James H. Stark, The Loyalists 
of the American Revolution and The Other Side of the American 
Revolution (Boston, 1910); Massachusetts Loyalist Claimants, 
XIII-XIV, MHS; Thwing File, MilS; Suffolk County Probate Records, 
Suffolk Registry of Probate, Courthouse, Boston; Worcester 
County Probate Records, Worcester Registry of Probate, Courthouse, 
Worcester, Mass.; Bettye Hobbs Pruitt ed., The Massachusetts 
Tax Evaluation List of 1771 (Boston, 1978). 

II: Political Information. 

PS. Public Service Record. 

ADV-G/ 
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ADV-G= Advocate-General. 

A-G= Attorney-General. 

CJ= Chief Justice of the Superior Court. 

Col.= Colonel in the Province Militia. 

GC= Member of the General Court (House of Repre­

sentatives or the Council.) 

Gen.= General of the Province Militia. 

Gov.= Governor. 

J= Justice of an Inferior County Court. 

JP= Justice of the Peace. 

Lt-Col.= Lieutenant-Colonel in the Province 

Militia. 

Lt-Gov.= Lieutenant-Governor. 

Maj.= Major in the Province Militia. 

PJ= County Probate Judge. 

RP= Register of Probate. 

SC= Justice of the Superior Court. 

Sec.= Secretary of State. 

S-G= Solicitor-General. 

SH= Sheriff. 

V-A= Office-holder in lhe courls of Vice-Admircdly. 

Sources: William H. Whitmore, The Massachusetts Civil List for 
Colonial and Provincial Periods, 1630-1774 •.. (Albany, NY., 
1870); House Journals, 1764-1775, XLI-LI; Biographical sources 
listed above. 

BSETC 

SA. 

NI. 

The Boston Society for Encouraging Trade and 
Commerce: Membership list, [Boston], [c.1763], 
Ezekiel Price Papers, pp.293-294, MHS. 

Atli tudes loward the Slamp Act. ( 'hese 

were culled from miscellaneous sources.) 

F= For. 

Ag= Against. 

The Non-Importation Agreement of March, 1768: 

Subscribers./ 
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A= Absent from Boston. 

S= Signed the agreement outright. 

0= Did not sign but promised to observe trading 

restrictions. 

G= Promised to sign if the agreement became 

"generall". 

R= Refused to sign. 

Source: [Samuel P. SavageJ, List of Subscribers to the Non­
Importation Agreement of March 17c3, n.p., n.d, Samuel P. 
Savage II Collection, MHS. 

VNI. Violations of the Non-Importation Agreements 

of 1768-1769. 

Source: BC, June 1769-June 1770. 

Res. Should the House of Representatives rescind 

the vote approving the circular letter of 17687 

R= Voted to rescind. 

Ag= Voted not to rescind. 

RS= Expressed support for the 17 representatives 

who voted to rescind. 

Sources: House Journals, 1768-1769, XLV, pp.129-131; The Salem 
Protest, July 28, 1768, in BGCJ, August 1, 1768, p.2/1. 

SL. Son of Liberty. 

Sources: "An Alphabetical List of the Sons of Liberty Who Dined 
at Liberty Tree, Dorchester, August 14, 1769", Procs.MHS,1st 
ser., 11 (1869), pp.140-142; Anne R. Cunningham ed., Letters 
and Diary of John Rowe (Boston, 1903). 

TNI. Subscribers to the Boston Agreement to suspend 

the importation of tea, 1774. 

Source: A List of the Principal Dealers in Tea: Agreement of 
Non-Importation, Boston, January n.d., 1774, MHS. 

Prot. Protestor against the Whigs, 1772-1775. 

X= Subscriber. 

XRec= Subscriber who signed a paper recanting 

of/ 
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of his actions. 

Sources: The Marblehead Protest against the "Boston Pamphlet", 
December 18, 1772, in BEP, December 28, 1772, p.l/3; The Plymouth 
Protest against Boston~ecember 13, 1773, attached to BGCJ, 
December 27, 1773, p.4, Harbottle Dorr Collection of Newspapers, 
4 vols., IV, p.421; The Marshfield Resolves, January 31, 1774, 
in BGCJ, February 7, 1774, p.2/2-3; The Worcester Protest, 
March 7, 1774, in Albert A. Lovell, Worcester in the War of 
the Revolution .•• 1765-1783 (Worcester, Mass., 1876), pp.29-
39; The Recantations of the Easton Protestors, BGCJ,September 
12, 1774, p.3/2; The members of the Petersham Tory Club, c. 
January 1775, in Jones, Loyalists of Massachusetts, p.26. 

Add. Loyal Addresses to Governors Thomas Hutchinson 

and General Thomas Gage, 1774-1775. 

X= Subscriber. 

XRec= Recanted. 

1= The Farewell Address to Hutchinson, Boston, 

May 30, 1774. 

2= The Welcoming Address to Gage, Boston, June 

8, 1774. 

3= The Farewell Address to Hutchinson from 

the Province lawyers, n.p., May 30, 1774. 

4= The Farewell Address to Hutchinson, Marblehead, 

June 2, 177 4. 

5= The Welcoming Address to Gage, Salem, June 

11, 1774. 

6= The Farewell Address to Hutchinson, Milton, 

May n.d., 1774. 

7= The Farewell Address to Gage, Boston, October 

6, 1775. 

8= The Farewell Address to Gage from Loyalist 

refugees who had fled to Boston, Boston, 

October 7, 1775. 

Sources: Stark, Loyalists of ~lassachusetts, pp.124-132; EG, 
October 26-November 2, 1775, p.1/1-2. 

SLC. The Solemn League and Covenant. 

X= Subscriber to the Boston Protest against 

the/ 
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the Covenant, June 29, 1774. 

LP= Signatory to the "Little Pope" Protest 

against the Boston Committee of Correspondence, 

June 29,1774. 

Sources: "Protestors Against the Solemn League and Covenant", 
Procs.MHS,lst ser., 11 (1869-1870), pp.394-395; "The Little 
Pope", attached to BGCJ, June 27, 1774, p.4, Dorr Collection, 
IV, p.523. --

MC. Mandamus Councillor. 

X= Took oath of office. 

R= Refused to take oath. 

Res= Resigned office. 

Rec= Recanted. 

Int= Intimidated and threatened. 

M= Mobbed. 

Sources: Whitmore, Massachusetts Civil List; miscellaneous 
sources. 

Cont. Contractor to British forces. 

Sources: Massachusetts Loyalist Claimants, XIII-XIV; Jones, 
Loyalists of Massachusetts; miscellaneous manuscript sources. 

A. Political Affiliation, 1765-1770. 

T= Tory. 

W= Whig. 

T/W= Change of affiliation from Tory to Whig. 

Sources: Miscellaneous sources and information contained in 
Appendix A. 

Pros./T Proscription as Tory in the province newspapers 

or town records. (M= Mobbed.) 

Sources: Miscellaneous sources including BGCJ, 1765-1774 and 
BTR, XVI and XVIII. 

ActlL • Act of Loyalty. 

BA= Member of the Boston Association, 1775-

1776. 

BEl 
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BE= Left Boston with the British Evacuation 

Fleet on March 17, 1776. 

GB= Served in British forces during the War 

of Independence. 

L= Left the colony, with date of departure 

added if known. (Departure from the 

colony before 1775 was not considered to 

be an act of Loyalty, given that war had 

not broken out between Britain and the colonies.) 

LC= Served in the Loyalist Regiments during 

the war, 1775-1783. 

LU= Participant in a Loyalist Uprising against 

the Patriots, c.1774-1775. 

Sources: Maas, Biographical Directory; Jones, Loyalists of 
Massachusetts; BGCJ, 1774-1775; Cynthia Hagar Krusell, Of Tea 
and Tories: The-story of RevolutiO!llY Marshfield (Marshfield, 
Mass., 1976); Stark, Loyalists of Massachusetts; Nathaniel 
Coffin to Charles Steuart, Boston, December 10, 1774, Charles 
Steuart Papers, MSS.5025-5046, NLS, Ms.5028, pp.293-296. 

Pros./L Proscription as a Loyalist by the Patriots, with dates. 

A= Arrested 

B= Banished from the state of Massachusetts, 

1778. 

C= Property Confiscated by the state of Massachusetts. 

J= Jailed. 

Ld= Property labeled for Confiscation by the state 

of Massachusetts. 

M= Mobbed. 

POW= Prisoner of War, 1775-1783. 

Sources: Maas, Biographical Directory; Massachusetts Loyalist 
Claimants, XIII-XIV. 

PA/PA Political Awareness and Political Activity 

on behalf of the provincial government, with 

dates, 1765-1775. 

Ag= Against resistance to Parliamentary authority. 

A-W= Anti-Whig. 

F=/ 
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F= For resistance to parliamentary authority. 

P-W= Pro-Whig. 

Sources: Appendix A and all sources mentioned in the Bibliography, 
pp.607-624. 
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Nathaniel Aaams 

John Agling 

Briggs Alden 

Jolley Allen 

Robert Ambrose 

John Amory 

Jonathan Amory 

Thomas Amory 

E 

t·! 

M 

James Anderson 

John Andrews 

Thomas Apthorp A 

William Ap~~or~ M 

James As~y 

Joseph Asher 

John Ashley 

Jonathan Ashley 

Jacob Ashton 

Dudley At:.:::.::s 

.-
'::ohn Atkinson 

f'>&than Aldis 

Thomas Auchinloss 

E 

Boston 

Duxbury 

Boston 

Mar~le­

head 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

~ut'ton 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Sheffie:d 

Deerfie:d 

Salem 

~e·"bury -
port 

80S bn 

\'irent­
ham 

59 shopk'per 

47 merchant 

t9 

53 H A merchant/ 
distiller 

32 

factor 

C brazier 

34 ,:..? merchant 

?, H merchant 

22 

33 

40 

46 

66 

40 

21 

20 

13 

36 watchmaker 13 

22 

lawer 13 

merchant 

yC'omcln 14 

* 

GC,JP 

GC.JP, 
(0l. 

GC,JP 

GC,JP 

JP 

Robert Auchmuty M Roxbury 51 lawyer 12 A-G,V-A, 
JP 

ALexander A,u:d 

Thomas Aylwin 

Edward Bacon 

Hoses Badger 

5 

E 

M 

M 

Boston 

Bcston 

Ba.:l­
stable 

Haver­
hill 

*With Nathan Patch (q.v.) 

ship­
builder 

32 H A clergy 

8 CC,JP 

x 
X 

X 

Ag 

Ag 

5 

i"'. 

S 

X 

4 

x 

R 

R 

XRec 

s 
4 

2,7 

1,2 

1,2 

2 

1,2 

8 

5 

1,2,7 

8 

3 

1,2 

x 

LP 

LP 

X 

LP 

X 

X 

X 

x 

'\ 

T 

w 
w 
\v 

T 

T 

T 

T 

w 

T 

1766 

tvl177Li. 

1770 

M1769 

1768 

1766 

EE 

BA~L 

Patri.ot 

L7S 

BE,G'3,LC 

Ef,LC 

LU,L 

L75 

&\,~;5 

A76 

A7D,Ld 

Lc 
14.76 

B 

J79,C 

A81 

B 

C 

8,C 

B,C 

",~.,,..,-:,, 
M-'I~":j/L. 

A-'vf74 

Ag65-66 

417 

F65-70/ A-WiD-74 

F 65-70/ A-'trtr~-7 4 

F/A-~7Li.-75 

A-'.'f74 

F/A-'.'4Ag74 

A-\V7Li. 

A-\'4Ag '74-75 

A-/;.;..,).g74-75 

Ag68 

Ag68 

A' ,,... /," 
9-'~-::;~ 

A-\'i+Ilt;J 7 IJ.-75 

A-~'i+Ag75 

Jl,-~4.\s75 

A-':~g65-75 

A-I'l69 

A-W.,.A.:j74-75 

A-\f7it 

A-','J+.:lg 6£-75 
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-..;_! ...... ~~ . \. ' ,'-

Pq 
I 1766 

P-,'i68 

Jonathan Bagley A}:"!IS- GC,JP, 
bu:-y Col. 

T Pamh,L79 3 Pq, A-','J68 

Jacob Bailey t~ Pownal- 44 H A clergy 
borough 

Thomas Baird "'Jorcester " 
X 

A-'::-'-,}..Cj 7.i 

yeoman ~ 
J76 A-'/J ... Ag/~ 

X 

John Baker Marsh- miller 13 
field 

Andrew Barclay S Boston book- 26 
X BE~LC 

A-W/,.J.-;5,tl,g75 

seller 
T Ag65 , 

Joshua Barker GB Hingham 63 ret5..red 
GB officer 

Isaac Bar~ard Worcester XRec 
~_!,'~g-:4 

A-':f70 

John BaL'! lard Marl- labourer 
:lOrough 

John Barnard M Salem H merchant RS T OC,LC A-"/66-~5 ,Ao68-15 

Henry Barl")es ~1 ~larl- 52 A merchant 15 JP 5 7,8 T 1770 Spy,L/6 8.C A-','i+r1.g65-"75 

borouoh A-','fiO 

Moses Barnes t·1E>. labourer 
borough 

Colborn Barrell M Boston LlO S merchant 33 3 1,2 X 17"70 rC','j A-','J69-"7 4 ,.\g -; 4 

Samuel Barrett Boston 36 C merchant 47 JP X \~ Patriot A-\'iI':' 

Peters- 6 
-- A-'::-tt'llj75 

William Barron yec-"an X I 

ham 

Joseph Bartlett .J r. Plymouth 
xRec A-':J.+,1g"73 

Nicholas Bartlett Marble-
X 

A-','Mg7'2 

head 

David Barton Boston 7 A-','/-.-Agi5 

Edward Bass M Newbury- 49 H A clergy T preaching Ag,A-'ii68 

port 

Thomas Beaman Peters- gen'man X T Spy,BA,Ef,LC B.C A-'rI-Hg/'5 

ham 

George Beattie S Boston 
eA,K,LC C A-\'J.+...\;75 

John Bernard E Boston 31 A? merchant JP 8 T 1769 i~75 ilL], A-"~rB-6'J 

Berry 
* 

., 

John E Boston book- R 3 1,2 X 5 A-'il+r\g 7':' 

seller 

George Bethune M Boston 55 H A merchant JP X 0 3 1,2 X I,~ L75 TIS F /A-\'J+Ag74 

David Black S Boston merchant 
r-c, BE,LC .J8~ A-'/J.ttlc] is 

William Black M 
LC A-l'i+Ag75 

*',Hth Edwa:d Cox (q. v. ) 
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Joseph Blair Worcester yeoman XRec ;\ -; 'i+ilS i 4 

William Blair Boston 
1,2 X A-'r'I ... .lg74 

Caleb Elancharc Boston 55 A shopk'per 40 X 2 X LP W SA A F /f:..-w/4-75,,!j.g7r:, 

Joseph Blaney Salem 45 H merchant 32 JP RS 5 T 
t~ 

Agi8 ,A-'r'fi'~ 

Daniel Bliss Concord 33 lawyer JP 3 L75,rn B,C 
M 

A-\'J+kji4 

Jonathan Bliss Spring- 33 H lawyer 3 GC,JP, R T B,e AgE 
M Maj. 

field 

Sampson Blowers M Boston 34 H lawyer 3 J/B A-w.A.g74 

Henry Bloye Boston 
1 A-\'4ilg74 

Patr ick Bogle 
ship- 2 

5 Boston builder 

A-'II69 

John Bor~and 46 H A land- JP 2 1 1774-5 
M Cam-

C A-~74 

oridge 
owne;: 

Thomas Boulton Salem 
physician 1775 Speech ,eA, J A-WtAg75 

rn,L 

Shearjashub Bourne M 29 H lawyer JP 3Rec M1774 
Barn-

L75 A-Wtilr-t!, 

s: -:r lp 

W'l Marble- 172.i- H merchant GC,JP. Ag T 1766 Ag55-6b 

1 liam Bourne J 
head 1770 

James Boutineau 65 A me:-chant 46 JP X 1,2 X X T L75 C 
M Boston 

A-W-!-Ag71-75 

JOseph Bowditch 
me chant JP RS 5 T 

Salem 
Ag68-74,A-',f74 

John Bowen Prince- 42 gen ~2n 
8 Spy,B£,LC B,C,fU'I A-,'Mg75 

E 
tOlin X 4 A-W+Ag72-i4 

Nathan Bowen ~1arble-

head G 3 
W' 

merchant 40 X 1.2,7 X W E?E B,C F /A-\V70-75,Ag74-

llliam Bowes M Boston 75 

Il.rchibald 
auctioneer i II: A-Wi-tlg75 

Bowman Boston 

Alexander Boyd Marl-
labourer? A-I</70 

borough X A76 A-v-4kj74 
Daniel Boyden \'Jorcester X A-'.4!l.gi4 

Darius Boyden ~Iorcester 
merchant JP X 0 4 

Nicholas Boylston M Boston d.1771 
T A-\'4,l,¢9-70 

merchant Ag 2 

Thomas Boston 54 
~I Ld F65-74/Ag75 

Boylston t·1 

Ward N. 26 merchant 20 T rn 
Boylston ~1 Boston 

Ag73 

(a.k.a. Hallowell) 

Ebenezer Worcester H lawyer 3 M1775 A-W+IllJ74 

Bradish 

~ 
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Simon Bradstreet A-W 

Ebenezer Bragg Peters- yeoman 7 X T A-W+Ag74 
ham 

Thomas Brattle M Cam- 33 H merchant 16 JP X W L75 F 
bridge 

William Brattle M Cam- 69 H C lawyer GC,JP, Ag X W LC,EE C F65-70/A-W+Ag7~ 

bridge Gen. is 

Samuel Bridge Worcester XRec A-W+Ag74 

Ebenezer Bridgham M Boston 30 merchant/ S 1,2,7 X Bl\,EE,LC B,C A-W+Ag74-75 
c.o. 

John Brigham Marl- labourer T 1774 A-W70~ 

borough 

Nathan Brigham South- gen'man A-W70 
borough 

Solomon Brigham Marl- labourer A-W70 
borough 

Alexander Brimmer Boston merchant S 2,7 A-W+Ag74-75 

George Brinley Boston merchant 20 1,2,7 X L B,C A-W+Ag74-75 

Nathaniel Brinley M? Framing- 42 yeoman 40 7 T76 A-W+Ag75 
ham 

Thomas Brinley M Boston 49 H A merchant 46 X 1,2,7 X W L75 B,C F/A-W+Ag74-75 

David Britton Salem 5 A-W+Ag74 

Samuel Brooks Worcester XRec A-W+Ag74 

Hugh Brown Boston ship- 1 A-W69 
builder 

Nathan Brown Salem RS T kpJ 

Peter Brown Boston trader L ? 

William Browne M Salem 38 H landowner/ 54 GC,JP, .. 5 X1nt T 1766 L75 B,C fJ.s:fo5-74, A-W74 I R 
c.o. J ,Col. 

James Bruce Boston mariner 20 T 1773 L B A-W+Ag73 

John Bryant I Boston mariner 10 X W A76 F 

Seth Bryant Marsh- yeoman 9 X B,C A-W+Ag74 
field 

Joseph BubIer Marble- 4 A-W+Ag74 

head 

James Budd 8 A-W+Ag75 

William Burch E Boston customs T 1767 L B A-W+PI:;P7-74 
commissioner 

..". 



421 

\ame Or. Resic. ':"qe E R DC-CUD. Ta\. PS BSETC SA \1 \ \1 Res. SL T~I Prot. Add. SLC HC Cont. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 

John Burrcx.g,s Jr. Boston X A-Wl4 
William Burton Boston 1,2 X BE B A-~74-75 

Mather Byles M Boston 69 H C clergy T T76 A-WlO 
Mather Byles Jr. M Cam- 40 H CiA clergy T GB B Arj:J5,A-W 

bridge 

Francis Cabot M Salem merchant 80 JP 2 RS 5 T 1769 AifB-74,A-Wl4 
William Cabot Salem merchant 5 A-~74 
John Calef Ipswich 49 physician GC,JP R 1775_ T 1766 L79,ffi Ag65-68 
William Campbell S Worce- 34 merchant XRec 8 ~ J75 A~74-75 

ster 

Henry Caner M Boston 75 A clergy 1 T EE B A-W+f!.q55-75 
Hopestill Capen Boston 45 5 shopk'per 33 1,2 X ~ A76 A-~74-75 

Nathaniel Cary Boston merchant 13 1,2,7 X 1770 ~ A+M76 A-Wl0-75,Ag74-75 
Andrew Cazneau Boston lawyer 26 X 3,7 W EE B,C F/A-~74-75 
James Cazneau Boston A-W70 
William Cazneau Boston shopk'per 1,2,7 X A-~74-75 
John Chadwick Tyring- 16 GC,JP R T Ag68 

ham 

Jacob Chamberlain Worcester yeoman 11 XRec A-W-'·f:v;j74 
John Chamberlain Worcester XRec A-~74 

Thaddeus ~rlain Worcester X A-W-t-AiJ74 
Clark Chandler M Worce- 33 shopk'per RP XRec T L75 A-W74 

ster 

Gardner Chandler C Worce- 51 merchant 20 JP,SH XRec 8 A-W-+f:vJ74-75 
ster 

John Chandler C Worce- 55 landowner/ 40 GC,JP, XRec 8 T ~,EE B,C A-W-t-AiJ74-75 
ster merchant SH,Col, 

PJ 

Nathaniel Chandler M Peters- 25 H 
ham 

lawyer L76,LC B ? 

Rufus Chandler M Worce- 28 H 
ster 

lawyer 6 XRec 3 ~,EE,LC A-W+f:vJ74-75 

William Chandler M Worce- 23 H gen'man XRec ~,EE B A-W+f:vJ74-75 
ster 

William D. Cheever Boston baker 20 X W ~ A76 F/A-W+f:vJ75 
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Ward Chipman M Cam- 21 H 8 M1774 (]3 A--W+IllJ75 
bridge 

Benjamin Church RI Boston H physician W ~y A75,B,C F65-74 

Benjamin Churchill Plymouth yeoman 4 X ~ A-W+IlI:J73 

Ebenezer Churchill Plymouth shopk'per 8 XRec A-W+IlI:J73 

Thomas Clap Scituate 70 lawyer/ GC,J Ag T 1766 fl¢5-66 
clergy 

Benjamin Clarke Boston 45 H brazier 16 X S 5 1,2Rec X A-W+IlI:J74 

Isaac W. Clarke M Boston 29 merchant L75,LC A-W+IlI:J73 

Jonathan Clarke M Boston merchant 20 T 1773 L75 B A-W+IlI:J73 

Joseph Clarke Worcester XRec A76 A-W+IlIJ74 

RiL:hard Clarke M Boston 64 H C merchant 3 JP X R 7 7 1775 T 1769 L75 B,Ld A-W+Ilcfi5-75 

William Clarke M Dedham 35 A clergy T BA,L77 T77 A-W+kfi8-75 

Joseph Cleverly Braintree 62 A school- F/Ag T T77 fl¢5-66 
teacher 

Nehemiah Clough Salem RS T fl¢8 

John Cochran 8 A-W+/lg75 

William Codner Boston book- 22 1,2,7 X L75 B A-W+/lg74-75 
keeper 

John Coffin M Boston 46 A merchant/ 53 1,2 X 1774-75 L75,(]3 C A-W+IlI:J74 
distiller 

Nathaniel Coffin M Boston 50 H A c.o./ 1,2,7 X 1774-75 T E£ B,C A-W+kj::Rr-75 
merchant 

Nathaliel Coffin Jr. M Boston 26 lawyer/ 1,2 X 1774-75 L75 A-W+/lg74 
factor 

William Coffin Jr. M Boston 52 A merchant 40 JP 4 X 1,7 1768 W E£ B,C F/A--Wt-Ilg74-75 

William Coffin III M Boston 17 X A-W74 

Robert Cook Wrentham 46 retired LU A-W+IlI:J75 
soldier 

Richard Cooper Plymouth merchant 20 XRec A-W+IlI:J73 

John S. Copley M Boston 38 artist 40 1 X 1 W C F/A-W+IlI:J74 

Samuel Cotnam Salem retired JP RS T fl¢8 
soldier 

John Cotton E Boston H govt.clerk RP X T75 A-W74 

Thomas Courtney Boston merchant/ 20 7 B A-W+IlI:J75 
tailor 

,. 
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\a~:", ~ce ? OCC'.JD • T:3 " DC 35:::-:::- S.: ' . \. : Res. 5:_ T\I D:-O:. '"l_ ~es': (~. - \ ~ ,:cd. 5LC ',1r Cent. A Pros./T ActlL Pros./L PA/PA - - .~' ~ . 
William Cowper-

gen'man 8 L A-W+r\g75 
.of- ... 

Edward Cox E Boston book- R 3 1,2 X B A '4Ag-' 
seller 

-\, 14 

James Craig :'-JE Oakham gen'man 8 L,m B,C A-I'4Ag75 

Zedadiah Crehore Milton 6 A-\'tt;..g74 

William Cromb";"e Plymouth merchant X A-W+Ag73 

Ami Cuming Boston A shopk'per 26 )1 r770 OC 
GB? 

C A-IvO 

Elizabeth Cuming GB? Boston A shopk'per OC A-ivO 

Thomas Cumming Falmouth A-'di5 

Archibald CtmirxJ'an S Boston C shcpk'per A 7 BE,LC 8 A-',o.J..+,;l.g75 

Ralph Cunningham I 
LC A-','i+Ag75 

Charles Cur:is 3cituate 
X 8 LU A-'I4Ag75 

Elijah Curtis Sci tuate 
gen'man X LU J77 A-l'i-Hg75 

John Curtis Worcester yeoman 16 XRec A76 A-'t4i1.g 7 4 

William Plymouth 
XRec A-~'4Ag73 

Curtis 
\villiam \'/orcester 

XRec Patriot? A-~4/lI;J74 

Curtis 
Samuel Curwen 60 merchant 20 JP,V-4 RS 5 T L -5 A-\·J.;..Ag68-75 

~1 Salem 

John Cushing 
lawyer? JP,R?, T k;,66 

Scituate SC 

Elkanah Cushman Plymouth 
C.1. 

X 8 OC Tl5 A-I'4tl,g 73-75 

Ebenezer Cutler oxford A trs 2':/ 1770 BA,BE,ffi A75~B A-\f:0-75"f)"g75 
M innk'per 

Andrew 
merchant 5 RS 5Rec T L Ld /lcf:J3 "q-~f74 

Dalglish Salem 

Samuel Groton 36 H C clergy W F/Ag75 
Dana 

Samuel 79 H C lawyer GC.J W F 
Danforth M Cam- P,] 

bridge JP,V-,J., 3,8 
Thomas 31 H lawyer W BA,BE 8 F I A-~J-..Ag 74-75 

Danforth t~ Cwbrict;e 
N ' physician SRec A-\~+Ag74 

athanlel Daubney Salem 6 L76 8 A-W-t-Ag74 
S-amUel Davenport tvlilton 2 A-vH-Ag74 
Wi l' ' - Ham Davies me:'chant 1,2,7 X 
Be' , 47 5 

1774-75 BA,BE,LC A76,B,C A-v.i+Ag74-75 
nJ8mln Davis M Boston 46 X X DT 

Edwa"d D . 45 
merchant W SA A76 F /A-I'l+Ag75 

. aVlS M Boston 
merchant 8 

George Deblois Sr. E 
A 

5 L,ffi A-~'4Pq74 

Salem 
merchant 60 X G 2 0 1,2,7 X W 

Gilbert Deblois 50 A 
BE 8,C F /A-~0-75,ftcJ7 

~y Boston ,S 

*''''. lth John Berry (q.v.) 
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~\_a_m~p~~~~ __ ~o~r~. __ ~R~C~S~i~d~. __ 2A~ge~~E~~R~~O~CC~U:P~.~ __ ~T~a~' __ ~P~5~~P~5~E~T~C __ S~~~~~~'I __ ~\,~\~I~R~e~S~. __ ~S~L __ T~~~'I~~P~r~o~t~.~~~d~d~. __ ~S~L~C. __ ~~~1C~~C~o~n~t~.~A~~P~r~o~s~.~/~T __ ~A~c~t~/~L ____ ~P~r~o~s~.~/~L ____ ~PA/PA 
Lewis Deblois NY Boston 66 A merchant 40 X R 1 1,2,7 X BE 8,C A-W+Ag74-75 

Nathaliel Dickensm M Deer­
field 

41 yeoman 8 BE B,C,M A-W+Ag75 

William Dickson 

Jonathan Dix 

Jonathan Doane 

James Doten Jr. 

Joseph Dowse 

Philip rA.maresqLe 

Daniel Dunbar 

Andrew Duncan 

Timothy Dwight 

Josiah Edson 

William Elder 

Samuel Eliot 

M 

M 

M 

M 

Boston 

Eastham 

Plymouth 

Salem 28 H 

Boston 38 

Hingham 42 

Worce-
ster 

North- 49 Y 
amp ton 

physician/ 
c.o. 

A factor 

gen'man 

merchant 

merchant 

Bridge­
water 

H C landowner 

Worcester 

Boston 

yeoman 

merchant 

Abraham Ellison Boston 

John Emerson NE Worcester carpenter 

George Erving M Boston 37 H A merchant 

John Erving Sr. S Boston 82 A merchant 

9 

GC,JP 

JP 

Lt. 

GC,JP 
RP,J 

27 GC,JP,J 
SH,Col 

6 

40 X 

John Erving Jr. M Boston 48 H A merchant 66 

JP 

GC,JP 

JP,Col X 

Daniel Etter Brain-

Franklin Etter A 

tree 

Brain­
tree 

Peter Etter Sr. Sw Brain-

Peter Etter Jr. 

Seth Ewell 

Benjamin F aneuil Sr. 

Benjamin Faneuil Jr. 

--------

tree 

Brain­
tree 

Marsh­
field 

Boston 

Boston 

60 

73 

weaver 

watchmaker 

yeoman 

merchant 

merchant 

12 

JP 

46 

S 

S 

S 

Ag 

3 

2 

R 

X 

X 

X 

XRec 

XRec 

XRec 

G 

A 

1,2,7 X 

8 

5 

1,2,7 X 

8 

8 

1,2 

7 

1,2 

8 

8 

8 

8 

7 

LP 

X 

X 

X 

Xlnt 

X 

R 

X 

T 

T 

T 

W 

W 

1771-74 W 

W 

T 

1766 

1766 

1768 

1773 

L,GB 

BE 

BE 

Patriot 

B£\,BE,ffi 

BE 

BE 

BE 

L 

LU 

T78 

A-W+Ag74-75 

A-W+Ag75 

Ag65-66 

A-W+Ag73 

A-W+Ag74 

B A-W+Ag74-75 

B, C ,M,PCM A-WtIlIJ75 

A-WtIlIJ74 

J75 

B,C 

B,C 

A76 

B,C 

~74 

A-WtIlIJ74 
F/A-W74 

A-W74 

A-WtIlIJ7~75 

F/A-WtIlIJ74 

F65-70/Ag71,~ 
-W'S 
~~-W/A-WtAg7Lr7 

A-W+Ilq75 

A-W+lv::fi5-75 

A-W+IlI:J75 

A-W70 

A-W+IlI:J73-75 
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\a:ne n 

J.ce r R Cccuc. lJ~ • ~~.SIC. :>c:: ~~""'-r c:: ' ~l \ \ 1 Res. 5L T\I P:''Jt. Pros./T ActlL P:'os. / ,_ P,i4/PA - '2" ~~c. . _ -,", J.d::. 5~C ~ ... 1 r- Cor' ~ . A 

John Fisher Salem 5 ~-.'4.Jgi::' 

Samuel Fitch C Boston 51 A la\'Jyer 66 JP, 
7 ..., 
...J~; X T BA,E[ B A-\Mg7i.l.-75 

AOV-G 

Timothy Fitch Boston merchant 53 X 2 W l75 F /A,-' .. ~g;4 

Samuel Flagg Salem 5 A-'/J.+i)..g 7 L:. 

John Fleeming S Boston printe~ 26 T L 8 A-w.Hg69-70 

Samuel Fletcher Boston merchant 5 1769 A-;~69 

Thomas Flucker Charles- 56 GC,JP, X T 1769 BA,E£ B,C A-\~69-;5 

town Sec. 

Elisha Ford Marsh- yeoman 2 X 8 LU,BE J76 A-'lJ.l.Ag75 

field 

Levi Ford Marsh- 8 A-'t4Ag75 

field 

James Forrest I Boston merchant 20 
..., , 1,2 X 1768,76 BA,EE,LC B,POtv A-W+.l.g74-75 

Israel Forster Marble- ? A-:,v69 

head 

Chl.llirgs·...orth Foster Har·.vich 44 13 GC.JP, R T 1766 Ag65-68 
SH 

Edward Foster M Boston S black- 33 1,: X SE B,C A-':J+ilJ:j 7 4 
smith 

Thomas Foster Sr. Plymouth t~ack- 24 J X 8 A-~'J~7j-75 

S lith 

Thomas Foster ITT M Plymouth u8 H sc:- ]1- GC,JP 4g X T 1766 BE A '~'5-7 
...... , -:. b -/./ 

teacher 

Jacob Fowle Marble- merchant GC,JP R X 4 T A-IIJ.+.1.g68-74 

head 

John Fowle tAarble- merchant X 4Rec - ' ... -;4 A W+Ag""''' -, 

head 

Samuel Frizzel Peters- yeoman 3 X T A-~J+ll.g 75 

ham 

Peter Frye Salem H merchant 20 GC.JP, 2 R 5 T 1-·~" L75 A-~/+,l.g68-75 ;c. 

J.RP 

John Gallison Marble- gen'man GC,JP X 6. W T79 P-\v!(l,-I'!+Ag72-74 

head 

Henry Gardner Salem '1 ~I Patriot P-~v/A-W-tAg74 

Iveld Gardner Salem 5 A-\·J.n1..g74 

Sylvester Gardiner Boston 62 ElF A physician JP 5 1,2,7 X T P£ B,C A-'tJ.tAg74-75 



426 

\?"nP 
r; _ 

L· C>C : ': • ';,.,0 r- f·. r,,-, ..... , Ir"\ 

:?J'\ :JS p~-,.r 

S~ \: \ , 1 ~o~. S~ "\1 P:'ot. '::jd. SLC t,t('" C:Jn::. A Pros. 'T ~c:./L Pros. IL PII./PA - , _ '- \..J. •. ,:' ~ I 1,-

Caleb Gar:lett Cam- A clergy T '1'4Ag'8 M- . 0 

bricge 

~benezer Gay Hing~,arn ~Q 
I. H C c:ergy T Ag65-66 

I'lartin Gay Boston A cO;Jper- 48 1~2,7 X 1775 8A)3C:.l..2 B,C r"-.-Vi-t-Ag 7 4-75 
smith 

~harles Geodes S LC .A-W+Ag"'5 

Cabot Gerrish Salem 5 o 1'H-Ag -I. ,......- I~ 

\1i1liam Gerrish Salem 5 fJ..-\Mg74 

t:,eder ick VI. Geyer Boston merchant 36 LP L 6,C A-v04 

Samuel Gilbert M Free- C gen'man 30 Lt. 8 LU.3E.LC B,C f..-W+Ag75 
tov:n 

Thomas Gilbert M rree- 61 C lanGol-mer 
.... 

:25 GC .Col. T LU.S::, 8,C A-vr73-75,Ag75 
tmvn 0.:"C 

Jonathan Glover t~a::-ble- merchant X 4 W Patriot P-Vl/A-W+Ag72-74 
head 

Lemuel Goddard Plymouth X A-W+Ag:3 

Robert Goddard .. J.. ers - yeoman 6 X T A-W+Ag75 
i'jolll 

Samuel Golcs~u!'y yeoman 8 BA .. 9E,LC B,C,M P--W+Ag75 

Ezekiel Goldthvl8it Boston 65 insurance RD,JP 1,2 X 'vJ M1774 L76 F /A-vJ+Ag74 
broker 

.bsp&l Goldth.\I8i t Boston 45 soldier 26 1.2 BE B,C A-W+Ag74· 

I~. B. Goldthwait Bost::m 35 physician 1.2,7 A-vi+Ag 7 t.-75 

~atha'l Goodale Salem merchant 21 5Rec M-W+Ag7:" 
jonathan Goodhue Solem 5 A-W-+kj7!+ 
James Goodwin Worcester yeoman 5 XRec A-W+Ag74 
~icholas Gordon t·larble- X A-W-+kj72 

head 

JClhn Gore Boston 57 C merchant 60 G 1 X 1,2,7 X W BA,ElE B,Ld F / A-'v4Ag 7L.-75 

David Gorham Barn- 63 H lawyer RP,JP 3 A-'v4Ag74 
stable 

Daniel Goulding ~'Io:-cester X'1ec A-'v4Ag74 
Palmer Goulding Worcester shopk'per 5 XRec A-\~74 

George G:-aham 
BA. P--\'4Ay75 

Jonathan G:,aham 
BA A-'v4Ag75 

\. -
*For property in Berkley and Freetown. 



'lamp 0:-. ~esid. Aoe E R r)crUD. 

James Grant GB? Salem 

Peter Grant 

John Gray 

John Gray Jr. 

Harrison Gray 

Harrison Gray Jr.M 

Lewis Gray 

Samuel Gray 

John Greary 

David Green 

John Greecart 

Francis Green 

Jeremiah Green 

M 

Joseph Green M 

Joseph Green 

M? Richard Green 

Rufus Green 

Benjamin Greene 

Benjanin Greer-e Jr. 

John Greenlaw 

Stephen Greenleaf ~1 

John Greeough 

Samuel Greenwood A 
Thomas Greer 

Benjamin Gridley M 

Benjamin Grinnel 

Jeremiah Hacker 

Adam Hall 

James Hall 

Joseph Hall 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

Boston 

50S ton 

Boston 

Boston 

Bostan 

\'Ie11-
fleet 

Boston 

Boston 

Free­
town 

Salem 

Boston 

tvlarsh­
field 

64 

26 

33 H 

retired 
soldier 

merchant/ 
c.o. 

C merchant 

merchant 

merchant 

merchant 

merchant 

13 

13 

16 

70 H C distiller 60 

merchant 

45 

68 

merchant 

A merchant 

A ITPrchant 

meyc."ant 

trader 

H A merchant 

merchant 

13 

S mastmaker 13 

H lawyer 

yeoman 7 

38 

mariner 

::>S B5E-:-C s,.:. \1 \" ~es 

GC,TR X 

X 

JP,SH 

JP 

G 

S 

S 

o 

R 

G 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

-1 

6 

RS 

RS 

x 

x 

X 

X 

5 

.., 
L 

1 ,:: 

5~C 

X 

X 

1,:2,7 X 

1, :2 X 

1,:.7 X 

1.2 

1 ,2 

7 

1 ,2 

1 ~ :. 

1 

1.2 
.., .., 
..:.., J 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

1.2~3 X 

8 

3 

1.:2 x 
8 

X 

R 

'1775 

T 

'd 

101 
11 

T 

Pros.;':-

1-:-70 

1""'""7" 
I ::...J 

r-11765 

M~7/4 

1773 

Act/' 

BE 

BA 

BE 

BA,Ll5 

Pamph.,L75 

BE 

BA,BE 

SA. 

BA 

L75 

BA,BE 

L75 

BA 

BA 

EA~BE 

BA 

EA.2f,LC 

SA 

D:-os./L PA/P.'; 

J-,-
10 

B,Ld 

B 

B 

B,e 

A76 

A/6 

A76 

A76 

Ag68- 7 5 , A-~'r;, t 
A-' .. i+~.g75 

A-',~+Ag74 

A-'N+Ag;5 

F65-69/.';-','/+Ag / 

A-'i~ ... Ag74 

F/A-'tI+(:.,g74-7 

~-\'J-.;l,g75 

A-'.'I+Ag75 

A- ','1 .... .:..;; i 4 

F I A-'~-Ag74-7 

A- .. I+Ag74 

F / A-'I: .... .;g69-7 

A-\C4 

A-':!-.Ag;5 

A-','I .... ~g-;4-75 

A-\'I7O-75 .,~-;4-75 

~?-~O'--\Ag7!.;-

A-,,.~g74 

A-;'!-;-:.o; 7 4-75 

A-;wg75 

M75,B,C F/A-\'~g74-75 

8,Ld 

A-':J~g7'j 

AgCB 

A.-'.Hg-:-5 

A-'rMg73-74 

A-I'J.;.,.',g 75 
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~me Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Ta, PS BSETC SA NI \'\1 Res. SL T\I Prot. Add. SLC Me Cont. A Pros.1T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 
LUke Hall Scituate X 8 LU,BE A-W-+kj75 
Stephen Hall Medford 41 GC,JP 2 h] T 1766 fJ.¢5-66/P-I 
Benjanin Hallo.-.ell M Boston 51 c.o. 40 JP X? Ag 1 T M1765 E£ B,C A-W+kJ55-71 

RObert Hallowell Boston c.o. l X 7 W L B F/A-~75 

John Handyside BA A-~75 

Seth Hapgood Peters- yeoman 6 X T A-~75 
ham 

Samuel' Harlow Plymouth X A-~73 

Benjamin Hart 8 A-~75 

James Hart Worcester yeoman 6 XRec A76 A-~74 

James Hart Jr. Worcester XRec A-W+Ag74 
John Haskins Boston X X W BA A76 F/A-~74-

Hawes Hatch Boston 25 X BE,LC B A-W74 
Jabez Hatch Boston gen'man X 1775 W J75 F 

Nathaniel Hatch M Dor- 52 H A lawyer JP,J, 1,2 X T E£ B,C fJ.¢5-74, A-I 
chester Col. 1~-71 

Edmund Heard Worcester shopk'per 1 XRec A-W+Ag74 
Barnabas Hedge Plymouth merchant 20 XRec Tn A-W+Ag73 

Jonathan Heider BA A-W+Ag75 

Jonathan Hicks Cam- H C? college BA,ffi,L76 J75,PIlV A-W+Ag75 
bridge professor 

Henry Higginson Salem 5 A-W+Ag74 

John Higginson Salem 14 JP RS T f>I:fl3 
S~ Higginsrn Salem 5 A-W+Ag74 

Kitch'd (sic) Hirckly Salem X A-~72 

Richard Hinkly Marble- 4 A-W+Ag74 
head 

Richard Hirons GB? Boston physician 1,2 X BA A-W+Ag74-7 

Gad Hitchcock Pembroke clergy T flI:J74 

W"l 1 liam G. Hoar I LC A-W+Ag75 

JOhn Hoban BA A-W+Ag75 

Zephaniah Hodges Taunton yeoman 2 BA A-W+Ag75 
Be " Boston distiller 46 X 1,2,7 X W BA,E£ A76 F/A-W+Ag74-nJamin M. Holmes 

10 

---- ------------



~me Or. Resid. .l.ge E R Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \\ I Res. SL TNI Prot. Add. SLC ~lC Cont. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 
Edward A. Holyoke Salem 47 H physician JP XRec A-W+Ilt:j74 
Joseph Hooper M Marble- 32 H merchant X 4 1774 L75 C A-W+Ilt:j 7 4 

head 
RObert Hooper M Marble- 66 merchant 2 JP Ag 3 XRec? R W 1774 F/A-W+Ag72 

head 
RObert Hooper II Marble- merchant 4 A-W+Ilt:j 74 

head 
RObert Hooper III M? Marble- merchant X 4 A-W+Ilt:j72-74 

head 
Swett Hooper Marble- X A-W+Ilt:j72 

head 
Mark Hopkins Egremont GC W P-W/A-W74 
Ben' , Jamln Horton Milton 6 A-W+Ilt:j74 
Joseph House Lancaster yeoman 8 E£ B A-W+Ilt:j75 
John Houseman BI\ A-W+Ilt:j75 
James Hovey Plymouth merchant 51 JP X A-W+Ilt:j73 
Jo ' slah How Milton 6 A-W+Ilt:j74 
LUke How Marl- labourer? A-W70 

borough 
Simon How Marl- labourer? A-W70 

Daniel Howard 

borough 

Bridge- 24 GC,JP T 1766 ¥5-66 
water 

Elijah Hoyl A-W+Ilt:j75 
Daniel Hubbard Boston A merchant 40 X S 6 1,2,7 X A76 A-W+Ilt:j74-75 

Thomas Hubbard Boston merchant GC X R 6 T P-W68-69 
Peter Hughes Boston merchant 5 1,2 X A-W+Ilt:j74 
Samu 1 commercial 1,2,7 X B A-W+Ilt:j74-75 e HUghes Boston 

clerk 

lienry HUlton E Brook- 43 customs Ag T 1767 A-W+/li::fi7-74 
line commissioner 

JOhn Hunt I II Boston 7 A-W+Ilt:j75 
Rich d ship- A-W69 ar Hunter S Boston builder 
Will' auctioneer 20 2,7 X A-W+Ilt:j74-75 lam Hunter S Boston 
Nathaniel Hurd Boston X A-W74 

'------
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Name - Or. Resid. Age E R Occur· Tax PS BSETC SA NI \ \1 Res. SL TNI Prot. Add. SLC MC Cont. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 
'11'1 ' 1 ham Hutchins Boston X A-W74 
Edward Hutchinson M Boston 46 H merchant JP 7 Bl\ A76 A-W+hJ75 
Foster Hutchinson M Boston H merchant 33 JP,PJ, X 2 X 1774 T BE B,C A-W+Ag SC 
n' lsha Hutchinson M Boston 30 H merchant JP R 10 * T 1769 B,C A-W69-73,~73 

TI'OJls~ M Boston/ 64 H C Lt-G,Gov. Lt-G,Gov, Ag RS T M1765 B,C A-~5-74 

Milton GC,RJ,CJ 

TI'OJls ~ Jr. M Boston 35 H C? merchant 60 JP,J R 7 T 1769 B,C A-W+/J.q59-75 
Da ' Vld Ingersoll Gt.Barr- 33 y lawyer GC,JP W P-W/~75 

George Inman 
ington 

Cam- 20 H Bl\,ffi A-W+hJ75 

JOhn Inman 
bridge 

Boston commercial 1,2,7 X Bl\,BE A-W+Ag74-75 
clerk 

Ralph Inman Cam- 62 A merchant JP 7 7 Bl\ A76 A-W+Ag75 

Thoma I ' 
bridge 

s rVlng GB? Boston c.o. T M1767 L A-W69 
Jame J yeoman X T A-W+Ag75 s ackson Peters-

ham 
Jame J merchant R A-W68 s ackson Boston 
Lemu 1 yeoman 5 X A-W+Ag73 e JaCkson Plymouth 
Will' merchant 40 7 G 1,2,7 X 1769 BE B,C,PClV A-W+Ag70-75 lam Jackson Boston 44 
RObert J ' 

S Marble- school- T M1770 A-W+Ag70 amleson 
head teacher 

JOhn J merchant X A-W74 arvls Boston 
RObert merchant/ 20 2 ' 1,2,7 X Bl\,BE C A-W+Ag74-75 JarVis M Boston 

mariner 
JOhn J 

30 H/GB A physician X 7 W BE,ffi B F/A-W+hJ75 effries Jr M Boston 
Willi • RS T kft3 am Jeffrey Salem 
Israel shopk'per 16 XRec A-W+hJ74 Jennison Worcester 
Willi GC R T kft3 am Jernigan Edgar-

Josh 
town 

yeoman 1 X A-W+Ag74 Ua JOhnson Worcester 
Micah J yeoman 8 XRec A-W+Ag74 ohnson Worcester 
Fran ' distiller 1 X W F/~ C1S Johnnot M Boston 66 
Pete distiller 1,2,7 X B,C A-W+Ag74-75 r Johonnot M Boston 

*'With Th 
omas Hutchinson Jr. (q.v.) 



Name -- Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA NI vr-..;r Res. SL T7\;1 Prot. ,:I.dd. SLC ~1C Cant. :A Pros./T ActlL Pros./L PA/PA 

Elisha Jones M Weston 65 gen'man 22 GC,JP, 8 T PA,LU,L C f:o.-~73-75 

Col. 

Ichabod Jones Boston gen'man 26 2 J75 A-~74 

Isaac Jones M Weston 47 innk'per 22 M1773 Ll!? T75 A-W73-75,~75 

Jonas Jones M Weston 19 
Ll!? A-W+f:v:J 75 

Jo ' PA J75 A-~75 
slah Jones 

Stephen Jones M Weston 21 H 
8 PA,BE,LC,ffi A-~75 

Thomas Joselyn Jr. Pembroke yeoman PA J75 A-~75 

John Joy M Boston 48 house- 1,2,7 X ff: B,C A-~74-75 

wright 

Philip G. Kast Salem merchant 2 5 A-W+IloJ74 

Jo . GC,JP T 1766 ~5-66 Slah Keen Pembroke 
S' lmeon Keene Marsh-

LU A-~75 

field 
John Kempton Plymouth merchant 20 XRec T78 A-+kJ73 

John Kempton Jr. Plymouth merchant 1 XRec T78 A-~73 

Pat . rlck Kimmey 
PA A-~75 

Benjamin K' Plymouth yeoman 4 XRec A-~73 
lng 

Edward K' Boston S wharf- 1,2 X PA,ff: A-WtAg74-75 
lng 

inger 

Jonathan K' Plymouth yeoman 7 XRec A-~73 
lng 

Richard K' 57 merchant/ 76 F M1766 kfi5-66 
lng Scar-

borough c.o. 

Samuel K' PA,ElE A-~75 
lng 

Thomas K' Marble-
X A-flq+72 

lng 

Thom 
head 

shopk'per 0 A 1,2 X L75 C A-~74 
as Knight Boston 

Will' yeoman 10 X PA,L Ld A-W74-75,~75 lam Knutt Boston J en 
ohn Knutton 33 tallow PA,L B A-~75 

chandler 
Josh Ua Lamb Marl-

A-W70 

Willia 
borough 

m Lamphier 
M A-~75 

Henry L A merchant 40 R 1 A 1,2,7 X 1774-76 ff: B,C A-~74-75 
aughton Boston 

Abel L GC,JP T 1766 Ag65-66 
aWrence Groton 
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Nam 
~ Or. Resid. ';ge E R Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \ \1 Res. SL Ti'.:I Prot. ~dd. SLC MC Cant. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA Jerem' lah Learned Oxford W P-W/A-W74 

Isaac L ebarron Plymouth X T77 A-W+Ag73 Willi 
am Lebarron Plymouth X Tn A-W,hp3 

Richard L echmere A Taunton/ 49 A distiller 66 1,2 X X BE B,C A-W:th;J74 

Henry Ledell 
Boston 

GB Boston A factor 26 1,2,7 X BE,GB A-W+Ag74 
Henry Lee 

Boston 2 X SA A-W+IllJ74-75 JOhn L ee 
Marble- JP 4 A-W+Ag74 

Joseph L head 
ee Marble- X 4 A-~'72-74 

Joseph L head 
ee 

Cam- 64 A merchant/ 21 GC,JP, Ag XRes,M T 1766 Ag65-66 

Daniel bridge distiller J 
Leonard M Taunton 35 lawyer 30 GC,JP,* 3 X W 1774 Parr.h. ,BE P-W/A-W+Ag74-75 

Geor 
Col,S-G 

ge Leonard 
Taunton GC,JP, T Ag66 

Geor 
PJ 

ge Leonard 
Boston 33 merchant/ 76 1,2,7 X 1778-79 SA,BE,LC B A-W+Ag74-75 

Thomas L ' 
miller 

X Patriot? eW1S 
Marble- A-W+Ag72 

Thornd'k head 
4 1 e LeWis Marble- A-W+Ag74 

TheoPh' head 
0 Will' lllJS lillie M merchant R 3 1,2,7 X 1769 SA,BE C A-W69-75,Ag74-Boston 45 

lam Lill 5 75 
Ben' Y Salem A~74 

Jamin L' GC,JP, T Patriot ~5/P-WiF68-lncoin Hingham Col. 
LUke L' 

lncoln 2 X T A-W+Ilq75 Peters-
EPhraim L' t ham 

X 1 tle Marsh- yeoman 15 LU,BI\,OC J76 A-W+Ag75 
Lelll field lIel L' t LU A-W+Ag75 1 tIe 

Marsh-
Tholll field 

as Little yeoman 16 LU A-W+Ag75 Marsh-
liel)r field 1 0 2,7 J Y LlOYd 53 JP X X 1768? T BE B,C A-W+Ag74-75 Qllles LI Boston A merchant 

JP 1 7 SA J75 A-W+Ag75 oYd NY Boston 48 A physician 

·5 
oliCitor 

to the Board of Customs Commissioners. -General 



~ame 
Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Ta, PS BSETC SA NI \ \ I SL T~I Prot. ~dd. Pros./T ActlL Res. SLC MC Cant. A Pros./L PA/PA 

Stephen LongfellOti Falmouth school- JP \AI Patriot P-W/Ag75 teacher 
Joshua Loring Sr. M Roxbury 59 landowner 27 JP 4 XM T EE,LC B,C A~74-75 
JOshua Lor ing Jr. M Dor- 31 merchant SH 1,7 BA,EE,ffi T77,B A-~74-75 

David Lothorp 
chester 

Plymouth merchant XRec A-W+Ag73 JOhn Love 
Boston 7 A-W+Ag75 

JOhn Lowell [Jr.] Boston lawyer 13 F S? 3 T A-W+Ag65-75 Ben' , 
GC,PJ, RS Jamln LYnde Salem 75 H lawyer T ~ SC 

Samu 1 
RS T e LUseomb Jr. Salem h;#3 George LUsh 

Boston tanner X BA A76 A-\'{74-75,Ag75 BYfield Lyde 
M Boston 71 H C merchant JP 1,2,7 X EE A-W+Ag74-75 George LYde 

Falmouth/ merchant/ 1 1m A-~74 
Boston c.o. 

Edward G 
8 A-W+Ag75 W, • LytwYche 

111' 
bookbinder/ 1 1,2,7 X BA,EE,LC B,C 

lam MeAl ' S Boston 44 A-W+Ag74-75 Plne 

Geor 
printer 

ge McCall X 4 
A-W+Ag72-74 Marble-

Moses M head 
yeoman X T A-W+Ag75 

cClallan Peters-

James M ham 
,cEwen S? Boston mariner 1,2 

A-~74 Wliliarn, ' 
A clergy T M76-77 A-W+Acp3 J MCGllchrist Salem 68 

oseph M shopk'per 5 RS T h;#3 D Clntyre Salem aniel M 7 EE A-W+Ag75 cMasters S? Boston/ 21 

James M N.H. 

J 7 merchant 26 1 1769 L,LC B,C A-W69-74, 1VJ74I 
P cMasters S Boston atrick 

merchant 1,2 1769 BA,EE ~t69-75,Ag74-" MCMasters 5 Boston l'chib 
baker 1,2,7 X 1774 EE,LC B,C A-W+Ag74-75 Wil ' aId McNeill Boston A 

ham M 
LU A-W+Ag75 acomber Marsh-

lsaa field 
JP C Mansfield 4 L A-W+Ag74 Marble- 24 5 

Matthew head 
Mansfield Marble- shopk'per 

A-W70 
head 



\arne 
~ Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Ta, PS BSETC SA N1 Vr-..I Res. SL T\1 Prot. Add. SLC MC Cont. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 

S8I1luel March 
Scar- CC W P-W/A-1tf74 

Bell' , borough 
J8rnln Marston Marble- 45 A merchant JP X 4Rec A76,B A-W+Ag72-74 

JOhn M head 
ascarene WI Salem 53 c.o. 10 5 A-W+Ag74 

Th ornas Matth 
Plymouth- merchant 25 X A-W+Ag73 

~ ew 
at thew M aYhew Chilmark GC,JP, R T 1768 rq,a 

Jonn Mein 
PJ,J 

S Boston bookseller/ R 3 T 1769 Parp, A-W+Ag69-75 

Eben 
printer 

eler Miller Brain-
Maj. T m /lg55 

Steph tree 
en Miller Milton gen'man 30 GC,JP, 6 T 1766 A-W+Ag65-74 

Lt-Col. 
S8I1luel M' lnot Boston silver- 22 G 1,2 X BA A76 A-W+Ag74-75 

David M' 
smith 

D, ltchelson Boston lapidary? 
1,2 X OC A-W+Ag74 

aVld M 
1 oore yeoman 5 XRec A76 

Worcester 
A-W+Ag74 

Sase M X 
S oore Worcester 

A-W+Ag74 

8I1luel M XRec 
J oore Worcester yeoman 10 A-W+Ag74 

onll M XRec 
oWer A-W+Ag74 

Sarnuel Worcester 
S Mower 18 

XRec A-W+Ag74 

&mlJel Worcester yeoman XRec 
J Mower Jr 

A-W+Ag74 
ames • Worcester 
J Murray merchant 30 JP F 3 6,7 T 1768 BE B A-W+Ag65-74 

onll tot S Milton 62 
urray landowner/ 55 GC,JP, XM T 1768 BA,OC B,C A-1tf74-75,~75 

I Rutland 55 
Jon shopk'per Col. 

II Newton A-W70 

SOl 
Marl-

ornon borough 
Newton Marl-

A-1tf70 

Eben borough 
i eler N' 9 GC,JP T 1766 

Jo~ lchols 
A-W+Ag65-f:£J 

sa N' Reading X 
R lChOls 

A-W+Ag74 

Obert N' Worcester 5 
JOn lChOls A clergy 

BA,ffi A-W+Ag74 

n N Salem 31 
JOn aYes 48 GC,JP Ag T 1766 P-W68 

n Nutting 
Sudbury 

10 JP RS SRec T BA,OC,ffi M75,B 
M Salem merchant/ 

A-WtAg68-75 

c.o. 



i'\ame Or. Resid. Age E p. Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA SLC ~1C Cont. A Pros./T ActlL Pros./L PA/PA NI Vr-;I Res. SL Tr\I Prot. Add. Andrew Oliver M Boston 1706- H C merchant 16 GC,JP, Ag T M1765 A-W+fli;P5-74 1n4 Lt-G,Sec 2 
Andrew Dli ver Jr. M? Salem 44 H lawyer 36 GC,JP, Ag XRes T 1766 kfiS-ffi RS J 
Daniel Oliver Middle- 37 manuf- GC,JP 

T 1766 kfi5-66 borough acturer 
Daniel Oliver Jr. Hardwick 32 lawyer 20 GC,JP 

3,8 T BA,BE B,C A-W+IlI:J74-75 Peter Oliver Sr. M Middle- 62 H A lawyer Ag 
X T BE B,C A-W+fli;P5-75 borough 

Peter Oliver Jr. M? Middle- 34 physician JP 
BA,BE M75,B A-W+IlI:J75 borough 8 

Peter Oliver Jr. (III) M? Salem H physician 
5,8 BE,ffi B A-W+IlI:J74-75 Thomas Oli ver Cam- 41 A 13 Lt-G,JP, 
1 XRes,M BE B,C A-W+Ag74 bridge 

Lt-Col. 
Rec Timothy Orne M Salem merchant 

W Patriot 5 John Osborne M? Boston retired 20 JP 
merchant T Al:fi5 

Thomas Oxnard Falmouth 35 A merchant 
L B,C A-W75 Adina Paddock Boston 48 chaise- Maj. 1,2,7 X BA,BE B,C A-W+A£JJ4-75 maker 

Robert Pagan S Falmouth 25 
L B A-W75 Samuel Paine M Worce- 21 H court 

8 BA,BE,LC J75,C A-~74-75 ster clerk 
Timothy Paine E Worce- 45 H gen'man 12 GC,JP, XRes,M T A76,C kfo ster 

RD,RP Rec William Paine M Worce- 25 H physician 
X T ffi B,C kfi9-74,A-W74 ster 

Thomas Palmer Boston 32 H merchant 
X R W F Robert Park S Boston ship-

A-W69 builder 
Joseph Parker Marl-

borough 
A-W70 Oli ver Partridge Hatfield gen'man GC,JP, Ag T 1768 F65/Arfo-74 J 

Samuel Partridge Boston merchant 26 
X W F/A-W Nathan Patch Worcester * 

A76 A-W+Ili;J74 
shopk'per 22 

XRec Char les Paxton M Boston 71 A customs JP T 1765 BE A-W+fli;P5-75 commissioner 

.... 
*With Nathaniel Adams (q.v.) 



Name Or. Resid. Age E R OCCUD. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \\1 Res. SL TN! Prot. Add. SLC MC Cant. A Pros./T ActlL Pros./L PA/PA 

Edward Payne Boston merchant X LP W Patriot F-+f-W/A-1tf74 

James Peeker M Boston 51 H A physician X 
W BA A76 F/A-W+Pq75 

John Pederick Marble- merchant 4 X 4 1769 A-W69-74,/lcj72-

head 
7,\ 

A-~72 

Thomas Pederick Marble- X 

head 

William Pepperell M Kittery/ 29 H landowner * 
P-W/A-W70,/lcj74-

45 JP 2 XM W BA,CB,LC B,C 

(a.k.a.Sparhawk) Roxbury 

,S 

James Perkins Boston 59 A 40 R 1 1,2,7 X BA A76 A-~74-75 

Nathaniel Perkins Boston 70 H physician 26 JP 7 BE B A-~75 

A-W 

Samuel Ferkins 

William Lee Perkins Boston physician 33 X 7 W BA,OC B,C F/A-W+hJ75 

William Perry Boston merchant 8 1,2,7 X 1777 B A-~74-75 

Nathaniel Philips Marsh- X 8 LU A75 A-W+hJ74-75 

field A-~74-75 

A.F. Phillips Boston 1,2 X 
A-1tf74 

Benjamin Phillips Boston X 

Ebenezer Phillips Easton XRec OC B A-~74 

John Phillips Worcester XRec L A-~74 

Joseph Phillips Marsh- 8 L B A-~75 

field A-W+fl.g 7/~ 

Richard Phillips Marble- 4 
head 

David Phippen Salem RS T Pif13 

David Phips M Cam- 51 H A JP,SH, 1,7,8 OC,CB B,C A-W+Ag74 

bridge V-A 

Timothy Pickering M Salem H W Patriot ~5-70/F -+f-W I 
"I -'15 

Benjamin Pickman M Salem 35 H merchant 147 JP ? RS 5 T 1769 L75 B A-~74 

Benjamin Pickman Jr. M Salem JP 1 RS T hft3 

Clark G. Pickman Salem RS T kft3 

William Pickman Salem 5 
A-W+Ag74-75 

Eliphalet Pond Dedham shopk'per 15 GC,JP, 
A-W+hJ74 

Col. 
1Rec 

Samuel Porter M Ipswich 33 H lawyer 3 
A-W+Ag74 

3 M L75 B,C 

Samuel Porter Salem 5 
A-~74 

....... 

*f"or property in Kittery and Roxbury. 



'\arne Or. Resid. ~ge E R OccuP. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \,\1 Res. SL T\I Prot. A.dd. SLC MC Cont. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 

William Porter A-W 
Jeremiah Pote M Falmouth 51 merchant/ L 

mariner 
B,C,J A-W74 

Jeremiah Powell Yarmouth 
R W Patriot F-tP-W66-75 

John Powell II M Boston 60 A merchant 46 1 1,2,7 B,C A-W+Ag74-75 
Thomas Poynton E Salem 64 A mariner 41 5 L75 A-W+Ag74 
John Prentice Marble-

4Rec A-W+Ag74-75 head 

Char les Prescott Concord 10 GC,JP T 1766 A-W+f:.¢5-74 
Job Prince Boston merchant 40 X W J75 F 
John Prince Marble-

4Rec A-W+Ag74 head 

Samuel Prince Boston merchant 
X? 1 L B A-W+Ag74 

Thorndike Procter Salem merchant 16 RS 5 T kj:B-74,A-W74 
Thorndike Procter Jr. Salem merchant 24 iRS T fv:jJ3 
Archelaus Putnam Salem H physician 

5 Patriot A-W+Ag74 
Ebenezer Putnam Salem H merchant/ 16 JP -RS SRec T kj:B-74,A-W74 physician 

Ebenezer Putnam Worcester 
X A-W+Ag74 

James putnam M Worce- 49 H lawyer JP,A-G X 3,8 BA,BE T7S,B,C A-W+Ag74-7S ster 

James putnam Jr. Worce-
8 A-W+Ag7S ster 

William Pynchon M Salem 52 A merchant/ 15 JP RS 3,5,Rec T kj:B-74, A-W7 4 lawyer 

Samuel Quincy Boston 41 H 40 JP,S-G X 3 W L75 B F/A-W+Ag74 
John Ramage I 

BA,OC A-W+kj7S 
Isaac Rand M Boston 32 H physician JP X W BA A76 F/A-W+Ag7S 
Richard Reed Marble-

4 A-WtAg74 head 

Samuel Reed Marble-
4 A-W+Ag74 head 

Gershorn Rice Jr. Worcester 
X A-W+Ag74 

TyruS Rice Worcester yeoman 10 XRec A76 A-W+Ag74 
John Richards Marl-

A-W70 borough 

" ...... 



\ame 
Or. E Dcc-up. Tax PS --.;;.::..", Resid. Age R BSETC SA NI \'\ I Res. SL T\l Prot. Add. SLC tvlC Cant. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 

Owen Richards W Boston c.o. 16 M177D BE B,Ld A-W70 
Ebenezer RicharcS::n M Boston 57 c.o. 14 T M1770 fll;j,A-W 
Benjamin Rider III Plymouth yeoman 7 XRec T78 A-W+Ag73 
Andrew Ritchie S Boston merchant S 2 1775-79 LC J75 A-W+Ag75 
F'rederick Roberts Boston merchant 1,2 X A-W-+Ag74 
Thomas Robie M Marble- merchant 4 JP 4 X 4 T L75 B,Ld kfi5-74,A-W69-

JOhn R b· 
head 7l\-

o lnson M Boston customs T 1767 A-W+Ag67-70 

JOhn R b· 
commissioner 

o lnson Dor- GC T 1766 kfi5-66 

Amos Rogers 
chester 

Marsh- Capt. LU A-W+Ag75 

Jeremiah D. 
field 

Rogers M Little- H lawyer JP 3 T BA,BE B,C A-W+Ag72-75 

Nathaniel 
ton 

Rogers M Boston 1736- A merchant JP Ag T 1769 A-W+Ag65-70 

Samuel 
1770 

Rogers M Boston 297 H merchant X BA,BE,CB B A-W74-75,fll;j75 
Joseph Root 

Sunder- miller 15 GC -R T kfi8 

Nathaniel 
land 

Ropes Salem 1726- H merchant! 58 GC,SC, RS T kfi8 

F'ran . 1774 lawyer PJ,J 

C1S Rotch M Boston merchant 1773 L A-W73 
RiCh 

ard Routh shopk'per/ 8 5 BA,BE A-W+Ag74-75 E Salem 
laaa 

c.O. 
C ROYall 56 120 GC,JP 1 R W BE B,C F+P-W65-74 

JOh WI Medford 
T. n Ruggles yeoman 8 BA,BE,LC B A-W+Ag75 Hardwick lmoth GC,JP,J ... Ag R XM T 1766 BA,BE,LC B,C Y Ruggles Hardwick 64 H lawyer A-W+Ag65-75 M Gen,Sur 
Chamber GC,SC T 1766 kfi5-66 J s Russell Lincoln d.1766 ames R 23 GC+J, R T;W ussell M Charles- C 

fll;j,P-W68-69 

JOhn R town 
ussell shopk'per 8 X A-W+Ag73 

WYatt St. Plymouth 
Barbe 

X A-W+Ag72 Marble-
R· head 1Chard 

landowner GC,JP, Ag R 8 T M1765 BA.,L75 B Sal tonstall M Haver- 43 Col,SH A-W+Ag65-75 

hill 

·SUr" C issioner of Impost and Excise. eYor-General of the King's Forests. + omm 



Nam ~ Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \ \ I . Res. SL T:'\1 Prot. ~dd. SLC ~1C Cant. A Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA 
Ebene Zer Samson Plymouth XRec A-~73 

JOhn Sargent M Salem 26 merchant 5,8 M,OC,ffi B A-~74-75 

Henry Saunders Marble- 4 A-~74 

Abraham Sa 
head 

vage Boston manuf- 1,2 M,OC,ffi B A-~74-75 

acturer 
Arth Ur Savage M Boston/ 44 A merchant/ X Ag T M1770 OC B,C A-W+kfi5-71 

ROWland S 
Falmouth c.o. 

avage Salem 5 A-~74 

Joseph Sawyer Wells GC,J T 1766 kfo5-66 
JOnath an Sayward M? York 62 merchant 10 GC,JP, X R T ftif:I3 

J 
Jose h P Scott Boston merchant 40 X S 1 X 1,2,7 )(' W M1774 OC B F/A-~74-75 

James Selk . 
S Boston merchant 46 } 10 1,2,7 X 1769 Bl\,OC,LC B ~-!69-75,k:J74-R rIg 

obert Selk . 
S Boston merchant 1769 A-W69-70 

J rIg 
ohn Semple 

S Boston shopk'per 1,2,7 X BE B A-~74-75 

RObert S \ 
w. emple Boston merchant BE J76,B A-W 
111· 

lam Sergeant Cam- A clergy T A-W+kf:B 

RObert 
bridge 

J Service Boston trader 2 BE B A-~74 

Onath . JP,A-G, T 1767 Parph. ,L75 B,C an Sewall M Cam- 46 lawyer A-W+kfi5-75 

Samu 1 bridge 
S-G,V-A 

e Sewall M Brook- 30 H lawyer JP 3 L75 B,C A-~74 

1Chabod Sh 
line 

shopk'per 12 X A-~73 w. aw Plymouth 111· 
lam Sheaffe Boston 1706- c.o. 33 W P-W/fl¢5-66 

tl· 1771 
lSha Sh LU A-~75 erman Marsh-

SamUel field 
R. Sherman shopk'per 3 XRec A-~73 
lChard Plymouth 

X 
N Sherwin shopk'per L B A-W74 

Boston athan· 3 XRec 
Dan. leI Shurtleff Plymouth yeoman A-~73 

lel S· S 1 
W. llsby Boston trader A-~74 

llliam S. 8 BE A-~75 Jo lmmons 
nathan S. merchant JP X R 1,2,7 X XRes OC,ffi C A-~74-75 

~Sr. M Boston 63 



Name Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Tax PS BSETC SA NI \ \ I Pros./T Act/L Pros./L PA/PA Res. SL Tf\.!I Prot. Add. SLC ~1C Cant. A 
Jonathan SiJq:s:rl Jr. M Boston 23 H merchant 2 II:,ffi B A-W+/lJ.;j74 
John Simpson Boston A merchant 2,7 BE C A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 
Joseph Skillia Marble- X A-W+/lJ.;j72 

head 

Elisha Smith Worcester XRec A-W74 
Joseph Smith Peters- X T A-W+/lJ.;j75 ham 

Samuel H • Sparha.-J< Kittery H trader 1,2,7 X M,L A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 
Richard Smith Boston merchant 29 S 1 1,2 X L m A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 
William Smith Boston shopk'per 33 X W LC,L F/A-~75 
Jonathan Snelling Boston factor 40 X 1,2,7 X W II: B,C F/A-~74-75 
Jonathan Sowl 

8 A-W+Ag75 
John Sparhawk Marble- merchant 2 1769 A-W69 head 

Nathaniel Sparhawk M Kittery/ 31 H merchant 35 XRec A-W+Ag72 Salem 

Ebenezer Spooner 
8 BE A-W+/lJ.;j75 

George Spooner M Boston merchant 13 X 1,2 X W II:,ffi B F/A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 
John Sprague M Lanc- 35 H lawyer 2 3 A-W+/lJ.;j74 aster 

Richard Stacy Marble- 4 A-W+/lJ.;j74 head 

James Stacey Easton XRec A-W+/lJ.;j74 
Joseph Stacey Marble- X A-~72 

head 

Israel Stevens Worcester X A-~74 
Jacob Stevens Worcester yeoman 6 XRec A76 A-W+/lJ.;j74 
Joseph Stevens Peters- yeoman 6 X T A-W+/lJ.;j7S ham 

William Stevens Marsh- X LU A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 field 

Jonathan Stearns M H 8 M,BE A-W+/lJ.;j7S 
Char les Steuart S Boston c.o. T Ag 
Samuel Stilson Scituate X LU A-W+/lJ.;j74-75 
John Stimson Marble- 4 A-~74 head 

'-



~ Or. Resid. ~ge E R OCCUD. Ta' PS BSETC SA NI \\I Res. SL T\l Prot. ~dd. SLC ~:C Cont. A Pros./T ActlL Pros.1L PA/PA 

j8tllill'S~ . 8 I?£ 
na;.e Marsh- physician 

J76,ParV A-W+Ill;J75 

thar1es S~ia;.e field 

M Scituate 41 H A physician JP X 8 M1774 LU A-~74-75 

~801l St oddard M Chelms- 66 H shopk'per 13 GC,JP Ag T;W 1766 Ag65-66/F +P-W68 

~i~on ford 
De Stoddard Jr Boston 

1,2 A-W+Ill;J74 

~id Stolle • 
Peters- 6 

X T A-W+Ill;J75 
yeoman 

Oe~id St ham 
~ olle Easton 

XRec A-W+Ill;J74 

8ilue1 S ~. tOile Easton 
XRec A-~74 

111i_ 
tlht Story Boston 

JP,V-A Ag W M1765 Ag65/P-W73 

Qrd Stow 
GB? merchant/ 

Ag? X 1773 P M1770 f£ B,C A-W74 
Boston 65 

~l S mariner 
towel! XRec A-W+Ag74 

Worce-
tOr)re1iU ster XRec 

i l~ s Stowell Worcester yeoman 7 
M75,A76 A-W+Ill;J74 

8 Swan 
merchant 

LC J A-W70-75,/!v;j75 

~ 
Marl-

Swasey borough X 

~ePh 
Marble-

A-W+Ill;J72 

head 
SWasey 

4 A-W+Ill;J74 

'a1 
Marble-
head 

"" Swasey 
X A-W+Ag72 

tlt& T 
Marble-
head aYlor 24 GC,JP 

T 1766 Ag65-66 

~T 
South- merchant 

~ aYlor 
borough R 2 1,2,7 X 1769 f£ A-W70-75,~74-

eplq Boston shopk'per 2 X 
lS 

~t~ aYlor 
L75,LC B A-W+Ill;J74-75 

6riiel M Boston 59 H A merchant 
l~ TaYlo 26 JP 

7 f£ B,C A-~75 

dee r Boston c.o. 
Terry 

8 f£ B A-W+Ill;J75 

~~e Free-
~ar Th town W Patriot 

aYer Gc,Capt 
Ag65/P-W 

lip~, Brain-
1(1) T tree 1,2 X 

~'n' haYe S A-W+Ill;J74 
le1 r Boston upholsterer 

Thorn 
8 

as 
A-W+Ill;J75 

" T 

Marsh- yeoman? 

.~ 
field XRec A-W+Ill;J73 

Plymouth .. 
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Thomas 

~Pat1lntes Plymouth JP 
X A-W-tAg73 

M Marsh- 44 H landowner/ 99 JP 
X 8 XM T LU,OC,ffi B,C A-W-tAg74-75 

tbenezer T field merchant 
hompson Marsh- A clergy 

T A-W+kft3 

, ~8eph T field 
lohn hOlllpson M Medford 41 5 

1774-75 L77 C A-W74 

~ Tilden 
yeoman 

Marsh- yeoman 34 
8 A-W-tAg75 

! ltepn field 
I en Tilden 

Marsh-
8 OC J76 A-W-tAg75 

, ~T' field , 11liii10 
: ~ ns 

1,2,7 X 

, h T' Boston A merchant 46 X 0 4 
BL\,L77 A76 A-W-tAg74-75 

I ~te lsdale 
Taunton GC Jiq 

TM 1768 

. gory T 

F+P-W68 

lill' oWnshend Boston 
X 1,2,7 X W L B F/A-W-tAg74-75 

I l&lft T c.o. 
i ~ renholme Plymouth 

X A-W-tAg73 

Trout 
merchant t, beck E Boston 

7 T L76 B,C A-W+Ac:p3-75 

d T A clergy 
rOWbr'd 1 ge M Cam- 66 H C GC,SC, 

T A-W-tAg65-66 

~T 
, lIrner bridge A-G 

Salem 
RS 

5 T kj58-74,A-W74 

! Willi Turrell 
Boston clerk 

X 1,2,7 W BL\ A76 F/A-W+Ag74-75 

&1ft Tyng 
M GC,JP, 

8 W L75 B,C F74/A-W74,flcJ75 

I 1illi Falmouth 38 H A merchant 

~ ~ Vans 

SH 

Salem 

5 A-W-tAg74 

aSsaI 

lill' 
2 

1 X X OC B,C A-W-tAg74 

Cam- 37 landowner 
lara bridge 

Vassal 
R 

lill WI Cam- 60 H A landowner! 80 
L75 B,C ? 

i'nl bridge merchant 
Vesey 

'~a Brain-

T T77 A¢5-66 

dSWorth tree 
GC Ag 

TM 1766 , Duxbury 36 H school- 3 
F+P-W68 

1 Wal teacher 
do 

T 1766 

~tQh FalrTOJth 1723- H A lawyer GC,JP 
A¢5-66 

~W 1770 alker , Marsh-

LU J76 i\-W+Ag75 

yeoman 
~alk field er 

XRec 8 BA,L,LC 

M Worcester black- 2 
J76,B,C A-W-tAg74-75 

smith 



:\ame Or. Resid. Age E R Occup. Tax 
PS BSETC SA NI \\1 Res. SL T\1 Prot. .4.dd. SLC Me Cant. A Pros./T Act/L 

John Walker 

William Walter 

Daniel Ward 

James Warden 

Samuel Waterhouse 

George Watson 

John Watson 

John Webb 

Joshua W. Weeks 

John Welsh 

William Weston 

William Wetmore 

Caleb Wheaton 

Willard Wheeler 

Ebenezer Whipple 

Abijah White 

Cornelius White 

CorneliUS \'lUte III 

Daniel White 

Gideon White 

John White 

Paul White 

GB? Shrews- gen'man 5 

M 

bury 

Cam- 38 H A clergy 
bridge 

Worcester 

Boston 

Boston 

Plymouth 

Plymouth 28 

Marble-
head 

6 yeoman 

merchant 

merchant/ 66 
c.o. 

merchant 

merchant 
50 

20 

NH Marble- H A clergy 

M 

M 

head 

Boston 45 merchant 

Plymouth yeoman 

Salem 

Machias 59 trader 

Cam- H A clergy 
bridge 

Rutland 

20 

9 

JP 

Marsh-
field 

23 GC,JP 

Plymouth 

Marsh-
field 

Marsh­
field 

M Plymouth 24 

GB Charles-
town 

Marsh­
field 

Capt. 

yeoman 14 

merchant 

mariner 

yeoman 11 

: Samuel White ~:~~le-
i 

x 
X 

G 3 

4 

X 

XRec 8 

x 

X 

X 

XRec 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

7 

1,2 

4 

5 

8 

8 

8 

1,2Rec X 

4 

T 

T 1766 

XRes M1774 

T 

w 

T 

T 

OC,ffi,LC 

SA 

L75,ffi,LC 

L 

OC,LC 

L 

LU 

L 

LU,OC 

LU,L 

L75,ffi 

LU 

Pros./L PA/PA 

B,C 

B,C 

T77 

T77 

~6 

m 

B 

~5,B 

B 

~6 

B 

M 

A-~74-75 

A-~75 

A-W+/lcj73 

A-W+/lcj73 

A-WtAg74-75 

A-W+Arfi3-75 

F 

A-W+Ag73 

A-W+Il(j74 

A-W+Ag75 

A-WtArp3 

A-W+Il(j75 

A-~73-75 

A-W+Ag73 

A-WtAg74-75 

A-WtAg73 

A-WtAg74 

A-W+Ag74-75 

A-W+Ag72-74 

~SY1~_U_S __ W_h_i_t_e _________ ~_~_.~_~_~_-____________ y_e_o_m_a_n ________________________________ --___________________ 8 ________________________________ BE ___________ ~ __ 6 _______ A-_~ ___ 7_5 ___ 



Miles Whitworth Sr. 

Abel Willard 

Abijah Willard 

Isaac Willard 

Joshua Willard 

Nahum Willard 

Dav id Wilder 

Henry H. Williams 

Israel Williams M 

Joseph Williams 

Seth Williams Jr. M 

William Williams M 

Archibald Wilson 

Joseph Wilson 

Edward Winslow t~ 

Edward Winslow M 

Edward Winslow Jr. M 

Isaac Winslow M 

IsaaC Winslow 

IsaaC Winslow Jr. 

John Winslow 

John Winslow 

Joshua Winslow 

Pelham Winslow 

M 

M 

M 

M 

Boston 

Lanc- 43 H 
aster 

Lanc­
aster 

Worcester 

Peters-
ham 

41 

Worcester 

Lanc-
aster 

physician 40 

lawyer 

24 

yeoman 18 

physician 3 

14 

20 

JP 

JP 

JP 

GC 

Boston 

Hatfield 66 H 

yeoman 

merchant 4 GC,PJ, 

Roxbury 

Taunton 30 H 

Pitts­
field 

64 H 

lawyer 

physician 

Boston factor 

22 

6 

J,Col 

GC 

GC,JP, 
PJ,Col 

Plymouth 61 H landowner 18 RP,JP 

Brain- 53 H A clergy 
tree 

Plymouth 28 H c.o. 

Boston 36 H 5 merchant/ 46 
distiller 

Marsh­
field 

physician 20 

Roxbury 66 H 5 merchant/ 20 
distiller 

JP 

JP 

Boston 

Marsh­
field 

landowner 87 GC JP J , , 

Boston d.1774 

Plymouth H 

merchant 

lawyer 

J,Gen 

JP 

JP 

Ag? 

Ag 2 R 

2 

1 

Ag 

5 

XRec 

X 

XRec 

x 

x 

X 

X 

1,2,7 

3 

1 

8 

1,2 

7 

8 

1,2,7 

1,2,7 

1,2 

1,2 

8 

x 
X 

Xlnt 1774-75 
Rec 

R,M 

T 

T 1768 

T 

T/W 1766 

T 

T 

x 1775-76 

X 

x 

Xlnt,Res 
Rec 

T 1766 

1773 

BE 

M,EE 

M,BE,LC,ffi 

rn 

BE 

L77 ,LC,ffi 

E£,LC 

M,EE 

LU 

BE 

EE 

J76 

B,C 

B,C 

M+-T75 

B 

A-W+kj74 

A-W+kj74 

A-W+kj74 

/lr:fo 

A-W+kj74 

A-W+kjJ5-75 

Pg55-66/F -tP-W68! 

A-W+kj75 I 
M75,A78 Pg58/F-tP-W75 

B A-W+kj74 

A-W74 

M75, T77 A-W+Ag73-75 

T77 A-W-t-kfiS 

B 

B,C 

C 

B,Ld 

A-W+kj73-75 

A-W+kj74-75 

A-W+kj74-75 

A-W+kj74-75 

A-W+kj74 

A-W+kjJ5-66 

A-W+kj73-74 

A_W+kj74-75 
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Name 
~ Or. Resid. .:\ae E R Occup. Ta' PS BSETC SA \;1 \\1 Res. SL T\1 Prot. J.dd . SLC ~1C Cant. A Pros./T Act/L Pros. /L PA/PA 

p.e. IHnth 8 A-W-+Ag75 rop 
JOhn Wiswall 

M Falrrruth 44 H A clergy T E£,ffi M75,B,J A-1tWv:ft3 
Tirnoth 

Y Woodbr idge Stock- d.1774 GC,JP Ag R W P-Vi/Ag73 

Natha . bridge 
nlel Woodcock Easton X A-W+Ag74 

JOhn Wo t . r hlngton M Spring- 56 Y lawyer 20 GC,JP, R T 1766 A-W+AcjJ5-74 

Abne field Col 
r Wright 

Marsh- LU A-W+Ag75 

David W field 
Yer M Falrrruth 64 lawyer L A-W74 

David W 
Yer Jr. M Falmouth H lawyer A-W74 

Archib 
Th ald Auchinloss 8 A-W+Ag75 

omes B aird J 2 XRec A-W+fllJ74 r. Worcester yeoman 

~ 
I 

! 
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QUESTIONS AND VOTES. . 
10 r-

Cll I . . "0 I'- Cll I r-
Cll~ C I "0 C . Cll > ~ LI'\ ...-1 CllCD ~ Clll'- a Cll ~ Cll > C Cll 

.D a · co co Cll a .D .D 0"- \,Q ...-1 >\,Q a Cll..- +J L a C . .-; a > 
I'- ...-1 . .-; U·.-; E . Cll Cll r- Cll I'- . .-; . .-; I'- Cll U "0 +J :::J ...-1 U . .-; 
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+JC..- co co 0. . .-; ~ I'- 4- . E 00 00 Cll Cll >. C ~ co . +J . .-; 0- CllO 01"'""1 > . > r- C 
. .-; Cll Cl... E Q . C COu.. U 00..- OO\,Q +J \,Q ...-1 CD C 00 . Cll UI'- C I'- a r- a Cll Cll Cll 
...-1~ ~ E . Cll E 00 +JO\ Cll..::t . .-; Cll Cll +J \.() . .-; CllN :::J\,Q 4-0+J0 4- C 01'- 0001'- E Cll E+J E U 
. .-; Cll 0'\ COECD EO...., ~ U (1J 00\0 L 0' c--. r- U . r-I'- C 0' UI'- a :::JI'- a ::J r- ..- .,....j Q.) r- Cll > Cll Cll L . .-; 

EU . .-; a LI'\ G:UCQ'\ c:( C .~ I'- U C -' . .-; .D :::J..- E co ... ..- ...,01'- ,...., 0. C . .-; r- .~ r-::.. u.w 

· ..-;r-I'- c:: co . .-; co..- ..., . .-; C C > Cll a Cll "'.D . .-; Cll 1- .- Cll - :::J ..., - ...... ro 00 
Cll Cll U ..-; to- ..- Cll r- . Cll 0 r- :::J +J Cll a r-u.. U - U :::J Cll U ~ U 0 0\ U . CllO'\ r-CD CllO Cll Cll Cll :J 
L..cCll . .-; (J)..c O'+J ..cu ~ ::c U 0' 00 Cll N C Ou.. 0 C 0. C ~ C 00 00 CllCllN ..c ..c U 0. 'J 

....,+JO 3+J ~ - ..., U +J Cll..- co co C 00 c--. 3N ...... U CllI"'""I co Cll·.-; \,Q Cll 00 :::J . L.D ..., -0 ..., . .-; E 
CN C 0'0 0\ 00 00 . .-; Cll co ......... C . ..c ...,r-..., . .-; Cll O+J +J . .-; >. C +J ..::t ...... to- ..::t 

to- r- · +JCO..- co C C o C :::J . COE ...... ..c r- U ..-; . C\,Q Cll 00 +J Cll 0. Cll Cll "0 C ::c U --l co r- co r- (J) I'- Cll r-
00"0 C r- ....... .-; . .-; c--. +J . .-; O.D E 0 co U a . .-; C O\,Q Cll C Cll 00 Cll C Cll . .-; 0 C :z 0 o :::J I'- ~ . .-; r-
~ C Cll 0' . ..-; >+J t~ ::c Cll o r- . .-; ...,to-+J Cll co • .-; I'- o r- -0 :::J U - E :::J 0-00 Cll OU 4- C to-,....,..- o..c 

+J co 0' +J o 00·.-; C ..., . .-; L.... ..cto-u :::J 00 L ,...., ...., ..- ..., :J C'J U Cll ,...., X :::J ..c c--. C :::: . u 
r-"O...-1 co U co- Cll Cll CU . Cll t- al ::C"O:::J +J co +J . .-; co Cll >. Cll.D +J 00 00 co 00 Coo1"'""1 C4- ~ 00 
co Cll 0' CllO ...-j U E Cll1-N L ('-. "0 0- r-,...., ('-. 00 ~ Cll U U . +J ...-1 . 00 Cll Cll OCI'- o Cll..- Cll 0' ..::t 
o.CC "0 > "O...-jCllCO EQJ\,Q +J 00 "0 Cll 00 "0 co "0"0 CLI'\ > co 00 r- Cll "".D C Cll a "0 Cll > 00 • .-; • .-; . .-; I'- .,.....j • .....; r- ...-j C N 

·..-iW ..-; • ..-i ('-. ...-jcor-·..-i "0 "Or- 0- ...-1 00 . ...-1 3~ ..-; Cll Cll ...-j to- Cll Cll ..c . ..-i E a L ..., ..-; C ...-j+JC +J ..c ..- +J..c U . .-; 
+J co :::JCll+J :::J C ...-1 CC..- ..-; a :::J :::J Cll..::t :::J co Cll :::J C 0- . o :::J r-+J +J E Cll +J +J :::J • ..-i a L a . ..-i U . ..-i U . ...-i C 
co..., 3 a U C 03r-r- Cll Cl ...-j a o U u\o a • ..-i a Cll E U 00 C +J E 00 00 0\ a 00 00 0'..-; ..., ..., 

~ 
..., .D +J r- .D 

..c Cll Cll ..c Cll Cll L 0 0 co E+J ~ . ..-i r- ..cXCI'- L c..c Lo. a Cll Cll co o Cll C 0000 C C L :::J Cll·..-i a Cll:::JI"'""I Cll 4- Cll r- Cll Cll 
t-r-z tJ") r- E tJ")Cl...~Cl... c:(1.f)I"'""I 3+J tJ") Cll • ..-i ..- tJ") cow tJ") a WO 0:: E t- ..-; Oucoco O·..-i tJ") .D 0:: 0:: U Cl... ::c N Cl...0L.... c:( U L.... 

~sentative Constituency Date of Election. 

EliSha Ad Medway (S) ams 1760-63,65,68 N N Y Y N 
Briggs Alden Duxbury (P) 1761-65,67 Y Y N Y NV NV 
JOhn Ashley Sheffield (Ber) 1761,67-69 N NV Y 

Jonathan Ashley Deerfield (H) 1762-63,65,67-68 Y N NV NV Y 

DUdley Atkins Newburyport (E) 1765 Y 

Edward Bacon * Barnstable (Bar) 1757-59,72,74 NV NV Y NV Y N Y 
Jonathan 

N 
Bagley Almsbury (E) 1758-60,62-64, NV NV Y N Y N Y N 

Jonathan 
1766-68,71 

Bliss Springfield (H) 1767-69 
NV Y 

Will· lam Browne Salem (E) 1762-68 NV NV Y Y N NV Y 

Will· lam Bourne Marblehead (E) 1759,64-68 NV N Y NV NV 

JOhn Calef 
Ipswich (E) 1764-65,68 Y NV Y 

John Chadwick Tyringham (Ber) 1762-63,66-68, y N NV NV Y NV NV NV NV 

John Chandler 
1772-73 

Worcester (W) 1763-65 Y N NV 

Thomas Cl 
Scituate (P) Y Y N Y Y , ap 1756,58-65 y Y 

JOnath NV NV Y an Doane Eastham (Bar) 1757,61,64-65 y NV 
Tirnoth y DWight Northampton (H) 1758-65 NV Y Y Y N NV NV 

JOsiah Ed 
(P) 1766-68,71,73 

Y Y Y son Bridgewater N N N 
Dull· 
T ~rth Foster Harwich (Bar) 1761-69,71 NV NV NV Y NV Y NV Y 

horn a F s oster III Plymouth (P) 1756-57,60-65 Y Y Y N Y Y 
Jacob Fowle 

Marblehead (E) 1757-68 Y NV NV N Y N Y Y Y NV Y 
Peter F rye Salem (E) 1767-68 NV Y 

~ .. 
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_QUESTIONS AND VOTES. . 
10 .... . 

1 
"01' Cll 1 .... 

Cll ...-i CllCD e.... Clll' a Cll e.... Cll > c: (I) 
(l)e.... (I) > ~ Lr\ 

c: 1 "0 c: \0 ...-i >\0 a (I) ..... +' .r:. a c: ..... a > 
.D a · tll tll (I) a .D .D 0 ..... 

(I) I' ..... ..... I' Cll (.J "O+' ~ ...-i (.J ..... 
I' ...-i ..... (.J ..... E . Cl (I) .... Cll ce +' ..- Cll .r:. Cll a ~ "0 c: ...-i 'J ...-i a ...-i 

c: 0.. > en..-
tll(l)Lr\ ...-i ....... (I) en 00'< I-<t..- I-< tll .0 tll .... .r:..+J"O ....\0 (I) tlle.... . tll tll +'0 a .0 ..... 
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tllL.- (.J en ..... ..... (I) Cl.. E ..... CJ . c: 
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E"O . .-; a Lr\ tll(.JC:O'< et: C ..... I' (.JC:.+J 
c: > Cll a Cll ... .0 ..... Cll ... ...- Cll ~ ::::J .+J ~ ...-i tll en +' ..... c: · ...-11-<1' c: tll . .-; tll..-

~.+J Cll a I-<L.- (.J ~ "0 ~ (I) (.J ~ (.J a 01 (.J . (1)0'< I-< CD Clla Cll Cll (I) ~ 
(I) (I) (.J ...-ie......- (I) I-< . (I) 0 I-< en Cll N c: OL.- a c: a. c: ~ c: en en (I)(I)N .r:. .r:. (.J a.'J 

.r:..r:.Cll ..... en.r:. 01 +' .r:.u ~ X(.J01 c: en ('-. ~N ...... (.J CllI""'I tll Cll· .... \0 Cll en ~ . .r:..D .+J"O .+J ..... E tll tll .+J+'O 3:.+J ~ - +' (.J .+J (1).- en ..... Cll tll ......... . c: . .r:. .+JI-<.+J ..... (I) A+' +' ..... >. c: .+J 4 ...... e.... 4 
C:N c: O1Cl 01 en .r:.1-<(.J ...-i . C:\O (I) en .+J Cll 0. Cll Cll "0 c: I (.J -' tll I-< tll I-< en I' (I) I' 

e.... I-< · .j.)tll..- tll c: c: o c: ::J . tllE ....... (.J 0 ..... c: 0\0 Cll c: Cll en Cll c: (1) • .-; CJ c: ::::E a O~I' e.... . .-; I' 
E a tll 00"0 c: I-< ...-1 . .-; . .-; ('-. .j.) . .-; 0.0 o 1-< • .-; .+Je.....+J Cll tll ..... I' o .... "0 ~ (.J - E ~ a. en (I) 01:) e.... c: e....'J...- o.r:. 

e.... c: (1)01· ...-1 >.j.) l? I (I) .r:.e....(.J ~ en .r:.'J .j.) .- .+J ~ C:'J (.J Cll ., X ~ .r:. ('-. c: . 0 w 
.j.) tll O1-.j.) oen·.-;c: .+J . .-; L.-

...... Cll I"O~ .+J tll .+J ..... tll Cll >. (I).D .j.) en en tll en c:enl""'l c:e.... ~ en ~ 

I-<"O...-i tll (.J ce- (I) (I) c:"O . (I) 
"0 0. I-<'J ('-. en ~ Cll (.J (.J . .+J ...-1 . en (I) (I) OC:I' OCll...- Cl1014 

tll (I) 01 (l)Cl ...-1 (.J E (l)I-<N .r:. C'-. 
"0 Cll en "0 tll "01:) C:Lr\ > tll en .... Cll .+J.o c: Cll 0 "0 (I) > en·.-; .......... I' .......... .- ...-i c: N 

a.c:c: "0 > "O...-1(1)tll ECD\O .+J en ....... ~e.... ...-i (I) Cll ...-ie.... Cll (I) .r:. . .-; E 0 .r:. .j.) ..... c: ...-1.+JC: .+J.r:....- .j.) .r:. (.J ..... 
0. ....... en . 

· .... w ...-1 ..... ('-. ...-1 tll I-< ..... "0"1' ~ ~ Cll4 ~ tll Cll ~ c: a. • a ~ I-<.+J .+JECll.+J .j.) ~ . .-; o.r:. a ..... (.J · .... w . ..... c: . 
.j.) tll ~Cll.j.) ::J c: ....... c:C"- ....... a a (.J (.J\O 0 . .... o (I) E (.J en c: .+J E en en 01 a en en 01...-1 .+J .+J ~ .+J .0 .+J I-< .0 
tll .+J ~ a (.J c: a ~ I-< I-< (I) c:l ....... a 

.r:.XC:I' .r:. c:.r:. .r:.o. a (I) Cll tll a Cll c: 0 en 0 c: c: .r:. ~ (I) ..... a Cll~1""'I Cll e.... Cll I-< (I) (I) 
.r:. (I) (I) .r:. Cll Cll .r:. a a tll E.+J ~ ..... I-< U1 tllW U1 a wo 0:: E ...... ...-i a (.J tll co a· .... U1 Ll O::O::(.J a.. IN a.. 0 L.- et: (.J L.-
...... 1-<2 U1I-<E U1Cl.."-o.. et:CJ11""'1 3:.+J U1 Cll ..... ..-

~sentative Constituency Date of Election. 

Thomas Gilbert Freetown (Bri) 1760-61,63-64,71-73 y Y N N N N N N 
Stephen Hall 

-

Medford (Ms) 1756-61,63-70 NV NV NV NV N NV Y Y Y Y N NV+ NV+ NV+ 
Dan' leI Howard Bridgewater (P) 1756-65 N Y Y N Y N N N 
Will' lam Jernigan Edgartown (D) 1768 NV Y 

EliSha Jones Weston (Ms) 1756-58,60-63,73-74 y Y Y N N N N N 
Josiah K 

N 
een Pembroke (P) 1757-62,65,70-72 Y Y NV N NV Y NV Y 

Abel L aWrence Groton (Ms) 1762-65 y NV NV Y 

Joseph Lee 
Cambridge (Ms) 1764-65 y NV 

Daniel L * eonard Taunton (Bri) 1769-71,73-74 NV NV NV Y Y N NV 
Matth ew Mayhew Chilmark (D) 1758-60,67-68,72 NV NV NV Y 

Stephen Miller Milton (S) 1765 Y 

JOh M n urray Rutland (W) 1756-74 NV NV NV N Y NV Y NV NV NV NV NV NV Y N NV NV NV 
Eben eZer Nichols Reading (Ms) 1757,62-65,68 y Y N Y Y Y 

JOhn NOyes 
Sudbury (Ms) 1756-61,63-72 N Y Y N NV NV Y NV Y N Y Y Y 

Andrew 
N 

Oliver Jr. Salem (E) 1763-66 NV NV Y Y Y 

Daniel Oliver Middlebora..xjl (P) 1765 NV 
Daniel Oliver Jr. Hardwick (W) 1770 

N NV NV 
Oliver p 

1761-62,65-67 Y NV NV artridge Hatfield (H) N 
CharI 

es Prescott Concord (Ms) 1758-63,65-67 y Y N Y N Y N Y 

JOhn R obinson Dorchester (S) 1762-65 r-.' N NV Y 

Joseph Root 
Sunderland(H) 1767-68 

NV Y 

Timoth NV" NV NV NV NV N Y N NV NV 
~les Hardwick (W) 1757-59,61-70 y NV NV N 

-



~sentative Constituency Date of Election. 

Chamb ers Russell Lincoln (Ms) 
RiChard S I 

1756-57,61,63-65 

1761-68 

1762,64-65 

1764-68 

a tonstall Haverhill (E) 

Joseph Sawyer Wells (y) 

Jonathan Sayward York (Y) 
Samp son Stoddard 
Ezra TaYlor 

Joseph Tisdale 
Edm Und Trowbridge 
JOhn Wadsworth 

Samuel Waldo 

Abijah White 

David Wilder 

Israel W'll' 
1 lams 

JOS~Ph Williams 
Will' lam W'll' 
J 

1 lams 
ohn W' lnslow 

JOhn W 
orthington 

Chelmsford (1'1;) 1762-68 
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Tory Representatives: Proscription and Office-Holding. 

Representative 

Elisha Adams 

Briggs Alden 

John Ashley 

Jonathan Ashley 

Dudley Atkins 

Edward Bacon 

Jonathan Bagley 

Jonathan Bliss 

William Browne 

William Bourne 

John Calef 

John Chadwick 

John Chandler 

Proscr iption 

BL,AP 

BL 

AP 

BL 

BL 

BL 

Thomas Clap BL 

Jonathan Doane BL 

Timothy Dwight BL 

Josiah Edson AP 

Chillingsworth Foster BL,AP 

Office 

JP 

JP 

JP 
Col. 

JP 

JP 

J 

JP 
Col. 

JP 
Maj. 

JP 
J 
Col. 
SC 

JP 
J 

JP 

JP 

JP 
Col. 
PJ 
SH 
J 

J 

JP 

JP 
RP 
J 

JP 
J 
SH 
Col. 

JP 
SH 

Date of Appointment 

1762 

1762 

1761 
1771 

1769 

1763 

1762 

1761 
1771 

1769 
1771 

1763 
1770 
1771 
1774 

1761 
1766-70 

1771 

1764 

1762 
? 

1762 
1762 
1757-62 

1749-71 

1762 

1762 
1748-61? 
1768 

1762 
1771 
1763-64 
1771 

1764 
1770-74 
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Representative Proscr iption Office Date of Appointment 

Thomas Foster III BL JP 1762 

Jacob Fowle JP 1761 

Peter Frye JP 1765 
RP 1773 
J 1772 

Thomas Gilbert Col. ? 

Stephen Hall BL JP 1761 

Daniel Howard BL JP 1762 

William Jernigan 

Elisha Jones JP 1761 
Col. ? 

Josiah Keen BL JP 1762 

Abel Lawrence BL JP 1761 

Joseph Lee BL,AP JP 1761 
J 1769 

Daniel Leonard JP 1767 
Col. 1771 
S-G* 1775 

Matthew Mayhew JP 1761 
PJ 1761 
J 1762 

Stephen ~liller BL JP 1761 
L t-Col. 1771 

John Murray AP JP 1762 
Col. 1771 

Ebenezer Nichols BL,AP JP 1761 

John Noyes BL,AP JP 1761 

Andrew Oliver Jr. BL JP 1761 
J 1761 

Daniel Oliver BL JP 1762 

Daniel Oliver Jr. JP 1762? 

Dli ver Partridge JP 1769 
J 1768 
SH 1740-61 
Col. 1757-64? 

Charles Prescott BL JP 1761 

John Robinson BL 

Joseph Root JP 1772 



Representative Proscription Office Date of Appointment 

Timothy Ruggles BL J 1762 
JP 1762 
Sur + 

1771 
Gen. 1755-63 

Chambers Russell BL SC 1752-66 

Richard Saltonstall BL .JP 1761 
Col. ? 

SH 1766 

Joseph Sawyer BL J 1765 

Jonathan Sayward JP 1761 
J 1774 

Sampson Stoddard BL,AP JP 1761 

Ezra Taylor BL JP 1762 

Joseph Tj,sdale AP 

Edmund Trowbridge A-G 1749-67 
SC 1767 

John Wadsworth 

Samuel Waldo BL JP 1761 

Abijah White JP 1762 

David Wilder AP 

Israel Williams Col. 1748-57 
J 1758 
PJ 1764 

Joseph Williams BL JP 1761 

William Williams JP 1761 
PJ 1765 
Col. 1771 

John Winslow BL RP 1739-62 
Gen. 1755-63 
JP 1762 
J 1762 

John Worthington BL JP 1762 
Col. 1771 

*Solicitor-General to the Board of Customs Commissioners. 

+Surveyor-General of the King's Forests. 
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*Edward Bacon and Daniel Leonard were Whig friends of government, 
not Tories. But in view of their rapid change of allegiance 
during 1774, when both emerged as leaders of the opposition 
to the Whigs in the House, it was decided to include them in 
the sample of Tory representatives. 

+Elected to the Council that year, therefore could not vote 
in the House. 

#Elected Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

y= Voted Yea. 
N= Voted Nay. 
NV= Did not vote. 

BL= The "Black List" of thirty-two Tory representatives, in 
BGCJ, March 31, 1766, p.2/3. 

AP= Labeled as a "Tory" by Samuel Adams in his "Anti-Pope" 
letters and positively identified by Harbottle Dorr. In 
"A Puritan" (Samuel Adams), BGCJ, April 25, 1768, p.2/1-2, 
Harbottle Dorr Collection of Newspapers, 4 vols., MHS, II, 
p.82. 

SOURCES: Tory r.epresentatives were identified from Appendix 
A, the Black List of 1766 and Sam Adams's "A Puritan"-"Anti-
Pope" letters of 1768. The dates of election and the 
voting records were taken from Journals of the House of 
Representatives of Massachusetts, 1715-1776,53 vols. (Boston, 
1919-1985), vols. XLI-L (1757-1774). Appointments to offices 
in the provincial administration were culled from William H. 
Whitmore, The Massachusetts Civil List for the Colonial and 
Provincial periods, 1630-1774 ..• (Albany, NY, 1870) and Edward 
A. Jones, The Loyalists of Massachusetts: Their Memorials, 
Petitions and Claims (London, 1930). 
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APPENDIX C: THE FAILURE OF BERNARD'S "REFORMING PLAN". 

The failure of Governor Bernard's "reforming plan" highlights 

the effectiveness of the Whigs' anti-Toryism in undermining 

the confidence and resolve of prominent friends of government. 

By "naming one very fit Person" such as the Tory James Murray 

to be the first "reforming justice", Bernard had hoped to encourage 

other friends of government to accept JP's commissions. 1 

In the autumn of 1768, he approached twelve leading Tories 

and dissident Whigs (whose identities are largely unknown) 

including Andrew Oliver and Thomas Flucker with offers of comm-

issions. Most refused to accept until Bernard "engage[ed] 

4 or 5 others to join with them." This Bernard could not 

do. Others whom he approached and interviewed refused 

to accept office because so many of the existing Justices were 

Whigs or "Creatures of the Faction." They feared that 

"if they were to associate with them they must expect to be 

affronted and insulted & by all Ways & Means [be] made sick 

of the Office." The friends of government wanted Bernard 

and the Council to dismiss the Whig JPs or annul the commissions 

of all the Justices in the province and to issue new ones. 

Bernard, of cour~e, could do neither without the co-operation 

of the Council, and this he had no chance of obtaining. 2 

James Murray was hounded by the Whigs for being the first 

"reforming magistrate". In May 1769, the Boston Evening 

Post carried an article ridiculing Murray for being a drunkard. 

Murray accused the printers of publishing a "seditious libel". 3 

But the Whigs retorted that Murray's Toryism "seemed to invite" 

acts of "public resentment". (The same was being said 
4 of traders who were breaking the non-importation agreement.) 

Four months later, Murray was followed home and taunted by a 

mob after he had given bail to one William Browne of Virginia, 

who/ 
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who had assaulted one of James Otis's associates during the in­

famous between Otis and Commissioner John Robinson at the British 

Coffee House. The mob was restrained and committed no 

acts of bodily violence, although Murray had to be escorted 
5 

home by merchants Gilbert Deblois, Lewis Gray and William Taylor. 

Murray admitted to Charles Steuart that Boston's "patriotick 

Gentry hath a virulent hatred of him". He decided, therefore, 

to retire to his three hundred acre estate at Brush Hill, Milton, 

and take no further part in Boston's tumultous politics. 

So long as friends of government were "Seized" by the Whigs, 

he would remain politically inactive. 6 Murray kept his 

promise, although in 1770 he made a short visit to Britain. 7 

NOTES. 

1. Francis Bernard to the Earl of Hillsborough, Boston, November 
14, 1768, in The Boston Evening Post, April 10, 1769, 
p.6/3. 

2. Francis Bernard to the Earl of Hillsborough, Boston, December 
26, 1768, Bernard Papers, 14 vols., VII, pp.118-120, Sparks 
MSS, Houghton Library. 

3. Oliver M. Dickerson ed., Boston Under Military Rule, 1768-
1769 as Revealed in A Journal of the Times (ed. New York, 
1970), p.106; James Murray, The Boston Evening Post, May 
29, 1769, p.3/1. 

4. A Journal of the Times, p.107. 

5. Nina Moore Tiffany and Susan I. Lesley eds., Letters of 
James Murray, Loyalist (Boston, 1901), pp.159-161. 
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6. James Murray to Charles Steuart, Milton, September 30, 
1769, Charles Steuart Papers, Ms.5025-5046, Ms.5025, pp. 
201-202, National Library of Scotland. 

7. Murray's visit is noted in The Boston Gazette and Country 
Journal, December 10, 1770, p.2/2. 

* * * * * * 
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APPENDIX D: THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE LOYALISTS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 

SUFFOLK COUNTY. 

1 2 Loyalists 4 Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Adult Males 

Braintree 2,871 610 17 2.79 
* 

Roxbury 1,433 356 9 2.~.5 

Hingham 2,087 504 4 0.79 

Dedham 1,937 495 6 1.12 
* 

Brookline 502 115 2 1.74 

Dorchester 1,513 373 4 1.07 

Medway 912 206 3 1.46 

Wrentham 2,879 710 2 0.28 

Milton 1 ,213 259 2 0.77 

Franklin 1 

Needham 912 287 1 0.35 

Stoughton 2,097 532 4 0.75 

Boston c.3,000 507 

[16,540+ 2,664 507# 19.03] 

Unknown 4 

Suffolk 41,240+ 8,511 566 6.65 

*Excluding one woman. 

#Excluding twelve women and seven males under sixteen years of age. 

+Figures for 1771. 3 
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PLYMOUTH COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Marshfield 1,157 289 48 16.61 

Plymouth 2,655 643 36 5.60 

Middleborough 4,119 1,045 7 0.67 

Scituate 2,672 663 7 1.06 

Bridgewater 4,364 1 ,130 8 0.71 

Kingston 980 229 4 1. 75 

Rochester 2,449 569 2 0.35 

Hanover 1,105 253 1 0.40 

Pembroke 1,768 418 1 0.24 

Duxbury 1,254 316 1 0.32 

Halifax 148 1 0.68 

Unknown 1 

Plymouth 26,906 6,614 117 1.77 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Cambridge 1,586 333 23 6.91 

Weston 1,027 222 12 5.41 
* Charlestown 360 144 9 6.25 

Townsend 794 177 4 2.26 

Groton 1,639 398 5 1.26 

Li t tleton 1,047 209 4 1.91 

Marlborough 1,554 391 3 0.77 

Framingham 1,574 384 2 0.52 

Newton 1,625 348 3 0.86 

Medford 967 190 2 1.05 

Concord 1,927 391 4 1.02 

Waltham 870 174 2 1 .15 

Chelmsford/ 



MIDDLESEX COUNTY, contd. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Chelmsford 1,341 319 1 0.31 

Sudbury 2,160 522 1 0.19 

Lexington 1,088 213 1 0.47 

Shirley 704 144 1 0.69 

Woburn 1,691 417 1 0.24 

Westford 1,193 283 1 0.35 

Natick 535 126 1 0.79 

Stowe 915 215 1 0.47 

Lincoln 775 187 1 0.53 

Hopkinton 1,134 286 1 0.35 

Billerica 1,500 348 1 0.29 

Middlesex 40,121 9,140 84 0.92 

*Charlestown's population had been severely reduced by the siege 

of Boston, 1775-1776. 

WORCESTER COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Poy-. Adult Males Loyalists Adult M8]es 

Worcester 1,925 438 30 6.85 

Petersham 1,235 289 11 3.81 

Lancaster 2,746 672 14 2.08 

Hardwick 1 ,393 3':'6 12 3.47 

Shrewsbury 1,475 384 10 2.60 
* Northborough 562 127 9 7.09 

Paxton 116 8 6.90 

Rutland/ 
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WORCESTER COUNTY, contd. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Rutland 1,006 254 5 1.97 

Barre 1,329 325 2 0.62 

Brookfield 2,649 655 6 0.92 

Bolton 1,210 284 3 1.06 

Princetown 701 153 1 0.65 

Fitchburgh 643 168 2 1.19 

Oxford 1 ,112 275 2 0.73 

Lunenberg 1,265 284 2 0.70 

Warren 1 

Leicester 1,005 212 1 0.47 

Winchenden 519 119 1 0.84 

Uxbridge 1 ,110 235 1 0.43 

Sturbridge 1,374 338 1 0.30 

Sutton 2,644 651 1 0.15 

Oakham 598 135 1 0.74 

Spencer 1,042 257 1 0.39 

New Braintree 798 185 1 0.54 

Harvard 1,315 338 1 0.30 

Leominster 978 216 1 o ./~6 
Athol 191 1 0.52 

Templeton 1,016 235 1 0.43 

Dudley 875 228 1 0.44 

Boylston 1 

Southborough 1 

Unknown 12 

Worcester 45,031 11 ,005 145 1. 32 

*Excluding one woman. 



BRISTOL COUNTY. 

Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists 

Taunton 3,259 794 14 

Freetown 1,901 414 15 

Swansea 447 10 

Berkley 787 191 10 

Dartmouth 6,773 1,067 2 

Rehoboth 4,191 970 1 

Dighton 1,420 317 1 

Easton 1,172 293 1 

Unknown 5 

Bristol 24,916 5,794 59 

NANTUCKET COUNTY. 

Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists 

Nantucket 
Island 

DUKES COUNTY. 

4,412 8 

Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists 

Edgartown 

Chilmark 

Tisbury 

Dukes 

1,020 

769 

2,822 

1 

1 

3 

Percentage of 
Adult Males 

1. 76 

3.62 

2.24 

5.24 

0.19 

0.10 

0.32 

0.34 

1.02 

Percentage of 
Adult Males 

Percentage of 
Adult Males 
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BERKSHIRE COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Jericho 977 127 45 35.43 
(Hancock) 

Pittsfield 1,132 244 15 6.15 

Great Barri- 961 231 6 2.60 
ngton 

Lenox 931 178 7 3.93 

Lanesborough 1,434 354 6 1.69 

New Ashford 215 5 

Williamstown 1,083 257 5 1.82 

Stockbridge 907 2 

Sheffield 1,722 338 1 0.30 

Al ford 298 1 

Lee 1 

Richmond 921 1 

West Stock- 370 1 
bridge 

East Hoosick 4 

Unknown 1 

Berkshire 17,952 2,534 101 3.99 

BARNSTABLE COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Sandwich 1,912 362 25 6.91 

Barnstable 554 9 1.62 

Harwich 1,865 451 0.22 

Yarmouth 2,227 514 0.19 

Unknown 1 

Barnstable 12,936 3,371 37 1 .10 
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HAMPSHIRE COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Montague 19 

Hatfield 582 190 15 7.89 

Deerfield 836 241 11 4.56 

Northampton 1,790 451 10 2.22 

Conway 4 

Amherst 915 238 3 1 .26 

Shelburne 575 154 3 1.95 

Westfield 1,488 373 2 0.54 

Springfield 1,974 452 2 0.44 

Warwick 766 166 1 0.60 

Greenfield 735 148 1 0.68 

Bernardstown 607 138 1 0.72 

Shutesbury 598 147 1 0.68 

New Salem 910 226 1 0.44 

Sunderland 409 116 1 0.86 

Worthington 639 166 1 0.60 

Hadley 681 201 1 0.50 

Granville 1 ,126 286 1 0.35 

Hampshire 32,701 7,957 79 0.99 

DISTRICT OF MAINE (YORK, LINCOLN AND CUMBERLAND): 

YORK COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

York 2,742 607 3 0.49 

Kittery 2,991 645 2 0.31 

Berwick 3,315 671 1 0.15 

York 17 , 623 3,904 6 0.15 
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LINCOLN COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Pownal- 1,424 294 8 2.72 
borough 

Woolwich 695 167 2 1.20 

Hallowell 554 134 1 0.75 

Vassal- 99 9 9.09 
borough 

Thomastown 346 5 

Pittstown/ 98 4 4.08 
Gardiners-
town 

Machias 626 8 

Passamaquoddy 206 2 

Deer Island 348 4 

Penobscot 439 14 

Fort George 5 

St. George 2 

Georgetown 5 

Fox Island 1 

Unknown 2 

Lincoln 15,546 2,468 72 2.92 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY. 

Percentage of 
Town White Pop. Adult Males Loyalists Adult Males 

Falmouth 3,026 709 28 3.95 

Scarborough 1,817 454 1 0.22 

Unknown 

Cumberland 14,110 3,063 30 0.99 



ESSEX COUNTY. 

Town White Pop. 

Marblehead 4,386 

Salem 5,337 

Newburyport 3,681 

Haverhill 2,810 

Ipswich 4,508 

Boxford 989 

Lynn 

Gloucester 4,512 

Rowley 1,678 

Cape Ann 

Essex 50,923 

*For Lynn and Lynnfield. 

+Excluding one woman. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Town 

Unknown 

Massachu­
setts 

White Pop. 

347,239 

Adult Males Loyalists 

1,047 15+ 

1,193 48+ 

858 6 

552 6 

1 ,016 4 

248 1 
* 431 2 

939 1 

421 1 

1 

11 ,328 85 

Adult Males Loyalists 

75,689 

35 

1,427 
+ 24 
women 
& males 
under 16 
=1,451. 

Percentage of 
Adult Males 

1.43 

4.02 

0.70 

1.09 

0.39 

0.40 

0.46 

0.11 

0.24 

0.75 

Percentage of 
Adult Males 

1.89 
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NOTES TO APPENDIX D: 

1. Figures are for 1776. 

2. Figures are for 1777. This census was used because it was 
the one taken closest to the outbreak of the Revolutionary 
War. (The previous most comprehensive census taken 
was in 1765.) Due to a lack of precise information 
concerning the departure dates of Loyalists, it was not 
possible to include in the calculations the numbers of 
left Massachusetts before the census was made. 

3. Boston's population dwindled to less than 3,000 during 
the siege of 1775-1776. Thus the figures of 16,540 
and 2,664 from 1771 were used in the computations. 
The actual white population of Suffolk County in 1776 
was 27,419. 

4. Only those persons who publicly demonstrated their loyalty 
to Britain or were proscribed by the Patriot authorities, 
1775-1783, were counted as Loyalists. (A further 
explanation of the criteria used to define a "Loyalist" 
is in the key to the column headings and abbreviations 
of Appendix A.) David E. Maas listed the names of 
1,489 Loyalists in Divided Hearts, Massachusetts Loyalists, 
1765-1790: A Biographical Directory (Boston, 1980). 
However 121 of those persons he named could not be classified 
as Loyalists according to the criteria set out above: 
some had died or left the province before the outbreak 
of hostilities in 1775; others remained neutral during 
the war. Other sources yielded information on 47 
Loyalists who were not listed by Maas. 

SOURCES: 

David E. Maas, Di\ided Hearts, Massachusetts Loyalists, 1765-
1790: A Biographical Directory (Boston, 1980); Edward A. Jones, 
The Loyalists of Massachusetts: Their Memorials, Petitions 
and Claims (London, 1930); James H. Stark, The Loyalists of 
Massachusetts and The Other Side of The American Revolution 
(Boston, 1910); Massachusetts Loyalist Claimants, XIII-XIV, 
MHS; George Sheldon, A History of Deerfield, Massachusetts, 
2 vol s . (Deerfield, tv1 ass., 1 895 - 1 896; rep r . ,1 972 \, I I, p. 72 2 ; 
Miscellaneous manuscript sources; Evarts B. Greene and Virginia 
D. Harrington, American Population Statistics Before the Federal 
Census of 1790 (New York, 1932), pp.12-46. 

* * * * * * 
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APPENDIX E: THE OCCUPATIONS OF THE MASSACHUSETTS LOYALISTS. 

SUFFOLK COUNTY. 

Occup- Wrent- Brain- Rox- Mil- Ded- Stough- Brook- Hing- Dor- Med-
ation ham tree bury ton ham ton line ham chester way 

LAND 

Landowning 1 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
man. 
Yeomen 1 1 3 1 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Customs 1 
Officers 
Clerks 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 1 1 
Shopkeepers/ 1 
Traders 
Fishermen 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Teachers 1 1 
Clergy 1 1 
Lawyers 2 

ARTISANS 

Weaver 1 
Watchmaker 1 
Cabinetmaker 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Women 1 1 
Labourer 1 
Soldier 1 

Total 2 5 2 2 5 4 2 3 2 2 
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SUFFOLK COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- Occup-
ation Boston ation Boston 

LAND 
ARTISANS 

Landowning 4 
Gentry/Gentle-
men Shoemakers 2 

Yeomen 10 Butchers 3 

Blacksmiths 4 Tailors 2 
Carpenters 2 

GOVERNMENT Cordwright 1 
Watchmaker 1 

Customs 49 Cabinetmaker 1 

Officers Furrier 1 
Goldsmith 1 

COMMERCE Wheelwright 1 
Ironworker 1 

Merchants 120 Bookbinder 1 

Shopkeepers/ 26 Tallow chandler 1 

Traders Cook 1 

Mariners 20 Housewright 1 

Factors 8 Tanner 1 

Shipwrights 3 Mason 1 

Mastmakers 2 
Wharfingers 2 MISCELLANEOUS 
Brazier 1 * 
Sailmaker 1 Women 12 

Ropemaker 1 Clerks/Book- 2 

Ropewalk-owner 1 keepers 

Commercial 1 Soldiers 3 

Clerk Musician 1 

Insurance 1 Artists 2 

Broker Lapidary 1 
Dancemaster 1 

PROFESSIONAL Innkeepers 2 
Males under 16 7 

Physicians 20 Years. 
Lawyers 11 
Clergy 7 
Teachers 1 Total 366 

ARTISANS 

Printers 9 
Bakers 4 *Two women were counted as 
Sil versmiths 4 shopkeepers (Ami and 
Chaisemakers 3 Elizabeth Cuming.) 
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PLYMOUTH COUNTY. 

Occup- Marsh- Ply- Middle- Scit- Bridge- Kings- Roches-
ation field mouth borough uate welt.er ton ter 

LAND 

Landowning 1 1 
Gentry 
Yeomen 24 4 1 6 2 
Miller 1 
Blacksmiths 1 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Customs 1 
Officers 
Clerk 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 6 1 
Shopkeepers 1 
Mariners 1 4 
Shipwright 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physicians 2 2 
Lawyers 2 
Teachers 1 1 

ARTISANS 

Housewright 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 1 

Total 32 18 6 4 7 2 1 
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PLYMOUTH COUNTY, contd. 

Occu- Hano- Pemb- Dux-
pat ion ver rake bury 

LAND 

Yeoman 1 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Teacher 1 

Total 1 1 1 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY. 

Occup- Nat- Cam- Wes- Charles- Towns- Gro- Lit tle- New-
ation ick bridge ton town end ton ton ton 

LAND 

Landowning 4 1 3 
Gentry /Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 1 1 1 2 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Clerk 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 4 1 1 1 
Shopkeepers/ 1 1 
Traders 
Mariners 1 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physician 
Lawyers 4 1 1 
Clergy 4 1 
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MIDDLESEX COUNTY,contd. 

Occup- Nat- Cam- Wes- Charles- Towns- Gro- Little- New-
ation ick bridge ton town end ton ton ton 

ARTISANS 

Carpenters 1 
Glazier 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Innkeepers 1 1 
Free Black 1 

Total 1 21 3 7 3 3 1 

Occu- Marl- Med- Sud- Con- Walt-
pation borough ford bury cord ham 

LAND 

Landowning 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 1 
Shopkeepers/ 1 
Traders 
Mariner 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Lawyers 1 
Clergy 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Innkeeper 

Total 3 2 1 2 2 
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WORCESTER COUNTY. 

Occup- Wor- Peters- Lancas- Hard- Shrews- North- Pax- Rut-
ation cester ham ter wick bury borough ton land 

LAND 

Landowning 5 1 1 1 1 2 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 4 5 2 4 4 4 1 1 
Blacksmith 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Clerk 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 2 1 
Shopkeepers 1 1 
Mariner 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physicians 2 1 1 
Lawyers 3 1 2 2 
Clergy 1 1 1 
Teachers 2 

ARTISANS 

Housewright 1 
Goldsmith 1 
Carpenter 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Women 1 
Soldier 1 

Total 20 11 8 9 7 6 5 2 
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WORCESTER COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- Brook- Bol- Prince- Fitch- Boyls- Lunen-
ation Barre field ton town burg ton burg Warren 

LAND 

Landowning 1 1 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 1 1 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Clergy 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Peddler 1 

Total 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Occup- Leices- Ux- Stur- Oak- Spen- New Temple-
ation ter bridge bridge ham cer Braintree ton 

COMMERCE 

Merchant 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physician 1 1 
Clergy 1 1 

ARTISANS 

Wheelwright 1 
Saddler 1 

Total 1 1 1 1 
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WORCESTER COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- Har- Wich- South-
ation v8rd endon borough Uknown 

LAND 

Yeomen 1 1 1 

COMMERCE 

Shopkeeper 1 1 

Total 1 1 2 

BRISTOL COUNTY. 

Occup- Taun- Free- Swan- Berk- Dart- Reho- Digh-
ation ton town sea ley mouth both ton 

LAND 

Landowning 2 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 3 5 2 1 1 
Blacksmith 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 1 3 
Mariner 1 
Shipwrights 3 
Shopkeeper 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Teacher 
Lawyers 2 
Physician 1 



BRISTOL COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- Taun- Free- Swan-
ation ton town sea 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Soldier 
Boatman 1 
Innkeepers 1 1 

Total 10 15 5 

NANTUCKET COUNTY. 

Occup­
ation Nantucket Island 

COMMERCE 

Shopkeeper 
Whaler/Merchant 
Fisherman 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physicians 

Total 

1 
1 
1 

2 

5 
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Berk- Dart- Reho- Digh-
ley mouth both ton 

1 

2 1 1 1 
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DUKES COUNTY. 

Occup- Edgar- Chil- Tis-
ation town mark bury 

LAND 

Yeomen 1 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 1 

Total 1 1 1 

BARNSTABLE COUNTY. 

Occup- Sand- Barn-
ation wich stable 

LAND 

Yeomen 8 2 

GOVERNMENT 

Clerk 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchant 1 
Mariners 2 

PROFESSIONAL 

Teacher 1 
Physician 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourers 5 1 

Total 17 5 
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BERKSHIRE COUNTY. 

Occup- Shef- Pitts- Gt. Barr- Lanes- New Williams-
ation field field ington Lenox borough Ashford town 

LAND 

Yeomen 1 2 3 6 5 3 3 

PROFESSIONAL 

Clergy 1 
Lawyer 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 1 1 

Total 1 4 4 7 5 3 3 

Occup- Jer- Stock- Rich- East 
ation icho bridge Lee Alford mond Hoosick 

LAND 

Landowning 1 1 
Gentry /Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 2 2 1 1 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Customs 1 
Officer 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 1 

Total 4 2 1 1 1 2 
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DISTRICT OF MAINE (YORK, LINCOLN AND CUMBERLAND). 

YORK COUNTY. 

Occup-
ation York Kittery 

LAND 

Landowning 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 

PROFESSIONAL 

Clergy 1 
Physician 1 

Total 2 1 

LINCOLN COUNTY. 

Occup- Vassal- Pownal- Wool- Hallo- Thomas- Pittstown/ 
ation borough borough wich well town Gardinerstown 

LAND 

Landowning 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeoman 1 1 1 
Surveyor 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 1 
Mariner 1 
Shopkeeper 1 
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LINCOLN COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- Vassal- Pownal- Wool- Hallo- Thomas- Pittstown/ 
ation borough borough wich well town Gardinerstown 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physicians 1 1 
Teacher 1 
Clergy 1 

Total 1 5 2 1 2 2 

Occup- Passa- Penob- Fort St. George-
ation Machias maguoddy scot George George town 

LAND 

Yeomen 5 1 2 
Landowning 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 1 
Mariners 1 1 
Shipwright 1 
Shopkeepers 1 1 1 1 

ARTISANS 

Carpenter 1 
Cordwainer 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 2 

Total 2 2 13 2 2 
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CUMBERLAND COUNTY. 

Occup-
ation Falmouth 

LAND 

Miller 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Cutoms 3 
Officers 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 7 
Mariners 8 

PROFESSIONAL 

Clergy 1 
Lawyer 1 

Total 21 

HAMPSHIRE COUNTY. 

Occup- West- Bernards- Deer- Shel- Con- Shutes- Sunder-
ation field Amherst town field burne way bury land 

LAND 

Landowning 1 2 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 2 1 3 

COMMERCE 

Shopkeeper 
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HAMPSHIRE COUNTY, contd. 

Occup- West- Bernards- Deer- Shel- Con- Shutes- Sunder-
ation field Amherst town field burne way bury land 

PROFESSIONAL 

Clergy 1 1 
Lawyers 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Labourer 1 
Ferryman 1 
Innkeeper 2 

Total 2 2 1 9 1 4 1 1 

Occup- Hat- North- Spring-
ation field amp ton field Montague 

LAND 

Landowning 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 2 1 2 9 
Miller 1 

COMMERCE 

Merchant 1 
Shopkeepers 2 

PROFESSIONAL 

Physician 2 2 

Total 7 4 2 10 
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ESSEX COUNTY. 

Occup- Marble- Newbury- Haver- Ips- Glou- Cape 
ation head Salem port hill wich Lynn cester Ann 

LAND 

Landowning 1 2 1 1 
Gentry/Gentle-
men 
Yeomen 1 1 

GOVERNMENT 

Customs 3 
Officers 

COMMERCE 

Merchants 3 15 4 1 
Mariners 2 1 
Shopkeepers 1 1 

PROFESSIONAL 

Teachers 1 1 
Clergy 1 3 1 1 
Lawyer 1 
Physicians 7 1 

ARTISANS 

Shoemaker 1 
Pewterer 1 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Women 1 1 
Soldier 1 
Boatman 1 

Total 10 36 6 4 3 1 1 1 



MASSACHUSETTS: TOWN RESIDENCE UNKNOWN. 

Occu­
pation 

LAND 

Landowning 
Gentry/Gentle­
men 
Yeomen 

COMMERCE 

Mariner 

Total 

Unknown Residence 

1 

2 

1 

4 

SOURCES: The occupations of the Loyalists were determined from the 
same sources as those used for the friends of government that 
are listed in the key to the column headings and abbreviations 
of Appendix A. 

* * * * * * 
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NOTES. 

NOTES TO THE INTRODUCTION: 

1. I define "ideology" as a distinctive set of political and 
social beliefs common to a particular group of people 
which influence and guide a person's behaviour in many 
aspects of his or her life, but especially in politics. 
These beliefs are dependent on and reflect 8nd explain 
the material conditions of life, yet are also able to 
change them. Historians who have studied the ideological 
conflicts of the American Revolution have employed similarly 
broad definitions. For example, Bernard Bailyn set 
out to study the "assumptions, beliefs, and ideas - the 
articulated world view - that lay behind the manifest 
events of the time" in his influential book, The Ideological 
Origins of the American Revolution (Cambridge, Mass., 
1967), p.vi. 

The terms "radical", "moderate" and "conservative" are~ 
of course, modern appellations and were not in common 
use in eighteenth-century Massachusetts. The main 
justification for their use in this dissertation, as in 
other studies of the American Revolution, 1S that they 
serve to distinguish and characterise the variations in 
the spectrum of ideological-political opinions in the 
province. The radicals were, as Thomas Hutchinson 
often observed, "zealous for liberty" and in the forefront 
of the protest movement. They were the leaders of 
the Whig party in the General Court and Boston town meeting. 
From the outset of the disputes between Britain and the 
colonies, they denied Parliament's right to levy direct 
taxes on Americans. Eventually, they came to question 
Parliament's legislative supremacy in the colonies and, 
by 1775-1776, supported the idea of making the colonies 
independent of Britain. It was they who initiated 
a policy of resistance to Britain in 1765 that involved 
both legal and illegal protests. They did not think 
of themselves as revolutionaries, but as guardians of 
the common weal and the rights and liberties of Americans 
from the conspiracies of Britain and the Tories. 
It/ 
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1. It is not always easy to discern the differences between 
the radicals and the moderate Whigs on any specific issue. 
The moderates generally supported the radicals' strategy 
of resistance and belonged to the same political clubs 
and organisations as the radicals. But at times, their 
desire to end the disputes with Britain led them to question 
the aims and challenge the methods by which radicals such 
as Sam Adams and Joseph Warren led the opposition to Britain. 
The conservatives were the Tories and the main critics of 
the Whig protest movement dur ing the Stamp Act Cr isis, as is 
shown in Chapter Two of this dissertation. 

2. For example: Claude H. Van Tyne, The Loyalists in the 
American Revolution (New York, 1901); William Nelson, 
The American Tory (Oxford, 1961); Wallace Brown, The King's 
Friends: The Composition and Motives of the American Loyalist 
Claimants (Providence, Rhode Is., 1965) and The Good Americans: 
The Loyalists in the American Revolution (New York, 1969); 
Paul H. Smith, Loyalists and Redcoats: A Study in British 
Revolutionary Policy (Chapell Hill, NC., 1964); Robert 
M. Calhoon, The Loyalists of Revolutionary America, 1760-
1781 (New York, 1973). For a brief survey of historians l 

perceptions of the Loyalists see Wallace Brown, "Loyalist 
Historiography", Acadiensis,4 (1974), pp.133-138. 

3. The early studies were collections of short biographies 
and family histories that made no attempt to analyse 
the ideology or political behaviour of the Loyalists: 
John Noble, "Some Massachusetts Tories", PCSM,5 (1897-
1898), pp.257-297; James H. Stark, The Loyalists of Massachusetts 
and The Other Side of the American Revolution (Boston, 
1910); Edward A. Jones, The Loyalists of Massachusetts: 
Their Memorials, Petitions and Claims (London, 1930). 
The first important analytical study of the Massachusetts 
Loyalists was by WallRce Brown in King's Friends, pp.19-
41, 294-298. This was soon followed by Bruce G. 
Merrit, "Loyalism and Social Conflict in Revolutionary 
Deerfield, Massachusetts", JAH)57 (1970), pp.277-281. 
David E. Maas extended the investigations with "The Return 
of the Massachusetts Loyalists", Unpublished Ph.D. disser­
tation, University of Wisconsin, 1972 and a prosopographical 
directory of nearly 1,500 Loyalists which he compiled 
and edited for publication, Divided Hearts, Massachusetts 
Loyalists, 1765-1790: A Biographical Directory (Boston, 
1980). William Pencak devoted part of War, Politics 
& Revolution in Provincial Massachusetts (Boston, 1981) 
to a study of the Loyalist and Patriot leaders (pp.213-
229), but it has only limited value because he 
examined the careers of less than twenty-five Loyalists. 
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4. Bernard Bailyn, The Ordeal of Thomas Hutchinson (Cambridge, 
Mass., 1974); Carole Berkin, Jonathan Sewall: Odyssey 
of an American Loyalist (New York, 1974); Mary Beth Norton, 
"The Loyalists' Critique of the Revolution", in Library 
of Congress Symposia on the American Revolution, I, The 
Development of a Revolutionary Mentality (Washington-,--
1972); Ann Gorman Condon, "Marching to a Different Drummer: 
The Political Philosophy of the American Loyalists", in 
Red, White and True Blue: The Loyalists in the American 
Revolution, ed. Esmond Wright (New York, 1976), pp.1-18. 

5. Potter advanced a thesis (first hinted at by Bernard Bailyn 
in The Ideological Origins of the American Revolution, 
pp.22-23) that the Loyalists and Patriots who stood on 
opposite political sides nevertheless drew upon the same 
intellectual "reservoir" of British and colonial American 
ideas. She established the connections between many 
of the Loyalists'ideas and those of British conservatives 
who were critics of the Real Whig libertarians much beloved 
by the Patriots. Whereas Patriot ideology maintained that 
the Loyalists were participants in a British conspiracy 
to enslave Americans, the Loyalists perceived a counter­
conspiracy in the "democratic tyranny" of the Sons of 
Liberty, committees of correspondence, Whig mobs and Continental 
Congress. In The Liberty We Seek: Loyalist Ideology 
in Colonial New York and Massachusetts (Cambridge, Mass., 
1983), pp.viii-ix, 15-38, 80-101. 

6. For example, one chapter of The Liberty We Seek discussed 
the response of the Loyalist pamphleteers to the first 
Continental Congress of September, 1774, yet only three 
pages included references to their views on the Stamp 
Act Crisis of 1765-1766 (pp.24,32,37) and five to the 
Non-Importation Controversy of 1768-1770 (pp.73-77J 

7. This criticism was made by David Wilson in a review of 
The Libertv We Seek, in "The Ambivalent Loyalists", Acadiensis, 
14 (1984),'p.130: 

8. Historians have re-assessed the social and political contexts 
of Bernard Bailyn's interpretation of revolutionary ideology 
and the "conspiracy" of Britain to "enslave" Americans. 
They have concluded that ideological consciousness and 
political awareness extended throughout society and did 
not simply depend upon the ideas of an elite group of 
writers and politicians filtering down to the bottom. 
Propagandists helped to determine a person's political 
allegiance in so far as they drew his or her attention to 
the key issues that were the substance of the disputes 
between Britain and the colonies, and explained to them 
the ideological position of the Whigs and Tories. 
This/ 
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8. This caveat is equally applicable to the Loyalists and 
the friends of government. See Kenneth A. Lockridge, 
"Social Change and the Meaning of the American Revolution", 
JSH,7 (1973), pp.403-439; Joyce Appleby, "The Social Origins 
of American Revolutionary Ideology", JAH,44 (1977), pp.935-
958; Gary B. Nash, "Social Change and the GrOlvth of Pre­
Revolutionary Urban Radicalism", in The American Revolution: 
Explorations in the History of American Radicalism, ed. 
Alfred F. Young ,Dekalb, Illinois, 1976), pp.3-36; Gary 
B. Nash, The Urban Crucible: Social Change. Political 
Consciousness and the Origins of the American Revolution 
(Cambridge, Mass., 1979); Dirk Hoerder, Crowd Action in 
Revolutionary Massachusetts, 1765-1780 (London, 1977). 

487 

Useful discussions on historical methodology and the study of 
tffi political ideology of the eighteenth-century include 
Gordon S. Wood, "Rhetoric and Reality in the American 
Revolution", WMQ,23 (1966), pp.3-32; J.G.A. Pocock, Politics, 
Language and Time: Essays on Political Thought and History 
(London, 1971); H.T. Dickinson, Liberty and Property: 
Political Ideology in Eighteenth-Century Britain (London, IQ11), pp.I-IO. 

9. Carl Becker, The History of Political Parties in the Province 
of New York, 1760-1776 (Madison, Wise., 1909~; Leopold 
S. Lauwitz-Schurer Jr., Loyal Whigs and Revolutionaries: 
The Making of the Revolution in New York, 1765-1776 (New York, 
1980); Edward Countryman, A People in Revolution: The 
American Revolution and Political Society in New York, 
1760-1790 (Baltimore and London, 1981). 

10. For example: James Truslow Adams, Revolutionary New England, 
1691-1776 (Boston, 1941); Robert E. Brown, Middle-Class 
Democracy and the Revolution in Massachusetts, 1691-1780 
(Ithaca, NY., 1955); Stephen E. Patterson, Political Parties 
in Revolutionary Massachusetts (Madison, Wise., 1973); 
Richard L. Bushman, King and People in Provincial Massachusetts 
(C:,apel Hill, NC., 1985). 

11. The sparse references to the Loyalists by scholars of 
American conservatism are: Leonard Labaree, Conservatism 
in Early American History (New York, 1948), pp.139-141; 
Allen Guttman, Th'e Conservative Tradition in America (New 
York, 1967), pp.14-21; Clinton Rossiter, Conservatism in 
America (2nd. ed., New York, 1964), p.101. William 
Pencak's America's Burke: The Mind of Thomas Hutchinson 
(New York and London, 1982) ought to be added to this 
list, however incongruous a comparison between a British 
sympathizer to the Patriot cause and an arch-Tory might 
seem. David Hackett Fisher drew attention to the role 
of the Loyalists as conservative Federalists in the new 
American republic. In The Revolution of American 
Conservatism: The Federalist Party in the Era of Jeffersonian 
Democracy (New York, 1965), pp.52-53, 221-222, 308. 



12. For example, Clinton Rossiter, Alexander Hamilton and 
the Constitution (New York, 1964). 

13. George A. Billias,N The First Un-Americans: The Loyalists 
in American Historiography", PAH.,7 (1973), pp.283-324. 
To be sure, the Loyalists had few redeeming intellectual 
qualities. When Alexander Hamilton accused Re\. Samuel 
Seabury, the Loyalist pamphleteer, of being ignorant of 
contemporary political theory because he made no mention 
of the long list of theorists (such as Grotius, Locke 
and the Real Whigs) frequently cited in Patriot writings, he 
did more than score an advantage; he uncovered a gap in 
the quality of the Loyalists' political literature that 
makes it difficult for the modern historian to assess 
the intellectual origins of Loyalist ideology. No 
Loyalist published a tract or a pamphlet that was in its 
entirety a critique of Patriot ideology and of Lockean 
liberalism which could have provided the intellectual 
guidelines for others to follow. Thomas Hutchinson's 
manuscript essay, "A Dialogue between Europe and America", 
and Jonathan Boucher of Maryland's essay "On Civil Liberty: 
Passive Obedience and Non-Resistance" were able revisions 
of Lockean liberalism. But they were isolated opinions 
and never published during the 1760s and 1770s. However, 
as I will show, Governors Bernard and Hutchinson tried 
to inspire the friends of government in the General Court 
with speeches designed to raise fundamental ideological 
issues concerned with the imperial disputes. [Alexander 
Hamilton], The Farmer Refuted: or, A more impartial and 
comprehensive View of the Dispute between Great-Britain 
and the Colonies ..• (New York, 1775) in The Papers of Alexander 
Hamilton

i
10 vols., ed. Harold Syrett (London and New York, 

1961-), ,pp.84, 104; Bailyn, Hutchinson, pp.95-108; 
Norton, "The Loyalists' Critique of the Revolution", p.132; 
Philip Davidson, Propaganda and the American Revolution, 
1763-1783 (Chapel Hill, NC., 1941), pp.279-280; John Dunn, 
"The Politics of Locke in England and America in the Eighteenth­
Century", in John Locke: Problems and Perspectives, ed. 
John W. Yolton (Cambridge, 1969), pp.45-80, esp. pp.61-
62. 

14. Nathaniel Coffin was born into a prominent and large episcopalian 
Boston family. He was a graduate of Harvard college 
and a physician by profession. Like others of his 
background, he sought office in the provincial administration. 
On November 7, 1768, he was appointed Chief Clerk to the 
Cashier and Paymaster of Customs, Charles Steuart, with 
the/ 
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the handsome salary of £150 sterling per annum. Coffin 
was fifty-four years old when war broke out between the 
colonies and Britain. For biographical information 
see Sibley's Harvard Graduates)XI, pp.367-370; Jones, 
Loyalists of Massachusetts, p.95. Coffin was an 
assiduous observer of politics in Boston and the province 
in general, although he played no prominent part in the 
proceedings. There are approximately fifty letters 
written by Coffin that span four volumes of the Charles 
Steuart Papers, Ms.5025-5028, contained in the National 
Library of Scotland. In addition, the Steuart Papers 
(Ms.5025-5046) contain letters of other Massachusetts 
friends of government such as James Murray. The Coffin 
correspondence has been used sparsely by historians. 
David Ammerman consulted the microfilm copy of the Steuart 
Papers deposited in the Research Library at Colonial Williamsburg, 
Virginia, and referred to Coffin in In The Common Cause: 
American Responses to the Coercive Acts of 1774 (Charlottesville, 
Virginia, 1974), pp.27, 34, 39, 40. The items relating 
to Virginia that are in the Steuart Papers were utilised 
by Adele Hast in the course of her research for Loyalism 
in Revolutionary Virginia: The Norfolk Area and the Eastern 
Shore (Ann Arbor, Mich., 1982). 

Coffin's correspondent, Charles Steuart, was born in 
the Orkney Islands, Scotland, and emigrated to America. 
In 1762, he was appointed Surveyor-General of the Eastern 
Middle District, a high ranking post in the customs service. 
His area of jurisdiction included the colonies to the 
south of Massachusetts and part of Canada. When the 
Board of Customs Commissioners for the colonies was moved 
from London to Boston in 1767, the office of Surveyor­
General was abolished and Steuart was made Cashier and 
Paymaster of Customs. He left Boston in 1769, never 
to return to Massachusetts, and Coffin was left in charge 
of the day-to-day running of the department. Some of 
Steuart's letters have been published, although none of 
these were taken from the collection housed in the NLS 
or were replies to letters written by Coffin. In 
Worthington C. Ford, "Charles Steuart and James Murray 
Letters, 1766-1772", Procs.MHS,1st ser., 43 (1909-1910), 
pp.449-459. The Pennsylvania Historical Society holds 
other papers relating to Steuart dating from 1762-1763 
and 1789. 

15. Historians have long been aware of the Whigs' anti-Toryism, 
although they have neglected to study its significance 
in colonial politics in any depth. See Bailyn, Ideological 
Origins, pp.x, 40 and passim; Hoerder, Crowd Action, pp.103-
108 and passim; Edmund S. Morgan and Helen M. Morgan, 
The Stamp Act Crisis: Prologue to Revolution (2nd ed., 
New York, 1963), pp.187-204; Pauline Maier, From Resistance 
to Revolution: Colonial Radicals and the Development of 
American/ 
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American Opposition to Britain, 1765-1776 (New York, 1974), 
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of a customs house informer. Witnesses to the incident 
refused to testify in court. Savage had to abandon 
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NOTES TO CHAPTER THREE: 

1. The town meeting was the basic participatory political 
unit in Massachusetts. The residents voted in elections 
to choose town officials and representRtiv~s to the General 
Court. In the elections to the House, held each May, 
the franchise extended to white adult males possessing 
£40 rateable (freehold) property. The voting qualifications 
for town elections, usually held in March, was £20. 
Restrictions were never rigidly enforced, and as many 
as 60 per cent of adult males in Boston and the larger 
towns like Salem and 80 per cent in the smaller towns 
voted in elections. Artisans, shopkeepers and yeomen 
regularly participated in politics - something which would 
have been denied them in Europe. It was the contention 
of the Tories that the Whigs were extending the franchise 
illegally to youths and propertyless artisans in order 
to win their political support. Hoerder, Crowd Action, 
pp.23-24; Christie and Labaree, Empire or Independence, 
pp.16-17. 

2. Robert Zemsky concluded that the business and functions 
of the House depended upon a hierarchy of leadership, 
comprising "leaders", "subleaders", and "backbenchers". 
The Speaker was the most powerful man in the House and 
was elected each year by the representatives with the approval 
of the Governor. He appointed the members of committees, 
for which he needed the approbation of the House. 
There were no standing committees, and committee membership 
normally reflected the divisions or spectrum of opinion 
within the chamber. Another factor which facilitated 
the formation of political coalitions was the opportunity 
given by the open debates to charismatic politicians and 
orators like James Otis to influence those around them. 
The lobbying of representatives inside and outside the 
House was also common practice. Zemsky observed that 
"persuasion, rather than tactical manoeuvring, was the 
only way to defeat or pass legislation" (p.18.) Robert 
Zemsky, Merchants, Farmers, and River Gods: An Essay on 
Eighteenth-Century American Politics (Boston, 1971), pp.12-13, 
22-24, 28-38; 

3. Some historians of the "consensus" school, notably Robert E. 
Brown and Michael Zuckerman, have maintained that the 
party political system did not begin to evolve until the 
1780s because the people of Massachusetts already participated 
in a political democracy by the time of the Revolution. 
Parties were abhorred as "factions" and were held to 
bel 
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3. be unnecessary. Generally, representatives and town 
officials were responsive to the wishes of their constituents, 
and townspeople were unafraid to exercise therrpolitical 
power. Representatives attended the House armed with 
a set of instructions written by a committee of townspeople 
setting down the policy guidelines that he should follow 
when came to voting in the House. Between 1715 and 
1774, there was a high turnover rate of representatives. 
On average, three out of every seven towns installed 
new representatives each year. Brown, Middle-Class 
Democracy, pp.21-37, 53, 66-67, 78-99, 129-131; Zuckerman, 
Peaceable Kingdoms, pp.192-198, 200-209; Richard Buel 
Jr., "Democracy and the American Revolution: A Frame of 
Reference", WMQ121 (1964), pp.165-190. However, deferential 
political behaVIour acted as a counterweight to the 
exercise of political democracy. Edward Cook Jr. 
concluded that while regularly exercising a freedom of 
choice in selecting representatives and town officials 
townspeople restricted their choice to a "leadership pool", 
whose members were conspicuous by their social and economic 
prominence irl the town. Less than 1 per cent of Boston I s 
inhabitants belonged to the "leadership pool"; between 
1 and 3 per cent of people in towns with populations over 
1,000; between 3 and 6 per cent of people in towns with 
500 and 1,000 inhabitants. Those who were elected 
were not oligarchs, but an elite who came to dominate 
the decision making process at both local and provincial 
levels. Those who elected them were endorsing the 
widely accepted opinion in British-American culture that 
positions of leadership should be filled by laymen of 
social atanding in the community, although they themselves 
retained the ultimate power of selecting the leaders. 
Edward M. Cook Jr., The Fathers of the Towns: Leadership 
Structure in Eighteenth-century New England (Baltimore 
Gnd London,1976), pp.10-22, 30-37, 80-84, and passim. 
See also J.R. Pole, "Historians and the Problem of American 
Democracy", AHR,67 (1962), pp.626-646; Patterson, Political 
Parties, p.24; Nash, Urban Crucible, p.35. Despite the 
prevalence of and continuity in traditional forms of politics 
that precluded the existence of a party political system, 
Richard D. Brown has shown that elections contested along 
party lines and ideologies were a feature of politics 
in Massachusetts during the 1760s and 1770s. They 
contributed to the high turnover rates of House membership. 
(From 1764 to 1773, 30 per cent of representatives elected 
each year were men who were not incumbents or who had 
ne\er been elected before. Richard D. Brown, "The 
~1assachusetts Comention of Towns", WMQ,26 (1969), pp.95-
96. 

4. Nash, "Social Change and the Growth of Pre-Revolutionary 
Urban Radicalism", pp.26-28; idem, Urban Crucible, pp.273-
280; Brown, Middle-Class Demq Fracy, pp.183-185; Pencak, 
War, Politics & Revolution, pp.150-153; Gipson, The British 
Empire, X, p.129. 
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5. There were over four hundred patronage posts in Massachusetts. 
The Crown appointed the senior executive officers (the 
Governor, Lieutenant-Governor and Secretary of State) 
and the Judges of the Admiralty courts. The House 
of Representatives elected the Council, the Treasurer, 
the Impost Officers and Indian Agent. Together, 
the House and Council selected the London-based province 
agent. The Governor and Council appointed the senior 
judicial officers and judges, the Justices of the Peace 
and the county Sheriffs. The British government appointed 
all customs officers. The only positions to which 
the Governor had the sole right of appointment were the 
officers of the province militia. Zemsky, Merchants, 
Farmers and River Gods, pp.53-54 

6. Pencak, War, Politics & Revolution, pp.159-161; Patterson, 
Political Parties, pp.52-53. 

7. Francis Bernard to Lord Barrington, Castle William, May 
1, 1762, Barrington-Bernard Correspondence, pp.52-53. 

8. John Cushing to Thomas Hutchinson, Scituate, January 6, 
1767, MA,XXV, pp.158-159. 

9. Quoted in Pencak, War, Politics & Revolution, p.161. 

10. Colonel James Otis had been promised the post by Governor 
Pownall. John J. Waters and John A. Schutz, "Patterns 
of Massachusetts Colonial Politics: The Writs of Assistance 
and the Rivalry Between the Otis and Hutchinson Families"' , 
WMQ,24 (1967;, pp.543-567. 

11. The Court faction was strongest in commercial-farming 
towns and ports such as Salem, Marblehead and Marshfie10. 
In all, there were around fifty Court towns. The 
Country party had the allegiance of around fifty-two towns 
including Boston, Braintree and Taunton. Patterson, 
Political Parties, pp.41-42. 

12. William Bollan was dismissed from the post of agent in 1762. 
He was replaced by Jasper Mauduit, a leading English non-
conformist. Mauduit defeated both Jackson and Hutchinson 
in the election. However, the Whigs engineered his 
dismissal on the grounds of his inadequate performance 
in defending the colony's interests over the introduction 
of the Re~enue Act. In Bailyn, Hutchinson, pp.58-
59. 

13. House Journals. 1764-1765, XLI, p.ll. 

14. Francis Bernard to John Pownall, Boston, November 7, 1764, 
Bernard Papers, III, p.260. 

15. The committee extracted paragraphs which contained an 
assertion/ 
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15. assertion of the colonists' "exemption from parliamentary 
taxes in positive Terms as a right" and substituted others 
that "insinuated it in the way of praying a continuance 
of ... favour and indulgence." Francis Bernard to Richard 
Jackson, Boston, November 7, 1764, ibid., pp.262-263. 
The revised document reflected the Tory views of Thomas 
Hutchinson. Bailyn, Hutchinson, pp.64-65. 

16. It was adopted because "the business by degrees got into 
the hands of Moderate men and friends to Government." 
Francis Bernard to the Earl of Halifax, Boston, November 
10, 1764, (postscript), Bernard Papers, III, p.189. 

17. Francis Bernard to Richard Jackson, Boston, November 7, 1764 
ibid., pp.262-263. 

18. Francis Bernard to the Earl of Halifax, Boston, November 
10, 17 64, i bid., p. 1 89 . 

19. This estimate is based on the House vote of February 1, 176 ti , 

when twenty-one Tories were among those who refused to 
accept Hutchinson's request that he be allowed to withdraw 
his nomination in the election for a special agent to 
assist Jasper Mauduit in protesting against the Revenue 
Act. Hutchinson's duties as Lieutenant-Governor and 
Chief Justice prevented him from taking up the commission. 
See Appendix Band Bailyn, Hutchinson, p.62. 

20. The votes were: Richard 
Jackson 

Council 
House 

17 
45 

62 

Israel 
Mauduit 

3 
41 

44 

Thomas 
Hutchinson 

2 

In Francis Bernard to Richard Jackson, Boston, January 
25, 1765, Bernard Papers, III, pp.279-281. 

21. House Journals, 1764-1765, XLI, pp.203, 216, 222, 225, 
293. 

22. Francis Bernard to the Lords of Trade, Boston, April 
8, Bernard Papers, III, p.210. 

23. Promises of office, howe\er, were made to Whigs in an 
effort to woo their political allegiance. For example, 
John ~dams was offered the post of Advocate-General in 
1767 following the resignation of Jonathan Sewall. 
Adams did not accept it and later accused Thomas Hutchinson 
of seducing his associates Sewall and Daniel Leonard 
with the promise of places. In Sibley's Harvard 
Graduates,/ 
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23. Graduates, XI, pp.144-147. 

24. Nonetheless, Bernard urged the British government to 
to promote the careers of Tories in order to strengthen 
the provincial administration. He supported 
Robert Auchmuty in his efforts to be appointed Advocate­
General of the Vice-Admiralty Court and a Judge of that 
court too because Auchmuty had been "firm in engagements, 
learned & eloquent in his Arguments, & faithfull to the 
Kings service". Francis Bernard to the Earl of Halifax, 
Boston, May 17, 1764, Bernard Papers, III, pp.218-219. 

25. Hulton, Some Account of the Proceedings of the People 
of New England, p.142. 

26. John Adams Diary, I, p.309. 

27. Francis Bernard to Richard Jackson, Boston, June 5, 1765, 
Bernard Papers, IV, p.6. 

28. Francis Bernard to John Pownall, Boston, June 5, 1765, 
ibid., p.5. 

29. Francis Bernard to John Pownall, Boston, July 20, 1765, 
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31. Francis Bernard to John Pownall, Boston, September 27, 
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10, 1765, ibid., p.2. 

33. Francis Bernard to Henry Conway, Boston, September 28, 
1765, ibid., IV, p.163. 

34. Ibid. 

35. Ibid. 
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37. Francis Bernard to Lord Colville, Boston, September 26, 
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38. Francis Bernard to Henry Conway, Boston, September 28, 
1765, ibid., p.163. 
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instructed Bernard and the other royal governors to 
suppress/ 
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39. suppress "Tumults, which seem to strike at the very Being 
of all Authority and Subordinations amongst you." He was 
warned that the "intemperate Conduct" of the Americans 
in resisting the implementation of the Stamp Act "can 
in no way contribute to the removal of any Grievance ... but 
may tend to impede and obstruct the exertion of his Majesty's 
benevolent Attention to the Ease and Comfort, as well 
as to the welfare of all his People." Bernard was 
to paint "in the strongest colours ... the dreadful Consequences 
that must inevitably attend the forcible and violent 
Resistance to Acts of the British Parliament." In 
short, Conway urged Bernard to do what he had already 
done. Conway's letter made no mention of the prospect 
of gaining compensation for the victims of the riots. 
Henry Conway to Francis Bernard, London, October 24, 
1765, in House Journals, 1765-1766, XLII, pp.217-218. 
Bernard explained that compensation was his idea in 
Francis Bernard to the Lords of Trade, Boston, November 
30, 1765, Bernard Papers, IV, p,175. 

40. House Journals, 1765-1766, XLII, pp.118-123. 

41. Francis Bernard to the Earl of Halifax, Castle William, 
September 7, 1765, Bernard Papers, IV, p.161. 
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& in principle a friend to Government, tho' he now gives 
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a moderate. After the War of Independence, he claimed 
that he had "often told Governor Hutchinson and that party, 
and James Otis and that party, that if the Devil was 
not in them they would not behave as they did, that they 
never would leave off 'till they brought us into a war." 
Edmund Trowbridge to William Fletcher, n.p., September 17, 
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and the other Superior Court Justices were "all hearty 
friends to Government" (Trowbridge was appointed 
to the Court in 1767.) Thomas Hutchinson to Richard 
Jackson, Boston, October 19, 1768, MA,XXV, pp.283-284. 
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8. Thomas Hutchinson to Thomas Pownall, n.p., March 8, 1766, 
MA,XXVI, pp.207-214. 
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pp.58-59. 

26. Pencak, War, Politics & Revolution, p.214. 

27. At least seventeen Loyalist claimants came from split 
families. Brown, King's Friends, p.39. The broth!'r 
and five nephews of Timothy Ruggles. for example, werl' 
Patriots. Ruggles, General Timothy Ruggles. p.14. 

28. The Chandlers and Putnams were an especially clo;,p-kni t 
clan. The second son of John Chandler mrtrried a cblJqtdl'r 
of James Putnam, while Putnam himself m8rried a dauqhlt,l' 
of Chandler's. With a wry humour, perhaps, John Ad<lrn~;, 
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28. who was friendly with the Chandlers, described them as 
"well bred agreeable people". Quoted in Stark, Loyalists 
of Massachusetts, p.392. During the troubled times 
of the 1760s and 1770s, the family ties between the friends 
of government gave them an added sense of self-assurance: 
or, as one historian has said of the Williams clan of 
Hatfield, their "collective identity fostered a sense 
of collective stability." Nobles, Divisions Throughout 
the Whole, p.32. 

NOTES TO CHAPTER THIRTEEN: 

1. Historians of British politics and the American RevolutIon 
have made no mention of this problem, except in so far cIS ttw~ 
have referred to the criticisms of British policies by 
senior colonial officials such as Thomas Hutchinson. 
Bullion, A Great and Necessary Measure; Charles R. Ritche~,ol1. 
British Politics and the American Revolution (Norman, Oklu., 
1954); J. Steven Watson, The Reign of George III, 1760-
1815 (Oxford, 1960); Bernard Donoughue, British PolitlC~ 
a:iiCtthe Amer ican Revolution: The Path to War, 177 3-17 7~) 
(London, 1964); John Derry, English Politics and the r\merl(,;lrl 

Revolution (London, 1976); Christie and Labaree, Empire 
or Independence; James E. Bradley, Popular Politics ~nd 
the American Revolution in England: Petitions, the Crown 
and Public Opinion (Macon, Georgia, 1986). 

2. In comparison, the conservatives and moderatE'S of \"W 
York were much stronger politically before the wnl' th;m 
those of ~lassachusetts. And in this colony too, th!' 
Loyalists were correspondingly more numerous. 
See Countryman, A People in Revolution; Lauwi tz-Sch(jl't'r, 
Loyal Whigs and Revolutionaries; Ranlet, The New York 
Loyalists. 
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