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Dispatches from
the

Colonel

Yo r k er s A n n ua l Pa rt y

2014

T

h is year’s annual party was held
in Toronto at Queen’s Rangers
Sergeants’ Mess in the Fort York Armouries.
A hearty thanks goes out to our old friends
Jim Millard and Gordon Semple of the
Queen’s Rangers Historic Guard for their
expert advice and assistance in setting up
the mess to accommodate all of the members and guests of the regiment.
A very special thanks and praise has to
be shown to Lt. Scott, Deb, and Thomas
Turrall, Sjt. Matt and Marie Liness,
Serjeant Robert and Sandra Stewart, Cpl.
Dave Forrest and Laura Gow, Nathan Das
and Brian Carver for volunteering to arrive
early at the mess and remove unnecessary
furniture and set the tables, chairs, linen
and buffet service tables and Ensign Moore
for displaying the colours behind the head
table. Without their assistance the dinner
would never have taken place.
Our honorary Lt. Colonel Doug Grant
and his wife Nancy were special regimental
guests. This was Nancy’s first Yorker dinner and Doug’s second. After our chaplain
the Rev. Neil Thomsen had said grace, we
all helped ourselves to a lovely buffet dinner
with dessert, coffee and tea.
After the dinner it was time to hand out

awards to the various recipients. The first
awards were the Mentioned in Dispatches
for 2013. The recipients were:
1. Mardi MacFarlane for her continuing
work with the combined messes and
seamstressing.
2. Will Woods for his constant volunteering to help out his company at events.
3. Chuck Baker for his grit and determination in turning out to events with a very
bad knee.
4. Marcio da Cunha for driving all the way
to Gloucester point for his first event..
5. His wife Trish da Cunha for making the
same long drive for her first event.
6. Alfonso da Cunha for following his
parents.
The main award of the evening was the
Gray Cup. This award goes to the soldier
who achieves an accurate portrayal, exemplifies regimental spirit, dedicated service
and military bearing. The award winner this
year was Serjeant Robert Stewart

of Duncan’s Company. Robert exemplifies
that portrayal with his parade square voice,
his immaculate turnout, and his dedication
to the regiment.
A live auction, initiated by Serjeant
Stewart was held after the award ceremony.
Among the items donated were an original
1805 watch and a beautiful sewing box hand
made with exotic woods, both donated by
Nathan Das. Other items included books,
an 18th Century beer glass, various pins
and a waistcoat. Both Serjeant Stewart and
Major David Moore were excellent auctioneers, with their sense of humour and
skills. The auction raised well over $1000
for the regiment.
Nathan deserves special mention for his
donations. The handmade sewing box was
exquisite and the 1805 pocket watch was
superb. Nathan has shown a true dedication
to the regiment through his skills, generosity and efforts.
Colonel James

C o m i n g

E v e n t s

wed, apr 16

Winter Drill, Ft York Armouries

june 14-15

Black Creek, Toronto

july 12-13

Battle of Wyoming, PA (All-Up Event)

aug 2-3

Fort Niagara, NY

aug 2-3

Sturbridge Village, MA
(2nd Battalion)

sat, sep 20

Thornhill Parade ($$$)

sep 20-21

Johnson Hall, Johnstown, NY

oct 25-26

Mount Harmon, MD
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The Y ork er Annual D inner
Photos by En s. John Moore
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Etiquette

R

T
Yorker Party
Riddle

B

ef ore Pastor Rev. Neil Thomsen
said grace at the Yorker Dinner, he
stumped the crowd with a riddle. The
Grace was:
Some hae meat and canna eat,
And some wad eat that want it,
But we hae meat and we can eat,
Sae let the Lord be thankit.

He then asked:
• To whom is the grace attributed?
• What is the name of his connection to
the American Revolution?
• How was he connected to the War of
1812 through that connection?
The Grace was the Selkirk Grace, attributed to Robert Burns.
Robert Burns was a private soldier in the
Dumfries Volunteers.
The Commandant of the Dumfries
Volunteers was Arent Schuyler Depeyster,
of the 8th Regiment.
Depeyster, upon his return to Britain
after the American Revolution was the
Commanding Officer of one Lt. Isaac
Brock in Plymouth.
Brock gave Depeyster and his wife a parrot named Poll. The parrot could reputedly
drill a squad of soldiers.

he following article was published in the London Telegraph about the comments
from Maj. Gen. Cowan of the British Army who had recently made comments on what
he called “barbaric” techniques and habits displayed by soldiers and officers. He also criticized poor grammar and writing and decided to issue a string of tips on etiquette. Some of
his comments can be considered funny, some may be taken as being serious. You be the judge.
Maj Gen Cowan’s six tips on etiquette:

Sandwiches

Officers

“Quite a few officers in the divisional mess
seem to be under the impression that they
can eat their food with their hands. The
practice of serving rolls and sandwiches in
the mess is to stop. A gentleman or lady
always uses a knife and fork.”

“Ten years ago, officers would stand up
when the commanding officer walked into
the room. This doesn’t happen anymore. I
expect a junior officer to make an effort at
conversation. Start by introducing yourself
and talk on any civilized subject outside
work.”

Dinner party

Successful marriage

“A good party relies on good conversation.
This requires you to come prepared to be
free, funny and entertaining. Thank you
letters are an art form not a chore. It is
generally considered better manners if the
spouse is the person who writes.”

“I recently went to a Burns night, spoilt
only by a curious decision to sit husbands
next to wives. The secret of a successful
marriage is never to sit next to your spouse
at dinner, except when dining alone at
home. It displays a marked degree of
insecurity.”

K nife and fork
“The fork always goes in the left hand
and the knife in the right. Holding either
like a pen is unacceptable, as are stabbing
techniques. The knife and fork should
remain in the bottom third of the plate
and never be laid down in the top half.”

Grammar
“In common with officialdom the world
over, military writers love to use pompous
words over simpler language. Combined
with underlining and italics, the wanton
use of capitals, abbreviations and acronyms
assaults the eye and leaves the reader
exhausted.”
The Colonel

Promotion
Second Lieutenant Scott Turrall
is officially promoted to the rank of First Lieutenant, Grenadier Company.
The Colonel
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n M ay 1783, Samuel Jan Holland,
Surveyor General of Quebec and the
Northern District of North America, sent
his deputy surveyor, James Peachey, on an
assignment to lay out lots of land along
the Niagara River and the north shore of
Lake Ontario. These were to be assigned to
members of the recently disbanded Loyalist
regiments that had operated from Canada
throughout the American Revolution and
to other refugees who had fled to the area
from the rebellious colonies. From May
until November 1784, Peachey was involved
in planning settlements along the west bank
of the Niagara River, at Cataraqui (now
Kingston, Ontario) and Adolphustown and
Fredericksburg Townships (on the north
shore of Lake Ontario near present-day
Napanee, Ontario). While on assignment,
Peachey painted a number of watercolours
which are now in the collection of the Public
Archives of Canada and other institutions
in Canada and the UK. These watercolours
provide a unique glimpse into the lives and
material culture of the Loyalist refugees who

by

James Peachey

settled in Canada in the late 18th century.
The Dictionary of Canadian Biography
gives considerable information on Peachey’s
career. Little is known of his early life – he
first appears in the records in 1773 or 1774
when he was employed in Holland’s office
in Boston. After spending a few years in
London he travelled again to America
in 1780 where he spent some time in
Quebec working for Governor Frederick
Haldimand as a “draughtsman.” By 1783,
he was again working for Holland and
began his assignment in Upper Canada.
Peachey produced a series of paintings in
1783 and 1784 that are now in the Public
Archives of Canada. They may have been
intended as illustrations for a publication
of large-scale plans of the St Lawrence
Valley, which never materialized. In 1785,
he produced a second series of watercolours, possibly commissioned by Governor
Haldimand, which is now dispersed in various collections.
Peachey’s watercolours provide a valuable contemporary visual record of the

British presence in Canada during the
Revolution. Of particular interest is his
painting “Encampment of the Loyalists at
Johnstown, 1784,” which gives a rare view
of the uniforms and equipment of a Loyalist
regiment from the period, the King’s Royal
Regiment of New York (KRRNY). It is
now in the collection of the Public Archives
of Canada in Ottawa (C-002001). Peachey
painted the scene on June 6, 1784 – the full
title being “Encampment of the Loyalists
at Johnstown, a New Settlement, on the
Banks of the River St. Laurence in Canada”.
The KRRNY was raised in Montreal on
June 19, 1776, by Sir John Johnson, Second
Baronet of New York, son of the noted Sir
William Johnson, First Baronet. Sir John
had fled his Mohawk Valley estate in New
York with a number of Loyalist supporters
to escape mistreatment at the hands of local
Rebels. Eventually Johnson raised two battalions which participated in a number of
campaigns during the Revolution, notably
the St. Leger expedition to the Mohawk
Valley in 1777, where the regiment took
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part in the Battle of Oriskany on August 6.
During the rest of the war, the KRRNY was
engaged in destructive punitive raids into
their former communities in the Mohawk
Valley. When the Revolution ended in
1783, the regiment was disbanded and
resettled along the north shores of Lake
Ontario and the St Lawrence River near
Cornwall and Napanee, Ontario.
Peachey’s painting portrays the settlement of disbanded troops from two
companies of the KRRNY and miscellaneous other loyalists at what was designated
Royal Township No.2 and later became
known as Cornwall. The two companies
were Captain Samuel Anderson’s Light
Infantry Company and Captain Patrick
Daly’s Line Infantry Company.
The soldier leaning against the tree in
the centre of the painting is wearing a
red waistcoat indicating that he is one of
Anderson’s Light Bobs. The commissioned
officer talking to the lady left of centre is in a
white waistcoat, indicating he is a line officer. As such, he is one of three individuals
– Captain Daly himself, or perhaps Ensign
John Connolly. Unfortunately, the company’s first lieutenant has not been identified.
Peachey’s watercolour gives some tantalizing details of the uniforms and camp life
of the Loyalist refugees. The KRRNY officer in the left foreground wears a red jacket
with blue facings and a white waistcoat and
breeches. He appears to be wearing short
black gaiters over white stockings, and
wears a wide-brimmed black hat with a
black plume. He has a white sword belt over
his left shoulder and is carrying a sword or
cane under his right arm.
Other figures elsewhere in the picture
depict soldiers in short red jackets or wearing only red waistcoats and all wearing
wide-brimmed black hats. They are housed
in canvas wedge tents trimmed in red that
are scattered about the camp in a distinctly
un-military fashion. The soldiers and their
camp followers are engaged in a number
of activities including cooking, fishing,
blade sharpening, etc. The identity of the
blue-jacketed men is not clear – they may
be sailors or bateaux-men judging by their
uniform appearance, or they may be unincorporated Loyalist civilians.
By Eric Lorenzen & Gavin Watt
Published by Gregory J. W. Urwin in
Redcoat Images #2204
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O n A cc o u n t o f M y L o ya lt y

Marie Beebe
A Loyalist Woman

R

e ad in g last month’s article on
the Machiche refugee camp triggered a recollection in my mind. I recalled
that a member of the Secord Family Laura Secord’s aunt, in fact - resided at
Machiche as a loyal refugee. Her name at
birth was Marie Sicard (later Anglicized to
“Secord”). She may briefly have been Marie
Crookston, of which more later. She later
became Mary Beebe. She lived most of her
life as Mary Pearson. I will refer to her as
Marie Beebe, for it is in the context of that

name that I first came to learn of her.
Marie Beebe was born as Marie Sicard
at Cortlandt Manor, Westchester, New
York in 1734. The Sicards were French
Huguenots, originally from Nantes. Her
great-grandfather, Ambroise Sicard (16311712) immigrated to New Rochelle, a
Huguenot sanctuary in the Colony of
New York, to escape anti-Huguenot
persecution by the Roman Catholic political establishment in his home country.
Marie’s father, Daniel Secord (1698-1765)
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married another descendent of Huguenots,
Catherine Mabie (1703-1740). Catherine
Mabie’s lineage has titillated generations of
Huguenot descendants in the New World,
for there is a compelling, if not persuasive,
case that she is descended from the medieval French royal family.
Marie Beebe is alleged to have married
a Captain Crookston in the early 1750s,
although there is precious little evidence
of this union. There is strong evidence that
Marie may have already remarried by 1753,
which is before the French and Indian War
started. If it did happen at all, Marie’s first
marriage did not last. According to family
lore, Captain Crookston died during the
French and Indian Wars.
The widowed Marie married Joshua
Beebe (pronounced “BeeBee”). The date
of the marriage is difficult to pin down.
Joshua and Marie are alleged to have had
as many as ten children, with the first,
Charlotte, born in 1753 and the last, Joshua,
born in 1778. Although this seems to be a
very lengthy period over which to have an
awful lot of children, my wife tells me it is
not impossible. After all, Marie would only
have been 19 in 1753 and a youthful 43 in
1778. The children of Marie and Joshua
Beebe were as follows, so far as I can trace:
Asa Beebe (1753-1760)
Charlotte Beebe (1753-1759)
Aden Beebe (1764-1843)
Secord Beebe (1766-1859)
Charlotte Beebe (1767-1852)
Amasa Beebe (1769-1852)
Emerson Beebe (1769-unknown)
Asa Beebe (1772-1861)
Sarah Beebe (1774-1823); and
Joshua Beebe (1778-1844)
The Beebe family were English and
among the earliest settlers in Connecticut.
Indeed, Joshua’s great-grandfather John
Beebe (1600-1650) did not quite survive
the immigration process. He died on board
ship within sight of Hartford, Connecticut.
Joshua himself was born in East Haddam,
Connecticut. With a growing family,
Marie and Joshua joined the migration
from Connecticut to the Susquehannah
River Valley north of Wilkes-Barre,
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Pennsylvania. Marie and Joshua were also
joined by Marie’s brothers, the Secords.
Colonial Connecticut claimed ownership
of parts of Pennsylvania in the vicinity of
the Susquehanna River. As a result, in the
1760s and 1770s people from Connecticut
moved west and followed the Susquehanna
upriver from Wilkes-Barre into the country
south of the junction of the Susquehanna
and the Chemung near Newtown, New
York on the Pennsylvania-New York border. In 1776, Joshua Beebe is recorded as a
taxpayer on the rolls of recent settlers who
had located in the Up the River District in
the County of Westmoreland. He appears
settled along the River next to several of
his brothers-in-law, including John, James
and Peter Secord; perhaps near modern
Meshoppen. This area appears to have been
a hotbed of loyalism. Later in 1776, a committee in Wilkes-Barre expressed concern
about the patriotism of many of the settlers
in the Up the River District and proposed
to require the same settlers to swear oaths of
loyalty to Connecticut and the Continental
Congress.
It appears that the committee had cause
to be concerned. In 1777, none of Joshua
Beebe nor his brothers-in-law appear on
the list of taxpayers. By the time the list was
compiled, they had gone. According to the
records of Walter Butler, Joshua Beebe, his
son Aden Beebe, and all three of the Secord
brothers served in the Indian Department
from 15 June, 1777 until 25 December,
1777. On the latter date, Joshua and Aden
joined Walter Butler’s Company of Butler’s
Rangers at Fort Niagara. These periods
of service cover the siege Fort Stanwix,
the Battle of Oriskany, and the Raid on
Wyoming.
Unfortunately for Joshua, his service to
the Crown cost him his life. According to
the later testimony of Marie, Joshua was
engaged in carrying a message to New York
City from the Susquehanna, contracted
smallpox, and died in October, 1778. Their
son, Aden, survived him and went on to
become one of the original settlers between
the Niagara River and the Four Mile Creek.
Marie’s brother, James, was also a Butler’s
Ranger and the father of James Secord.
James Secord the younger owned a tavern
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at Queenston and helped to carry Sir Isaac
Brock’s body from the battlefield there
on 13 October, 1812. The younger James
Secord had a wife who went on to greater
fame: Laura Ingersoll Secord.
Joshua and Aden’s loyalties were made
clear by their actions. They were men of
the distant frontier who had fought for the
King from the beginning. Serving in the
Indian Department and Butler’s Rangers,
they had developed important relationships
with the native peoples living along the
southern edge of the Iroquois Confederacy.
We know these sorts of men well, but we
know little of their thoughts about loyalism. We are fortunate that we have Marie’s
actual words on the subject of loyalism. In
1787, she deposed that:
I, Mary Pearson, late Mary Bebee...
was driven from our property since the
late unhappy dissentions in America on
account of my loyalty to his majesty and
attachment to the British government...

As we know, being a loyalist could not have
made Marie’s life comfortable. On the
Susquehanna, she lived among other loyalist families, but she is said to have already
fled to Fort Niagara when word of Joshua’s
death reached her. From there, she was
relocated to Machiche. Marie left behind
in Pennsylvania a great deal of real and personal property, deposing in 1787 that her
total losses comprised:
• 30 acres of land on grants but not paid for
• 9 acres cleared and fenced with logg
house, stable, 2 large corn cribs
• 2 cows and 2 heffers
• 10 hogs large and small
• 20 pounds lining yarn
• 1 crop of flax flock 1 acor
• all the crop left on the ground, wheat,
corn, potatoes and turnips
• plow, irons, 2 logg chains, sett iron
torcien
• 1 ax, 4 haws, hand saw, 1 atchet,
2 iron potts
• 1 tramil pails, tubs and other furniture
• 1 rifle, copper tea kettle
• 1 large dish basin and tin plates
• 2 pewter tea potts [sic]

the yorker courant

Rebels who participated in the Sullivan
Expedition travelling up the Susquehanna
often described the wealth and verdure of
the farms they passed. Forty acres, some
livestock, some furnishings, and a crop in
the field may not have been much to lose to
some. For Marie to have lost that and her
husband as the price of her loyalty most
have been almost too much to bear.
Marie and her family arrived at Machiche
sometime between the death of Joshua
in October, 1778 and the mid-summer of
1779. On a return for the inhabitants of the
refugee camp at Machiche for the period 25
July to 24 August, 1779, she was described as
“the widow Beebe”. Her party at Machiche
was said to include her sons Secord, Amasa,
Asa and Joshua Beebe and her daughters
Charlotte and Sarah Beebe. According to
family folklore, she quickly demonstrated
skill as the best midwife in the camp. This
must have been an important skill at a time
when the camp’s inhabitants numbered 294,
and only eighteen of those were adult males.
She also attended to her family’s spiritual
needs: Charlotte, Amasa, Asa, Sarah and
Joshua were all baptised on the same day 15 August, 1781 - in the Protestant church
at Trois Rivieres.
Marie’s second spell of widowhood
was not to last long. On 1 October, 1781,
Marie married Christopher Pearson and
assumed the surname Pearson - the last of
four surnames she may have enjoyed during
her lifetime. Christopher had been born in
London in 1735 and was himself a widower
with two daughters. He was a tradesman,
identified as a leatherworker who made saddles and breeches. He had himself served in
Butler’s Rangers in 1777 but had been sent
to work at Machiche and was listed on the
rolls of the King’s Rangers in 1783.
In retrospect, Marie and Christopher’s
marriage provided a happy ending to what
had been a painful war. After the War, they
were granted land in the Gaspe and travelled there in June, 1784, settling in what
is now New Carlisle, Quebec. The loyalists
of the Gaspe were an unusual bunch. They
seem to be a group who were not attached
to any particular regiment and who did not
have much in common with each other.
Among them were veterans of Butler’s
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Rangers, the King’s Royal Yorkers, the
King’s Rangers, Jessup’s Corps, and former
regular British soldiers. Because of their
geographical isolation, they became a strong
community and their children intermarried.
Marie’s daughter Charlotte married a man
named Samuel Chatterton, who had been a
grenadier in the 31st Regiment of Foot. The
rest of her children had families as well, and
within two generations Marie had dozens
of descendants.
Marie lived a long life. In 1838, her son
Aden - living in St. Catherines, Upper
Canada, wrote to her son Amasa - living in New Carlisle, Lower Canada. Aden
and Amasa had not seen each other since
the Revolution, and Aden acknowledged
joy at having received a letter from Amasa
in 1836. Aden also expressed his gratification that in 1836, Marie was still alive and
living in New Carlisle. One wonders what
memories poured through the old Butler’s
Ranger’s mind as he expressed his “...gratitude, love, thanks and adoration...” for
learning of Marie’s longevity. It was, after all
57 years since he had last seen her. In 1843,
Aden wrote to Amasa again, and expressed
thanks for having received correspondence
in the meantime acknowledging Marie’s
death. Aden himself died later the same year.
It is not easy to trace the life of an individual who died before the age of censuses,
birth certificates and death certificates.
References to dates are often soft facts,
which may change as more information is
located. People with similar names are often
confused with one another. The history of
the life of Marie Beebe is an exception. She
lived in an age where many people simply
disappeared from history. When I think of
loyal women, I think of her. She was, after
all, a loyalist with a heartbreaking story of
sacrifice, loss and restoration. She was also
my fifth great-grandmother by way of her
daughter Charlotte and son-in-law Samuel
Chatterton.
Sjt Robert Stewart
Duncan’s Coy
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S e r j e a n t M aj o r ’ s Ra n t

F o rm i n g S q uar e

I

n 1788 Colonel David Dundas, in
his “Principles of Military Movements:
Chiefly Applied to Infantry”, was very critical
of the methods used by the British infantry during the Revolution. He stated, “The
very small proportion of cavalry employed
in the American wars, has much tended to
introduce the present loose and irregular
system of our infantry. Had they seen and
been accustomed to the rapid movements
of a good cavalry, they would have felt the
necessity of more substantial order, of moving with concert and circumspection, and of
being at every instant in a situation to form
and repel a vigorous attack.”
After observing the conduct of the King’s
troops at the Battle of the Hook last October,
I have to admit that Dundas may have been
right. On more than one occasion single
Battalions ventured out from the safety of
their Brigade, only to be swarmed and cut
down by the mobile, fast moving and effective cavalry. It was a disturbing sight to see
these dragoons emerge from the cover of
the cornfields, wielding their sabres with
effect and chopping up exposed troops
formed in loose or extended order.
The units didn’t seem to know how to

respond to these cavalry charges. It wasn’t
because the British army hadn’t considered
the appropriate response to cavalry sweeping down on isolated units. After all, John
Williamson in his “Elements of Military
Arrangements; Comprehending the Tactick,
Exercise, Manoevres, and Discipline of the
British Infantry” (1781) laidout a very effective
and quick response to cavalry. In a nutshell,
here’s what he said the Battalion should do:

Company #1 faces to the left; Company
#2 stands fast; Companies #3 and #4 face
to the right.

to the left in file, halting when they form
the right side of the square; Company #3
moves to the right in file, halting when they
form the left side of the square; Company
#4 moves to the right, halting when they
form the rear of the square.

All companies then face out. The front
rank of the square comes to the charge bayonets, kneeling. The rear rank of the square
comes to the charge bayonets, standing.
There you have it – quick, easy and
effective. This is something we will master
before we attend the Wyoming event this
summer, where rebel cavalry will no-doubt
be present.
Sjt Mjr David Putnam

Company #2 advances to the front a specified number of paces; Company #1 moves
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Author Brings
C a n ad i a n M i l i t a r y H i s t o r y

to Life

The following is an article that was published in the King Weekly Sentinel by Mark
Pavilons, Editor. This glowing review of
Gavin Watt’s new book, “Poisoned by Lies
& Hypocrisy”, explains why this is a musthave edition in your library.

I

t ’s not easy to make Canadian
history come alive. A King City author
lives and breathes it, passing on his insights
and extensive research to readers interested
in Canada’s military past of the late 1700s.
Gavin K. Watt, well respected in his
field, recently released “Poisoned by Lies
and Hypocrisy, America’s First Attempt
to Bring Liberty to Canada, 1775-1776,”
shedding new light on the impact of the
Revolutionary war on Canadians.
An avid re-enactor for decades, Watt
knows just how to fire a British “Brown
Bess” musket – what it feels like and smells
like. He’s worn the uniform of the day, and
experienced the mock battlefield. And
that’s how his stories of the men and their
regiments come to life in his books.
In his book, “Poisoned by Lies and
Hypocrisy”, Watt chronicles the first two
campaigns of the American Revolution
through their impact on Canada. He goes
in-depth retelling the story of Governor Guy
Carleton, charged with defending Quebec
with British regulars, Natives, American loyalists and a motley group of militia.
While the War of 1812 predominates
Canada’s early battles and conflict with the
United States, the campaigns of 1775-1776
were integral in Canada’s history and evolution. Were it not for the combined valiant
efforts of all who served, our very existence
today would be quite different.
Watt spent roughly 18 months poring
through and compiling the pertinent information regarding the loyalist regiments and
its soldiers of the time. These early conflicts
and actions of the soldiers really founded
Ontario, Watt pointed out, noting his
research was a real “eye-opener.”
American accounts of the history of the
day tend to be quite different from our perspective and Watt sheds some light on these

Canadian founding fathers. Pulling from his
wide network of historians both here and
south of the border, his “gigantic” personal
library and collection of documents, Watt
put the pieces together nicely in this easy-toread account of those early campaigns.
Some fascinating tidbits came to light,
including the creation of the Quebec Act
of 1774 which basically restored French
civil law and accepted French Roman

Catholicism. This helped stir up our
American brethren, and is quite possibly a
cause of the Revolution. Another factor that
caused American opposition was a discussion of releasing slaves in the United States.
Watt said the stamp acts and tea duties were
really “minor stuff ” in the bigger picture.
Some saw the Quebec Act as punishment
for the Boston Tea Party and other protests.
The Americans had repeatedly promised not to invade, with an attitude, Watt
observed, that’s very similar to today’s “your
with us or against us” approach. As tensions grew, it seemed armed conflict was
inevitable.
Watt said another fascinating aspect he
uncovered as the willing participation of
members of the Seven Nations of Canada
as well as the Canadiens.

The major campaigns of the time were
the occupation of Montreal and the siege
of Quebec City. European troops, British
regulars, loyalists and French Canadiens
fought together to successfully defend
our country. These failed attempts by
Commander Montgomery, Benedict
Arnold and Morgan make for interesting
military reading.
Watt concentrates on the individual
stories of the Canadian officers, French
Canadiens and aboriginals, and the roles
they all played.
Using master rolls, a limited number of
post-war records and building on his previous book, “The British Campaign of 1777
Volume Two: The Burgoyne Expedition”,
Watt presents a fair, balanced account.
His books appeal to those interested in
Canadian history and those who “get the
bug.” Anyone with loyalist ties would also
enjoy the historic tales.
Watt’s interest primarily centres around
the Seven Years War and the Revolutionary
period. From his re-enactment involvement, he can verify that the conditions of
the day were “awful.” Soldiers at the time
had to battle sickness, disease and the cold.
He has been involved in re-enactment
since the 1970s and has been involved in
parades, military events and celebrations
both in Ontario and in the U.S. He’s been
active in three 18th Century recreated units
– the 1st and 2nd battalions, King’s Royal
Regiment of New York and the 1758 New
York Provincial Regiment.
“The Colonel’s” Company of the 1st
battalion Royal Yorkers was founded in
1975 in preparation for the American
bicentennial celebrations and was likely
the first recreation in Canada of an historic regiment, with the exception of those
at government-run historic sites, which at
the time portrayed only British and French
soldiers. In contrast, the KRR’s founding
members chose a United Empire Loyalist
regiment whose disbanded veterans were
amongst Ontario’s first English-speaking
settlers, (Canadian unit).
In 1984, while heading a shooting club
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and a reenactment regiment, he republished
Ernest Cruikshank’s regimental history of
the King’s Royal Regiment of New York,
adding a muster roll of the 1,500 men who
had served and several images of related
artifacts.
A benefit of reenacting was his growing
friendship with American historians who
were every bit as passionate about their
Revolution as he was about their rebellion.
Members take this quite seriously, and
the hobby typically involves collections of
both authentic period weapons and reproductions. Actually holding a piece of history
in one’s hand makes it real.
While trying to obtain historic records
is a constant challenge, Watt finds the hunt
and end result rewarding. His interest hasn’t
waned one iota.
Currently, he is researching the subject of
non-military refugees who came to Canada
during the Revolutionary War – their
names, relationships and how and where
they were housed and provisioned.
The interest and participation in recreations is a family affair, with Watt’s two
daughters, son, son-in-law and granddaughter all taking part. The Watts’ family
album looks more like a historic text than
typical modern vacation photos.
For Watt, history is never dead, but simply waiting to be re-explored.
If you’d like to find out more about his
books or his research, visit www.gavinwatt.
ca or email him at gk.watt@sympatico.ca.
Mark Pavilons, Editor
The King Weekly Sentinel

Gunpowder
T h e S t r at e g i c R e s o u r c e

The following article is made up of three
parts. The first part is a short treatise on
the strategic need for gunpowder by the
Continentals and what they did to get
it. The second is an interesting letter sent
to a newspaper, where a certain Henry
Wisner explained how to build a powder
mill. Lastly is a short (stolen from the US
Congress) biography of said gentleman.
- Sjt Matt Liness
“Where’s the ka-boom! There is supposed
to be an earth shattering ka-boom”
— Marvin the Martian

G

un p owd er was a critical and
strategic resource for the rebels. The
British forces had a simple supply route to
get gunpowder and Britain was the largest
black powder manufacturer in the world.
The continental forces had no such opportunity. But if you want to shoot, you need
gunpowder.
Gunpowder is made from three elements; carbon, sulfur, and saltpeter. Carbon
(charcoal) and sulfur (brimstone) are readily
available in the rebellious colonies. Saltpeter
(potassium nitrate or KNO3) is harder to
Photo by Janice Lang

get in large quantities in North America.
Small amounts can be gleaned from manure
and guano, but large amounts need to be
imported from Europe or Southeast Asia
(or later extracted from potash). There were
no readily available accessible sources of
saltpetre in North America at the time.
There was only one powder mill in the
US at the beginning of the revolutionary
period. That was the Powder Mill in the
Franklin neighbourhood of Philadelphia,
PA. It was built in 1774. (Notably, in 1776
the Continental Congress contracted the
owner, one Oswald Eve, to produce powder for them at $8.00 per hundred weight.
After he delivered 25,000 pounds of powder, the congress convicted him of treason
and confiscated all of his property including the mill and, I assume, the payment). In
1775, the Franklin Mill was joined by the
Pickeland Mill (NW of Philadelphia) and
the Ford Mill outside of Morristown NJ.
These three were the only major mills of the
period. They provided limited powder of
questionable quality.
In 1775, King George III banned all
exports of gun powder to the rebellious colonies. This left the Continental Congress
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in a quandary. In the spring of 1775, they
had about 80,000 pounds of powder. That
is enough for about 280 companies to have
full boxes – once. That doesn’t count cannons, pistols and mortars. An eight pounder
needs close to 2.5 pounds for a full shot.
Since they go to the field with forty rounds,
each cannon fields with 100 pounds of
powder. A ship of the line can go to sea with
over two thousand pounds. In fact, they
were almost out of powder by December of
1775. Washington attributed most of the
loss to wasteful use and rain damage. Not
helping matters were the actions in both
Massachusetts and Virginia, where local
governors removed the militia’s powder to
the control of the British Navy. To illustrate this point, during the Battle of Bunker
Hill in June/August 1775, there was only 8
ounces of powder available for each soldier.
In the same year (1775), the Continental
Congress approved the purchase of 500
tons (one million pounds) of gunpowder.
The Committee of Secret Correspondence,
headed by Benjamin Franklin, immediately
looked for secret means to gain gunpowder. This wasn’t as easy as it sounds. To do
this, they had to trade American goods,
which meant changing the Association
Agreement of 1774. But it was that or lose.
In October 1775, two privateers, the
Lynch and the Franklin, were specifically
told to seek out British munition ships –
with the crews getting one third of the value
of any prize taken.
A second method of getting powder was
to steal it. In August 1775, two American
ships, the Lady Catherine and the Charles
Town and Savanah packet, arrived in
Bermuda. Sailors from the ships, with
some local citizens, overcame the single
sentry at the St. George’s magazine where
they stole the 100 barrels, about 20,000
pounds of powder. Interestingly, a couple
of weeks later two more ships arrived having been sent by George Washington to
confiscate the powder already stolen. This
did not endear the American cause to the
Bermudians, who then shifted sides and
commenced privateering against the rebellious colonies.
The vast majority of the powder was
received by simple trade with the French
or with the French West Indies colonies.
In May 1776, fourteen ships arrived from
Martinique with 10,000,000 pounds of
powder. In July 1776, twelve more ships
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arrived, each carrying another 1,000,000
pounds. Also a number of ships made the
voyage to Marseilles, each returning with
10 tons of powder plus muskets, flints,
and lead.
Domestic production of gunpowder
never really made an impact. It is estimated
that only 100,000 pounds of domestically
produced gunpowder was manufactured
over three years from 1775 to 1777. Also,
the domestic powder was considered inferior and not suitable for artillery.
The critical shortage of gunpowder continually influenced the war. Washington
issued his first order against wastage in
1775 and re-issued the same order many
times during the war. The stalemate in New
York in 1780 was maintained on one hand
because General Knox recognized that
he needed far more gunpowder than the
Continental Army could supply. It didn’t
help that when Fort Lee was captured, over
400,000 rounds of rebel ammunition was
captured. Powder and the transportation of
powder was always an issue.
The largest supplier of gunpowder to
the Rebels was the French, who supply
them from mid-1777 onwards. It is estimated that 90% of the rebel arms and all of
the gunpowder at Saratoga was of French
import. It can be reasonably conjectured
that without French supplies of gunpowder,
the Continental Army would have run out
of ammunition and the course of history
would have been very different.
Sjt Matt Liness

From the Essex Journal
and
N e w - Hamp s h i r e P ac k e t ;
19 January 1776

Mr. Towne,
Having for many months been sensibly
affected with the great disadvantage the
colonies labours under for want of ammunition, I thought it my duty to apply myself
to the attainment of those necessary arts
of making saltpetre and gunpowder;
and far exceeded my expectations in both
manufactures, I think myself still further obliged to communicate the so much
needed knowledge to my country at large.
My first trial was on saltpetre, two pounds
of which my son has extracted from about
six bushels of stable dirt1 perfectly fit for
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making gunpowder2. This was done by the
method of Dr. Young and Mr. Rubsaman,
lately published by the former for which,
and many other useful informations, I take
this opportunity to return those gentlemen
my public thanks.
I have lately erected a powder mill in the
south end of Ulster county3, in the colony
of New York, at which I have made as good
powder as I have ever seen, and will bear the
inspection of good judges in the following
manner:
Gun-powder is composed of nothing
more that the four plain simple articles,
salt petre, brimstone4, charcoal, and water.
The first three of which are to be made as
fine as possible, so as to be sifted through a
gauze sieve or fine boult5 as fine as for common flour. But it being difficult to make the
saltpetre all fine, those parts that will not be
easily got through the sieve, must be dissolved in soft warm water, then let the sulfur,
saltpetre and charcoal, be each separately
weighed. Take of the saltpetre an hundred
weight, of the sulfur fifteen pounds, and
charcoal eighteen pounds, and in that proportion6 for any greater or smaller quantity.
This being done, mix them all well together
in some large vessel, such as a potash or any
other kettle, and when well mixed, moisten
the whole with the aforesaid nitrous water,
till it is as moist as dough for making bread.
Then put an equal quantity in each mortar7, and pound it well for at least twenty
hours and if the mill runs slowly, let it run
twenty four hours; and as the paste by
pounding will naturally grow dry, it must
be kept moist by putting in a little of said
water8, and when pounded sufficiently take
it out of the mortar, and put it in some tub or
any other proper vessel. As to the graining,
it must be done in the following manner,
viz: have a box made about five feet square,
the side eighteen inches deep, the bottom
tight and the top entirely open; fix across
the box two rods or laths near the middle,
about four inches below the top, and about
ten inches apart, then have six sieves made
of wooden splits in the same manner as a
wheat riddle9, but much finer, the coarsest
should be about as fine as a cockle sieve10,
or a little finer, so each sieve to increase
in fineness till the last is fine as possible. I
believe it were best to make the two coarsest of wire11, then take about a quart of the
paste, put it into the coarsest sieve, set the
sieve on the two rods that are fixed across
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the box, then work the sieve with a circular
motion, which will press the paste through
the sieve in large and unshapely grains, and
when the a considerable quantity is passed
through then sift it over again in the next
coarsest sieve, and so till the grains are as
fine enough. The last sieve must be so fine
that whatever passes through it will be too
fine for powder and is to be worked over the
next batch. As the paste will naturally roll
together in large round balls, when worked
in the sieve, a board must be made near as
large in circumference as a common pewter plate12, and about one inch thick on the
center, declining to the edge, of some hard
wood turned in a lathe and made as smooth
as possible. This board must be put into
the sieve among the paste, which breaks
the lumps into pieces, and forces the paste
through the sieve.
When the powder is well grained13 in
the manner directed, it must be rolled in
a barrel, the inside of which is to be made
as smooth as conveniently may be, with a
small door cut in one side capable of being
shut tight, and the barrel to be fixed to the
shaft of the mill14. Put in a few pounds at a
time, and let it be rolled as above, which will
make the powder smooth; then sift it in the
finest sieve, till the fine parts that work off
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in the barrel pass through the sieve which
is to be returned again into the mortars15.
The powder must be put into flat trays or
dishes16, and set by to dry, either in a small
room kept warm with a large stove17, or if
the weather be dry, in the shining of the sun.
I therefore most heartily recommend to
the good people of this continent to enter
into these necessary businesses with spirit,
being well assured that a greater quantity
may, with ease, be made than will be needed
for our consumption, even admitting the
times to be worse than the threats of the
British admiration would lead us to expect.
Any person inclining to build a powder
mill will be shewn a plan, with directions for
the construction of all its parts and utensils,
by applying to their very humble servant.
Henry Wisner
Notes:
1. Horse Manure
2. Two pounds of Saltpeter would make
about 2.7 pounds of powder for about
80 rounds.
3. About 70 miles south of the Schoharie
Valley
4. Sulfur
5. In milling, a flour bolt is a gauze-covered, revolving, cylindrical frame for
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sifting the flour.
6. For those keeping count, 75% Saltpetre, 15% Carbon, 10% Sulfur
7. There are two kinds of mills, some like
flour mills use two grind stones and
grind the powder between them. The
other kind uses a mortar vessel and a
hammer (pestle). The hammer is lifted
and dropped (theoretically) grinding
and mixing the powders.
8. Or it blows up……
9. A tool for separating wheat grains
from the chaff. It looks like a bamboo steamer and has a grate that has
slots large enough for the grains to fall
through.
10. Another riddle that is used for cleaning shell fish.
11. Like a cockle sieve
12. See, pewter is common.
13. Coarsest for cannon, middle for muskets, finest for priming and for pistols.
The process is called “Corning the
powder”.
14. Because your son is too busy turning
horse manure into saltpeter.
15. That which passes through the sieve
after the barrel is too fine, so it goes
back into the next batch.
16. Obviously not written by the wife.
17. Questionable…..
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F r o m t h e B i o g r ap h i ca l
Directory of the United
S tat e s C o n g r e s s

WISNER , Henry (1720 — 1790),
a Delegate from New York; born near
Florida, Orange County, N.Y., in 1720;
completed academic studies; invested in
real estate and built a gristmill near Goshen,
N.Y.; assistant justice of the court of common pleas; member of the colonial assembly
1759-1769; delegate to the New York provincial convention in 1775; Member of the
Continental Congress 1775-1776; voted
for the Declaration of Independence, but
was absent at the time it was signed, attending the Provincial Congress in New York, to
which he had just been elected; member of
the Provincial Congress in 1776 and 1777;
erected three powder mills in the vicinity of Goshen, Orange County, N.Y., and
supplied powder to the Continental Army
during the Revolution; one of the committee that framed the first constitution of New
York in 1777; member of the commission
to provide for fortifying the Hudson River
in 1777 and 1778; served in the State senate 1777-1782; established an academy at
Goshen in 1784; member of the first board
of regents of the University of the State of
New York 1784-1787; served as a member
of the State ratification convention in 1788;
died in Goshen, N.Y., on March 4, 1790;
interment in the Old Wallkill Cemetery,
Phillipsburg, N.Y.

— Links & Letters —

C o n t i n e n t a l J ac k e t s a n d H o r s e W h i pp i n g s

Loyalist Trails is the United Empire Loyalist Association of Canada newsletter, published
by Doug Grant (our Honourary Lieutenant Colonel). This weekly newsletter is an excellent source of information for reenactors who want to understand more fully their history
and heritage.
Stephen Davidson, a regular contributor to this newsletter, explores the personal lives
and experiences of those who remained loyal to the King during and after the Revolution.
His article in the February 16 issue (2014-07) of Loyalist Trails is particularly interesting,
as it describes the treatment of various Loyalists who attempted to return to the United
States at the end of the conflict. His article, “Continental Jackets and Horse Whippings: The
Persecutions of 1783” can be found at:
http://www.uelac.org/Loyalist-Trails/Loyalist-Trails-index.php

S i r J o h n J o h n s o n , UE

The book, History of the Counties of Argenteuil, Que. and Prescott, Ont., From the
Earliest Settlement to the Present, written by C. Thomas and published in 1896, contains a
piece on Sir John Johnson UE beginning on page 67. - Major David Moore
https://archive.org/stream/historyprescott00thomuoft#page/66/mode/2up

T o p T e n A m e r i ca n L o ya l i s t Off i c e r s

Here is an interesting article on 10 loyalist officers (as you could probably tell from the
address). – Capt Alex Lawrence
http://allthingsliberty.com/2014/02/top-10-american-loyalist-officers/
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News & Wisdom from Sir John’s Regt.– The King’s Royal Yorkers

e d i t o r

Sjt. Mjr. Dave Putnam

Chritopher Armtrong
chris.armstrong@interbrand.com

Century

“Play is a universal aspect of childhood, with toys and games found everywhere from prehistoric archeological sites to our living room floors as we avoid stepping on little bits of Lego
and Barbie doll shoes. Knowing how children (and adults) played and what they played with
paints a vivid picture for me of what life was like in an historical era…” This is the opening
paragraph from a website by Maria Grace, who looks at the toys played with by children in
the 18th century. – Ron Atkins
http://englishhistoryauthors.blogspot.ca/2014/03/come-play-with-me-part-1.html

dputnam@cogeco.net
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