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ABSTRACT

NEW IRELAND: LOYALISTS IN EASTERN
MAINE DURING THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION

By
Robert Wesley Sloan

In an article published in the Proceedings of the

American Antiquarian Society in 1970 Professor Wallace

Brown, one of the authoritative scholars of loyalism during
the American Revolution, summarized the development of
Loyalist history and in his conclusion suggested additional
approaches that would be valuablo.l Among these suggestions
Brown emphasized the need for more local studies in order to
build up a body of detailed information upon which general
theories about the Loyalists could be more firmly based., One
excellent opportunity to follow Brown's proposal is the case
of New Ireland, the Loyalist colony established during the
Revolution in what is today eastern Maine., New Ireland has
been neglected by historians, yet a close study of its
Loyallists and their relations to rebels as well as British
civil and military authorities may provide some insight into
the Loyalist movement in general,

The colony had a peculiar history in that it never
legally existed., A proposal for its creation was made to

the government of Great Britain in 1778 and for several years
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certain English officials argued for its acceptance., In
the meantime they sent a military force to occupy part of
the coast of Maine and then welcomed migrating Loyalists
there. But the Treaty of Paris that ended the Revolution
also ended the hopes of the officials because its terms
defined the land claimed for New Ireland as Americane-not
English--soil,

In addition to the English officials, three groups were
involved in establishing the new colony, two of them made up
of British and American military forces., A British expeditionary
force was sent to gain control of the site for New Ireland,
but it was met by a counterexpeditionary force of American
rebels dispatched to dislodge the British force. The counter-
offensive failed and both sides thereafter found it necessary
to maintain a military presence in eastern Maine. The third
and most important group was composed of Loyalists, The vast
ma jority of Loyalist refugees sought temporary havens in
British strongholds such as New York, Boston, or Philadelphia
because they expected Great Britain to suppress the rebellion
and allow them to return to their homes. A relatively small
number preferred the promise of permanent sanctuary that New
Ireland offered.

Most of the information upon which this study is based
comes from contemporary British and American materials, i, e.,

both government records and personal accounts. Some reliance
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has been placed on secondary accounts by various authorities
of the period and place, including local histories.

The ma jor conclusion of this study is that New Ireland's
history was one of adversity for friend and foe alike, The
British and American military forces of course suffered from
their confrontation, The Loyalists who came to the new colony
did so to escape persecution from rebels, but they found only
new problems when they reached New Ireland, Americans who
lived near the British-occupied territory suffered because
they refused to be a part of the colony. The promoters of
the colony were frustrated when the Treaty of Paris gave the
region meant for Rew Ireland to the newly independent States,
This meant a final forlorn result, the move by Loyalists from
New Ireland to other parts of the British Empire,

This study also attempts to contribute to a better
understanding of the Loyalist movement in general, In most
chapters an analysis is made of the major Loyalist topics
upon which modern research has focused as each of those topics
relates to New Ireland., For example, the thesis describes
the types and effectiveness of Loyalist leadership and finds
merchants who had had previous contact with the British through
the lumber trade to have been the dominant class of leaders,
As for social status, the great majority of Loyalists (about
whom little evidence was found) were of the small farmer-
fisherman rank, On the question of Loyalists doing active

war service, the examination in this thesis of the interaction
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between the British, the Loyalists, and the local rebel
population reveals the inability of the British to quickly
and efficiently make uée of their colonial supporters while
confirming that Tory raids merely escalated local resistance--
but shows how effective those raids were, A considerable
portion of the enquiry into Loyalist topics is devoted to
Loyalist motivation, While there were examples among New
Ireland's populace of most of the causes for loyalty to the
English side, two causes for that loyalty were especially
dominant, One was the economic motive resulting from such
reasons as fear of trade disruption, fear of poverty, and
temptation to deal with British military forces. A more
important motive, at least the most often recorded cause

that drove people to New Ireland, was rebel persecution,

1Wallace Brown, "The View at Two Hundred Years: The
Loyalists of the American Revolution,"™ Proceedings of the
American Antiquarian Society, LXXXII, Part I (1970), 256=47.
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Chapter I

INTRODUCTION

In an article published in the Proceedings of the

Amoerican Antiquarian Society in 1970 Professor Wallace

Brown, one of the authoéritative scholars of loyalism during
the American Revolution, summarized the development of
Loyalist history and in his conclusion suggested additionsl

1 Among these suggestions

approaches that would be valuable,
Brown emphasized the need for more local studies in order to
build up a body of detailed information upon which general
theories about the Loyalists could be more firmly based., One
excellent opportunity to follow Brown's proposal is the case
of New Ireland, the Loyalist colony established during the
Revolution in what is today eastern Maine, New Ireland has
been neglected by historians, yet a close study of its
Loyalists and their relations to rebels as well as British
civil and military authorities may provide some insight into

the Loyalist movement in general,

Since the publication of Louis Harts' The Liberal
Tradition in America (New York, 1955) and William H. Nelson's

lyallace Brown, "The View at Two Hundred Years: The
Loyalists of the American Revolution," Proceedings of the

American Antiquarian Society, LXXXII, Par Te
Brown's two major studies on the Loyalists are The King'l
Friends: The Composition and Motives of the American
Toyallst Clalmants (Providence, Rhode TsTand, 1965) and The
Eo%ﬂ Americans: The Loyalists in the American Revolution

TRew York, 1969). 3See also his "lLoyallsts and the American
Revolution," History Today, XII, no., 3 (March 1962), 149-157.

1l




2
The American Tory (London, 1961), there has been a renewed
interest in Loyalist studies. While still concerned with
general works on the whole Loyalist -ovan-nt,z these two
authors and others such as Wallace Brown are focusing their
attention on the analysis of certain topics in Loyalist
history, topics most of which might be better understood by
a study of New Ireland. For example, one current topic is
the problem of determining Loyalist numbers, Since the claim
by John Adams that one-third of Americans were Tories,
writers have attempted to estimate a more accurate figure,

nding general works on the Loyalists prior to

rch were written in the last half of the
nineteenth century and included: Lorenzo Sabine, Biographical
Sketches of Loyalists of the American Revolution with an

storica A 8. , the second e on o
which (Port UalEington, New York, 1966) is used extensively
in this study of New Ireland and is hereafter cited as

Sabine, Loinliltl; Egerton Ryerson, The Loyalists of America
and Their es, 2 vols. (Toronto, 18B80); ﬁosel Coit Tyler,
e

era sto of the American Revolution, 2 vols.

ca, New York, s & WOr) ¢l ncludes an objective
look at Loyalists as well as patriots; and Claude Halstead

Van Tyne, The Loyalists in the American Revolution (New York,
1902), Two more recent Canadlan studies were W, Stewart
Wallace, The United Empire Loyalists (Toronto, 1922); and
George M, Frons, Canada_and EEs American Revolution (New
York, 1935). During the firs ) e present century,
several regional studies on Loyalists were completed such

as: Alexander C. Flick, Loyalism in New York During the
American Revolution (New York, 1901); Otis G, Hammond,

Tories of New Hampshire in the War of the Revolution (Concord,
1917); E. Alfred gones, The Loyalists of Massachusetts:

Their Memorials, Petitions ani Claims (London, 1930),
another work important to €EI3 study of New Ireland; Howard
Swiggett, War Out of Niagara: Walter Butler and the To
Rangers (New York, ; and Robert 0. DeMond, The Lo afists
in Eorih Carolina During the Revolution (Durham, North
Carolina, 1940), For more detailed summaries of the trends
in Loyalist historiography, see the two works edited by G.

N, D. Evans, The Loyalists (Toronto, 1968) in the Problems

in Canadian HIs® series; and Allegiance in America: The
Case of the Loyalists (Reading, ﬂanslcﬁuaeffs, 1969) in the
Themes and §oc¥l1

Forces in American History series.
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especially of those people who actively supported the British

cauao.3 One of the most recent and perhaps most accurate
calculations is that of Paul H. Smith in his essay "The
American Loyalists: Their Organization and Numerical
Strongth.'u Smith estimates the total number of Loyalists
to have been 513,000, approximately 16 per cent of the
colonial population. Another topic and one directly
associated with numbers is that of locations of Loyalist
strength, Here Wallace Brown leads the list of researchers
with his colony=by=-colony investigationl.s A study of New
Ireland cannot significantly contribute to overall estimates

of numbers and locations of Loyalists, but it can and does

3a ma jor problem for historians has been the want of
evidence. In the introduction to Loyalist Narratives From
Upper Canada (Toronto, 1946), editor James J. Talman expressed
EE. regret that so few personal Loyalist records had been
uncovered (p, ix). Many of the Loyalist histories mentioned
above (footnote 2) relied heavily upon the Loyalist claims
reports that were compiled by the British government after
the Revolution, but one recent writer believes that too much
emphasis has been placed upon those claims, See Eugene R,
Fingerhut, "Uses and Abuses of the American Loyalists'
Claims: A Critique of Quantitative Analysis," The William

and Mary Quarterly, 3rd Ser., XXV, no. 2 (April 1968), 2L45=258

hSmith'a article is found in wi M. Q., 3rd Ser., XXV,
no. 2 (April 1968), 259-277. For other estimates see Brown,

King's Friends, pp. 249-253, and Brown, Good Americans, pp.

5See Brown's entire work, King's Friends, for detailed
studies of each colony. For less extenslve summaries of
places of Loyalist strength see Brown, Good Americans, pp.
229-238; Brown, "Loyalists of the American Revolution,"
150-151; Nelson, American Tory, pp. 87-89; and one of the
best local studies made in this or earlier times, Esther

Clark Wright, The Loyalists of New Brunswick (Fredericton,
New Brunswick, 1955), PP. 155-150,
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more definitely pinpoint Loyalist strength in upper, coastal

New England,

There is general agreement among contemporary authorities
about the nature of two other topics, Loyalist leadership and
the use of Loyalists as military forces., Opinions on the
first concur that while numerous personalities possessed
certain leadership capabilities, their mild conservatism and
slowness to act against the growing danger of rebellion
(Nelson calls them the "moderate men"™ and uses such phrases
as “comparative apathy" and "ineffective advocates® in
describing their leadersh1p6) caused them to fail in
establishing adequate direction and organization of fellow
Loyalists, They did have, however, some influence in
determining the side taken by other Loyalists and, not
surprisingly, were influential in later political developments
in Ganada.7 New Ireland furnishes specific examples in
support of these claims., As for Loyalists in military
capacities Paul Smith has best researched the problem in
his book Loyalists and Redcoats, a concluding quotation

of which summarizes the common feeling among current
writers: "In dealing with the Loyalists, Britain made two

palpable errors, She turned to them for assistance much too

6Relaon, American Tory, pp. 18, L1, 61-63,

7Ibid.; also, Brown, King's Friends, p. 178; Brown, Good
Americans, p., 81; and Kenneth D, MacRae, "The Structure o

Canadlan History," pp. 240-2443, the article found in Louis
Hartz,hTha Founding of New Societies (New York, 1964), pp.
219'27 °
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late, and then relied on them much too completely.'8 Again,
results of the study of New Ireland concur with contemborary
research, but may refine one or two details concerning
Loyalists in the military, especially regarding their effect
upon lowering the morale of rebel citizenry and bettering
British control of the Province of Maine,

Another area of current concern is the social status
of Loyalists. The long-held belief that Loyalists came
primarily from the aristocratic, professional, and generally
better classes of American colonial society has been altered
by present day scholars who are proving that they were far
more a cross-section of the population and that the majority
of Loyalists, especially those who migrated to Canada, were

farmers and average oitizenl.9

Nevertheless, there is
agreement that a disproportionately large number of the elite
(professionals, officials, great landowners) became Loyalists,
As we shall see, New Ireland's people were indeed a cross-
section of colonial society, particularly its rural and
ocean-oriented portion.

Still another topic is the political effect of Loyalists
on Canadian history. Contemporary interest began in 1955

when Louis Hartz studied the development of American society

8smith, Loyalists and Redcoats (Chapel Hill, North
carolina, 1964 ), p. 173. A8 the title implies, the entire
work is devoted to Loyalists at war. For similar attitudes
see Evans' two collections, Allegiance in America, pp. 38«

4L9; and The Loyalists, p. 26, See also Nelson, American

Tory, pe ; and Brown, Good Americans, pp. 82-125,

Nright, Loyalists of New Brunswick, PP. 160-163;
Brown, King's Fr*enaa, Pp. 260-267; MacRae, "Structure of

Canadian History," p. 236,
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from its roots in Europe and concluded that any conservatism
in America, notably that of the Loyalists, was but a pale
replica of European political conservatism because political
developments in colonial America had made liberalism a

10 Expanding on his thesis in a later

dominant tradition.
book, Hartz gathered studies of various new western societies
such as the United States and Canada, approaching them as
"fragments of the larger whole of Europe struck off in the
course of the revolution which brought the West into the

nll Hartz concentrated on the U, S, while a

modern world,
contributor, Kenneth MacRae, wrote the section on Canada,

One of MacRae's conclusions was that, while Loyalists were

far more liberal than their European conservative counterparts,
their leaders nevertheless formed "mercantile oligarchies of
ability and drive™ in Canada and because of economic status

and leadership capabilities "formed a profitable role for
themselves in saving the colonial masses [of British North
Anoricq] from the spectre of republicanisam and donocrncy."12
While any aspect of Canada's history is only incidental to

that of New Ireland, indications are that the latter colony's

1°Hnrt:, Liberal Tradition in America, pp. 58, 69-74.

llﬂart:, Founding of New Societies, p. 3.

lznacRao, "Structure of Canadian History," p. 243.
A political scientist, G. Horowitz, later expanded on
Harts' "fragment" approach to North American societies
and concluded that Loyalists were partially responsible
for the rise of socialism in Canada. See his article,
"Conservatism, Liberalism, and Socialism in Canada: An
Interpretation,®™ The Canadian Journal of Economics and
Political Science, XXXII (February to November 13966),
0L 3-171,
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merchant leaders did play prominent roles in the organization
of the oligarchic govermment of the province of New Brunswick,
the British colony that was established after the Revolution,
The final topic of prime concern to today's historians
is Loyalist motivation, and the best sumary that can be made
about current studies is that loyalty was (and is) a very
complicated matter., That is the collected opinion of the
several authorities whose comments are compiled by G. Evans

in Allegiance in Americal> and that is the belief of the

two recent indepth studies on Loyalists and loyalism made
by William Nelson and Wallace Brown, Nelson's study places
great emphasis upon the Tory or conservative views as prime
motives of Loyalista;lu Brown's is a broader look at the
variety of motives evident among Loyalistl.ls
Motives appear to fall into three broad categories:
ties to England; reasons of self-interest; and influence of
others, The first category includes such reasons for
loyalty as oaths taken to Britain by military officers and/or
civilian officials, past and present service in the military,

personal attachments to the mother country (educated in

13,0, 157-170.

1“800 the final chapter of Nelson, American Tory, ppr.
170-190,

1530. Brown, Good Anoricane, PP. L4=-81; King's Friends,
PP. 36-40, 269-252; and "The American Farmer Durlng the

Revolution: Rebel or Loyalist?™ Agricultural History, XLII
(October 1968), 327-338,
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England, recent immigration from the British Isles, membership
in the Church of England), and of course loyalty to the crown
and institutions of England, In the second category are
conservatism of the well-to-do and/or dread of trade
disruption, the temptation to deal with the British
(especially their military forces), poverty ("Loyalists
recruited heavily from the poor poople.'le), opportunism
such as families splitting up that they might have a foot in
each camp, misadventures such as early persecution for Tory
attitudes, pacifism, and personal reasons--or simply not
knowing why one was a Loyalist, perhaps from timidity. 1In
the last category there are group as well as individual
influences, For the former there were such groups as British
military forces whose presence in an area or whose victories
encouraged loyalism among the people, or groups such as
hinterland factions that quarreled with seaboard and urban
areas. Illustrations of individual influences include
those of such leaders as church officials (especially
Anglican ministers), prominent local personages, or friends,
As for New Ireland, it will be shown that all these motives
were evident among that colony's inhabitants, but that some
were far more important than others,

These are examples of the detail to which today's
historians are carrying Loyalist research., They are the
result of the desire for greater objectivity, of the greater

accessibility of source materials, and of a renewed interest

16Brown, King's Friends, p. 265,
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in Loyalists and loyalism, They in turn demand more local
studies to complement or correct their findings. This
investigation of New Ireland is one such local study. But
it should be kept in mind that it is primarily a history of
the people and events of that shortlived colony. It is therefore
& history written in the narrative style first because its
case is little known and must be followed step by step before
analysis can be made and second because evidence is too
slight to permit a completely analytical approach. However,
since it can contribute information regarding Loyalists in
general, conclusions to most chapters include an analysis of
the Loyalists involved. For those chapters the current
findings on Loyalist motivation will be reviewed, and in
the final chapter the other major topics upon which modern
research has focused will be summarized and related to

New Ireland's history.



Chapter II

PLANNING A COLONY

This is a history of a little-known British colony
called New Ireland, It is also a narrative of the miasfortunes
suffered by the people associated with that colony.
Established during the American Revolution as a haven for
American Loyalists, the colony was intended to be permanent,
regardless of the outcome of the war, but it lasted only from
1779 to 1783.

The colony had a peculiar history in that it never legally
existed. A proposal for its creation was made to the
government of Great Britain in 1778 and for several years
certain English officials argued for its acceptance. In the
meantime they went ahead with its establishment., 1In 1779
they sent a military force to occupy part of the coast of
Maine and then welcomed migrating Loyalists there. But the
Treaty of Paris that ended the Revolution also ended the
hopes of the officials because its terms defined the land
claimed for New Ireland as American--not English--soil,

Thus the colony had a brief though unofficial existence.

In addition to the English officials, three groups were
involved in establishing the new colony, two of them made
up of British and American military forces. A British
expeditionary force was sent to gain control of the site for

New Ireland, but was met by a counterexpeditionary force of

10



11l
American rebels dispatched to dislodge the British force.

The counter-offensive falled and both sides thereafter found
it necessary to maintain a military presence in eastern
Maine, The third and most important group was composed of
Loyalists., The vast majority of Loyalist refugees sought
temporary havens in British strongholds such as New York,
Boston, or Philadelphia because they expected Great Britain
to suppress the rebellion and allow them to return to thelr
homes. A relatively small number preferred the promise of
permanent sanctuary that New Ireland offered,

Those who moved to the new colony were not to have their
troubles end; nor were they the only ones associated with
the colony to experience misfortune., For Loyalists, for
English civil and military officials, for American
antagonists-=for friend and foe alike--the history of New

Ireland was a history of adversity.

There were three groups of people who played principal
roles in the creation of New Ireland. The first group
consisted of three men who were responsible for the idea for
the colony. The second group was made up of three military
officers who directed the occupation and defense of the site
of the proposed colony in eastern Maine, The third group
included the Loyalists who had settled there prior to the
British occupation.

The three people who had originated the idea for the

colony included two Americans, Loyalists John Calef and John
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Nutting, and one Englishman, William Knox, Undersecretary of
State for the Colonies in the British cabinet headed by
Lord Frederick North, Although Calef and Nutting did not
know each ether prior to the establishment of New Ireland,
they had much in common., Both had homes near Boston,
Massachusetts, which they lost because they were Loyalists,
Both had developed connections with eastern Maine before the
war, And each of them, separately, contacted the British
government regarding the future of that region., Nutting's
communication was more direct, at least with Undersecretary
Knox, the man who would be the prime mover of the scheme in
England, but Calef's came first,

Calef, a doctor of medicine and former representative

1 first became

to the Massachusetts provincial assembly,
linked with the Penobscot Bay area in 1772 when Thomas
Hutchinson, Lieutenant~Governor of Massachusetts, sent him
to England to represent settlers at Penobscot who wanted
their land claims confirmed by royal grant., Calef presented
their case and returned to America, but the confirmations
were not yet completed when the rebellion began,

In the meantime, three months before the battles of

Lexington and Concord, Dr. Calef wrote to Sir Francis Bernard,

lpor family background on John Calef see David Russell
Jack, "The Caleff Family," Acadiensis, III, no. 3 (July 1507),
261-273, There are several spellings of the name; the most
common is "Calef", For Calef's political and military
background see "Calef, John, M, D.," Biographical Data
Relating to New Brunswick Families, Especially of Loyalist
Descent, collected by David Russell Jack, 2nd ed. (New
Brunswick Museum, St. John, 1965), I, 142-155., Hereafter
cited as Bilographical Data,
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former Governor of Massachusetts now living in London, that
the Penobscot people desired the establishment of a separate
government for the area, When Bernard passed the idea on
to the Earl of Dartmouth, then Secretary of State for the
Colonies, he urged its acceptance because it would make a
"resort for the persecuted loyalists of New Englnnd."2
There is no evidence to indicate that the proposal was ever
delivered to Dartmouth's successor, Lord George Germain,
Since William Knox held his position as undersecretary under
both Dartmouth and Germain, he may have kept it in mind;
but it did not arise again until John Nutting appeared in
England.

Nutting's association in the lumber trade along the
Maine coast and his purchase of timber lands on Penobscot
Bay indirectly resulted in his involvement in the
establishment of New Ireland, His business enterprises
attracted the attention of British military authorities in
Boston when barracks were needed for incoming troops in
1774 Nutting was asked to supervise their construction and
he accepted.,

Nutting's continued association with the British after
the war began led to his meeting William Knox., His repeated
work for the military, building barracks in Boston until its

2Calef's prewar concerns with Penobscot settlers is
found in E. Alfred Jones, The Loyalists of Massachusetts,
Their Memorials, Petitions and Claims (London, 1930),
PPe 10=-71. Herealter clited ss Jones, Loyalists of
Massachusetts, Bernard's quote is included in these pages.
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evacuation, then building fortifications at Halifax, Nova
Scotia, earned for him a trip to Englend late in 1777. He
went in order to report a naval failure to take the rebel
outpost of Machias east of the Penobscot River (that failure
will be mentioned again), The office to which he reported
was the colonial office; the officer was Knox.3 Nutting and
Knox found a mutual interest in the future of Penobscot., It
was not recorded who initiated discussion on the topic, but
in January, 1778, Knox induced Nutting to write to Lord
Germain about the possibility of establishing a post there.

Nutting responded enthusiastically. He described a
peninsula whose harbor could hold the entire British Navy
and was so easily defendable that a thousand men and two
ships could protect it against any continental force. He
noted how the people of the area were well disposed to British
control and how the post would be strategically located to
carry the war to New England as well as to protect Nova
Scotia from attack.u

Nutting did not specifically mention the place as a
refuge for Loyalists, but his emphasis--or that of Knox--upon

its strategic value was sure to bring a receptive response

3Samuel Francis Batchelder, Bits of Cambridge History
(Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1930), pp. 282-308, Herealter
cited as Batchelder, Bits, One chapter is devoted to "The
Adventures of John Nutting, Cambridge Loyalist."

uNutting to Germain, London, January 17, 1778, Public
Record Office, London: Colonial Office Papers, C. O, 5,
"America and West Indies, 1689-1819." Vol, 155, no. 88,
PP. 35-37., Transcripts in the Public Archives of Canada,-
Ottawa, Hereafter cited as C, O, 5. A year later, when
Admiral George Collier asked him what could possibly have
induced him to recommend a settlement there, Nutting denied
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from Germain, At this particular time Lord George Germain
was in need of new military plans, He had become colonial
secretary in 1775 because he believed that the rebellion
should be suppressed, Given responsibility for planning
British strategy in the war,5 he employed tactics that had
been quite successful early in the struggle; but now, in
1778, events were posing threats to his position, The
prolonged fighting, the defeat of General John Burgoyne
at Saratoga in October of 1777, and the possiblility of a
French alliance with the Americans were all contributing to
the growing demand in Fngland to end the war., Parliamentary
opposition would soon cause Prime Minister North to send
commissioners to America to discuss peace. In the meantime
Germain had to continue military operations, and it was in
the midst of this two-way approach to the struggle that Knox
had Nutting introduce the potential of Penobscot.6

Germain accepted the idea and plans for the post were
completed in Fngland in September, 1779. Although Germain
was primarily concerned with military considerations, he
broadened the scheme to include the establishment of a new

colony in the Penobscot area., Situated between New England

that he had., See Collier to General George Clinton, Penobscot,
August 2}, 1779, "British Headquarters (Sir Guy Carleton)
Papers, 1747 (1777)-1783," Historical Manuscripts Commission,
Report on American Manuscripts in the Royal Institute of

Great Britaln (London, 1904-1909), 1I, 10-19, Hereafter cited
as "British Headquarters Papers." In light of subsequent
events, Nutting's figures for defense were amazingly accurate,

5John R. Alden, A History of the American Revolution
(New York, 1969), pp. 217-218, Herealter cited as Alden,
American Revolution,

61bid., pp. 383-387.
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and Nova Scotia, it would be called New Ireland,7 and it

would be a haven for refugee Loyalists, whether or not the
war was won.8 On September 2 Germain drafted the following
orders for General George Clinton, Commander=-in=-Chief of
British Forces in North America:

The distress of the King's loyal American
subjects who have been driven from their habitations
and deprived of their property by the rebels has
been an object of attention with His Majesty and
Parliament from the first appearance of the
rebellion; and very considerable sums have been
expended in furnishing them with a temporary
support, But, as their number is daily increasing
and is much to be apprehended (if a reconciliation
does not soon take place) that scarcely any who
retalin their principles will be suffered to remain
in the revolted provinces, it is judged proper in
that event that a permanent provision should be
made by which they may be enabled to support
themselves and their families without being a
continual burden upon the revenue of Great Britain,

The tract of country that lies between
Penobscot River and the River St., Croix, the
boundary of Nova Scotia on that side, offers
itself for the reception of those meritorious
but distressed people. And it is the King's
intention to erect it into a province. . . »

As the first step toward making this
establishment it is His Majesty's pleasure, if
peace has not taken place and the season of the
year is not too far advanced before you receive
this, that you do send such a detachment of troops
at Nova Scotia, or of the provincials under your

7Batchelder, Bits, p. 312. The author speculates that
the name was "perhaps in delicate reference to Knox's own
nationality."

8For'mer Massachusetts Lieutenant-Governor Thomas
Hutchinson met Knox on September 19 and was told of the
plan., He credited the undersecretary for originating it
and wrote in his diary that night: "It put me in mind of
Mr. Locke's story of Ld Shaftesbury's friend, who, after he
was privately married, sent for his Ldship and another friend,
to ask their advice: and I observed the same rule so far as
to find no fault with the preposterous measure, because already
carrying into execution, . + « However, I intend to make
Mr, Knox acquainted , « o with my sentiments," See The
Diary and Letters of His FExcellency Thomas Hutchinson, Esq.
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irmediate command, as you shall judge proper and

sufficient to defend themselves against any

attempt the rebels in those parts may be able to

make during the winter to take post on Penobscot

River, taking with them all necessary implements

for erecting a fort, together with such ordnance

and stores as may be proper for its defense, and

a sufficient supply of provisions,9

Germain also cited other reasons for the post, repeating
the claims that Nutting had listed in his January letter.
But he had his own motives as well for the operation. In a
November directive to Clinton that was marked "very secret,"
he reminded the general that keeping the coasts constantly
alarmed and destroying or disrupting enemy shipping could be
important enough to return the provinces to British
allegiance.lo Note should be made of the earlier suggestion
by Germain that provincials be used. With the forthcoming
southern campaigns that would ultimately take Lord Charles
Cornwallis to Yorktown and defeat, Loyalists were to get

their opportunity to support their cause more actively.

Comp., Peter Orlando Hutchinson (London, 1883), 11, 217-218,
Hereafter cited as Diary , . ., of Thomas Hutchinson,
Hutchinson may have forgotten that before the war he had seen
the likelihood of the area becoming a separate province., See
Hutchinson to Earl of Dartmouth, Boston, December 30, 1772,
"Shelburne Papers, 1757-1787," Vol., 66, p. 196, Transcripts
in the Public Archives of Canada, Ottawa., Hereafter cited

as "Shelburne Papers,"

9%Germain to Clinton, Whitehall, September 2, 1778, no. 11,
"American Manuscripts (Carleton Papers), 1775-17é3,” Vol. 7,
no. 27, pp. 239=241, Transcripts in the Public Archives of
Canada, Ottawa, Hereafter cited as Carleton Papers, A copy
of the above letter can also be found in Sir Henry Clinton,

The American Rebellion, ed. William B, Willcox (New Haven,
CTonnectiIcut, 1954, PPe 390-391, Hereafter cited as Clinton,
American Rebellion,

10Germain to Clinton, Whitehall, November L, 1778,
Carleton Papers, Vol, 7, no. 3, ppe. 249-251, Germain had
long favored coastal operations, See Germain to Knox,
Stoneland Lodge, July 27, 1777, "Correspondence of William
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The colonial office decided that John Nutting should
deliver the orders to General Clinton, Germain and Knox felt
that, since Nutting had been a "longtime resident" of the
Penobscot region, the personal contact would expedite matters,
They also recommended that he be the engineer for the
proposed rortifications.ll

Nutting sailed immediately for America but ran into
trouble on the way. The mail packet on which he was traveling
encountered an American privateer and after a brief battle
in which Nutting was wounded (he sank the dispatches he was
carrying), he and the packet crew found themselves captives,
They were taken to Corunna, Spain, where Nutting was
exchanged12 and whence he promptly wrote to Knox of his
adventures and plight.13 Knox in turn communicated a rather
forlorn note to Germain, "Poor Nutting and the Penobscot
orders,™ he wrote, "have missed their way for this year and
I fear something will happen to prevent our taking possession

of the country in the spring."lu

Knox, Chiefly in Relation to American Affairs, 1757-1808,"

Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report on Manuscripts in
Various Collections (Dublin, 19095, VE, 133-13,, Herealter
cited as "Knox Correspondence."” See also extract of letter,
Germain to Clinton, September 27, 1779, in Clinton, American
Rebellion, pp. 423=42}. William Knox, at a much later date,
added another reason for the post, the protection of Lower

Canada as well as Nova Scotia., See Knox to E. Cooke, Ealing,
January 17, 1808, "Knox Correspondence," pp. 227-228.

11Germain to Clinton, Whitehall, September 2, 1778,
"Carleton Papers" (note G, above),

12Bgtchelder, Bits, pp. 314=317.

13Nutt1ng to Knox, Corunna, Spain, September 30, 1778,
C. 0. 5, Vol. 155, no. 146, pp. 92-93,

lhKnox to Lord George Germain, Bath, October 31,
1778, "Knox Correspondence," pp. 1§3-15h.
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Knox need not have worried. Nutting's copy of the

orders for General Clinton was not the only one sent.
Consequently, by the time that Nutting finally got to New
York the following March, many arrangements for the

establishment of the post had already been made.

It is appropriate here to introduce the three men of
military rank who played key parts in the establishment of
New Ireland. One was an army colonel; the others were
naval officers, Both Colonel Francis MacLean and Admiral
Sir George Collier had seen long service for their country,
but their careers had not involved overseas colonial
assignments until the Revolution, The third man, Captain
Henry Mowatt, also a career officer, had spent many years
in American waters prior to 1775 and by 1779 had gained some
notoriety for his wartime activities,

The cause of John Nutting's visit to England was an
incident that involved Admiral Collier and resulted in
bringing Colonel MacLean to Nova Scotia, the debarkation
point for the Penobscot expeditionary force. In the fall of
1777 plans were made in Halifax for a joint army-navy
operation against the small, isolated, rebel settlement of
Machias situated on the coast of eastern Maine., Collier was
to command the navy arm, For some unexplained reason,
instead of waiting for the army transports, he had attacked
the settlement with only his ships, The attack failed and
he was driven off, The commanding officer in Nova Scotia,
Ma jor-General Eyre Massey, lodged several complaints against

Collier for his impromptu action, and one of them was sent
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via Nutting to England. The only significant outcome of the
whole episode, however, was that Massey asked for and received
permission to leave the Nova Scotia command.15 No further
criticisms of Collier came from official sources., The man
sent to replace Massey was Colonel MacLean, who was presently
elevated in rank to Brigadier-General.16
Shortly after MacLean assumed his new post in September,
1778, he was included in the New Ireland scheme, In December
General Clinton received the orders regarding Penobscot
and relayed them to General MacLean because the latter was
to organize the force that was to occupy Penobscot, Clinton
added that more specific orders would follow and in the
meantime MacLean should consult with a Captain Henry Mowatt,
whose vessel carried the orders to Halifax.17
Mowatt was recommended to MacLean because of his
knowledge of the Maine coast, He had spent a major part of
the French and Indian War in New England waters and remained

there down to the outbreak of the Revolution, In 1774 his
ship assisted in the blockade of Boston Harbor, 1In the

lsThere are four letters that concern General Massey's
trouble with Collier and his departure from the command of
Nova Scotia: Massey to General William Howe, Halifax,
November 26, 1777; same to same, Halifax, January 2, 1778;
same to same, Halifax, March 15, 1778; and Clinton to Massey,
Philadelphia, May 15, 1778--all found in "British
Headquarters Papers,” Vol, I, pp. 156, 168-171, 209-210,
250-251,

16Germain ordered Clinton to direct MacLean's 82nd
Regiment to Halifax and the colonel to assume command there,
See Germain to Clinton, Whitehall, March 11, 1778, "Carleton
Papers," Vol. 7, no. 5, p. 232, For MacLean's promotion see
Clinton to MacLean, New York, September 24, 1778, "British
Headquarters Papers,™" Vol, I, p. 301,

17Clinton to MacLean, New York, January 19, 1779,
_mg!’ VO]'LO I' Pe 3720
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following year, after the fighting began, it was sent north
to discourage rebel sentiment in various coastal communities,
In the performance of the latter duty, Mowatt became
involved in a historic event that affected the future both
of New Ireland and himself, At Falmouth he chastised rioters
with a cannonade that destroyed a considerable portion of
the town., The incident resulted in such heightened pressures
by rebel sympathizers on several Loyalist families that they
had to leave Falmouth, They would later end up at Penobscot.18
As for Mowatt, apparently his superiors felt he carried out
his orders too thoroughly because the act brought such
disfavor upon him that he spent the next four years on picket
duty in remote waters off Nova Scotia, vainly trying to gain
a more significant command, Incidently, his immediate
superior there was Admiral Collier, one of those who showed
official displeasure toward him.19
Between the Falmouth event and January, 1779, General
George Clinton was made the new British commander in America
and he needed reliable information about the coast of

northern New England., Discarding the attitude of his

predecessor toward Mowatt and recognizing the value that

18The Falmouth attack will be dealt with in more detail
in a later chapter,

19Captain Mowatt left a personal account of his
experiences before and during the Revolution, a copy of which
can be found in James P, Baxter, "A Lost Manuscript,"
Collections and Proceedings of the Maine Historical Society,
2nd Serles, Vol, 11 (Portland, 1891), pp. 3L45-375; for the
above mentioned events, see pp, 3,5-360, Hereafter cited as
Baxter, "Lost Manuscript.™ For additional information on
Mowatt, see David Russell Jack, "The Mowatt Family,"
Acadiensis, VIII, no, 4 (October 1908), 308-316; and
Blographical Data, Vol, III, p. 1ll1,
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Mowatt's experience and knowledge would have for the Penobscot
expedition, he had summoned the captain to New York,
Clinton not only got the information he wanted but also was
convinced by Mowatt that Falmouth=-not Penobscot==-should be
the objective of the campaign. The new proposal was passed
on to London while the captain returned to Halifax to confer
with MacLean.zo

There, Captain Mowatt ran afoul of Admiral Collier.
While at New York, Mowatt had been proposed by Clinton to
command the naval portion of the expedition., Now, from
Halifax Mowatt complained to Clinton that Collier, instead
of ordering his ship to be immediately refitted, had intended
to send her and himself to Annapolis Royal on the Bay of
Fundy in order to protect that eastern country.21 To make
matters worse for Mowatt, Collier was reassigned to New York
where he became Senior Officer, replacing the man who had
endorsed Mowatt's leading the expadition.22

In the meantime mere chance played its part in New
Ireland's history. While Mowatt was at Annapolls Royal, he
ran into John Calef, whose reappearance into this narrative
along with that of John Nutting in New York determined once
again that Penobscot would be the focus of attention,

Calef had moved to Penobscot in 1775 in order to get

20por Mowatt's persuasion of Clinton in favor of Falmouth
and his return to Nova Scotia, see two letters from Clinton
to MacLean, New York& February 11, 1779, "British
Headquarters Papers,® Vol, I, p. 381,

2lyowatt to Clinton, Halifax, March 5, 1779, ibid.,
Vol. I, p. 393. I

22Baxter, "Lost Manuscript," p. 360,
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away from rebel persecution in his home town near Boston,
As soon as the Revolution started, his loyalties had become
suspect there, and when he asked Massachusetts authorities
for permission to sail to the Maine coast to deliver needed
food supplies to the local inhabitants, his 300=-ton ship
instead was confiscated. Several times thereafter he was
threatened by mobs while his house was fired into on more
than one occasion, So he had moved north to an area that
he found "well affected™ toward British government.23

It was when Captain Mowatt was at Annapolis Royal that
Calef tried to convey those feelings to friendly British
authorities by sailing there in a small boat., He told Mowatt
and the commanding officer that he had come on behalf of the
people of Penobscot to request that a British post be
established in their midst., Mowatt hurriedly forwarded the
appeal to MacLean and then advised Calef to return and
prepare the people "for whatever may be the result."zu

Besides that information General MacLean soon received
more explicit news form New York, carried to him this time
by John Nutting. General Clinton had received orders from
Lord Germain confirming Penobscot for the post; and the
general sent Nutting, who had brought the orders from Fngland,
on to Halifax with detailed directions for the expedition.25

23Jones, Loyalists of Massachusetts, p, 70,

ZhSee the letter of recommendation written for Calef by
John MacDonald, Captain, 2nd Batl., 84th Regt., London,
February 20, 1782, "Shelburne Papers," Vol, 66, pp. 187-189,
MacDonald was the commander at Annapolis Royal when Calef
went there in 1779,

25yutting to Germain, New York, April 5, 1779, C. 0. 5,
Vol. 156, ppe 133-134, Nutting arrived at New York on March 28,
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Clinton recommended a force of 500 men and sent a captain
of engineers for the fortifications (Nutting would assist
in their construction), Although Clinton did not rule out
advanced penetration down the coast, he ordered that
Penobscot first be secured and then perhaps activities be
extended toward Falmouth.26

As an added assurance of success, both Clinton and
Germain contacted General Frederick Haldimand, Governor of
Canada, Clinton apprised him of the details of the
campaign and emphasized the possibilities of better
communications with Quebec, Haldimand's headquarters, via
the new settlement.27 Germain did likewise and also directed
Haldimand to assist the expedition by sending a detachment
of men into Maine by way of the Chaudiére River, adding with
considerable optimism that if everything worked out well, he
had "little doubt of the recovery of the King's obedience
[bf] the whole of the Province."28 Unfortunately, the future

would show that Haldimand was too concerned with his own

theatre of war to become very active in the Maine enterprise,

~

26740 letters, Clinton to MacLean, New York, April 13,
1779, "British Headquarters Papers," Vol., I, pp. L416-418,
The details of the Penobscot expedition fit well into overall
campaign plans; Germain called for Clinton to keep the
American Continental Army busy, two corps of 000 to hit
the northern and southern coasts, and Canadian parties of
Indians and troops to harass the frontiers, See Germain to
Clinton, Whitehall, January 23, 1779, "Haldimand Papers,"
British Museum Manuscripts, Vol. B43, B. M. 21,703, ppe.
132-134., Transcripts in the Public Archives of Canada,
Ottawa, Hereafter cited as "Haldimand Papers,"

27c1inton to Haldimand, New York, April 13, 1779, ibid.,
Vol, Bl47, B. M. 21,807, pp. 37-38.

28Germain hoped that the Kennebec River might become the
center of the new settlement-=which leads one to believe that,
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Nevertheless, all arrangements appeared completed when
Captain Mowatt again became entangled in a quarrel with his
superior, Admiral Collier, Now at New York Collier agreed
that Mowatt's ship, the Albany, should convoy the fleet of
transports going to Penobscot, but it would do so alone, For
his part Mowatt feared that one ship would not be sufficient
protection; and, as he wrote years later, he was apprehensive
of the consequences had it been alone: It would have meant
the destruction of the invading force before 15 ever reached
its destination and its effect "would have been equivalent
to a Second Burgoynade."29

Fortunately, nature intervened. General MacLean had
organized a force of 640 troops, including LL4O of the 7.hth
Regiment and 200 of his 82nd. MacLean wrote to Clinton that
he himself would go along so that he could "put the post
in order and be on hand to Judge the practicability of any
attempt® toward Falmouth, But, he added, contrary winds
had kept Mowatt from jJjoining him at Halifax and he therefore
had asked a Captain (?) Barclay, now in charge of naval
forces around Nova Scotia, to assist him, Barclay not only

consented but also added two other ships to his own frigate.

since the written instructions to Clinton were rather general,
the verbal ones carried by Nutting may have received a
different emphasis as to target. Could Nutting or Knox have
promoted Penobscot when Germain favored a more westerly post?
See two letters, Germain to Haldimand, Whitehall, April 1l
and 16, 1779, "Haldimand Papers," Vol. B4O, B. M. 21,710,

pPP. 301=302, Also, the tenor of the letters from Germain and
Clinton to Haldimand appear to have a patronizing air,

Perhaps they felt Haldimand had to be treated gently; events
would show his reluctance toward the whole project.

29Baxter, "Lost Manuscript,™ pp. 360-361,
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Then, in a last-minute postscript to his letter, MacLean
wrote: "Albany came in last nite [;;QJ. extremely happy
because of Mowatt's abilities and knowledge of coast, leave
tomorrow morning, if wind permits."3o Barclay decided to
proceed anyway and thus the potential threat of destruction

at sea had been avoided,

The land intended to become New Ireland had had a rather
bleak history prior to 1779. Controlled by France from 1604
to 1713, 1t saw only sporadic attempts at settlement, all of
them ending in hardship or disaster, Wwhen France ceded the
region to Great Britain in 1713, the area did not enjoy =
tranquil season of English settlement but became a no man's
land between French and English claims in the New World.,

For nearly forty years it was inhabited only by a few Indian
tribes that occasionally warred against English settlers

to the east and west, Not until the end of the struggle
between France and England for North America in 1763 did New
Englanders begin migrating into the region,

For the purpose of this study, it is this last group
that is important., Geographical reasons, however, require
that the group not be considered as a whole., The coast of
Maine is most irregular, composed of numerous estuaries
bounded by fingers of land that jut out to sea, For the
English settlers, that meant the establishment of isolated

instead of contiguous pockets of habitation., Small colonies

30MacLean to Clinton, Halifax, May 28, 1779, "British
Headquarters Papers," Vol, I, p. 44O,
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of Immigrants were either located up the navigable portions
of ma jor rivers or scattered along the coast at the heads
of embayments or on islands., The settlement of greatest
importance to New Ireland was centered on the Bagaduce
Peninsula in Penobscot Bay.31 It was usually referred to
as the Penobscot settlement, while the British intended
that the entire Penobscot-to-St, Croix region be New Ireland,
they actually would control only the area in this western

proximity (see maps, p. 28),

Two men were important to the settlement of eastern
Maine and subsequently to the history of New Ireland, The
first was Thomas Pownall, Governor of Massachusetts during
the French and Indian War., In order to protect the eastern
frontier in 1759, he led an expedition up the Penobscot
River, After burying a lead plate on the east shore as
proof of his colony's right to eastern Maine, he constructed
a fort on the opposite side of the river at the head of
Penobscot Bay.32

31p1s0 called "™Majabigwaduce,” this longer name had
numerous spellings, The English continued to call it by
the French term, After the Revolution the Americans
changed its name to Castine, Two of the better known
seventeenth century French commanders at Bagaduce were
d'Aulnay de Charnesay and Jean Vincent, Baron de St, Castin,
The French, by the way, used the Penobscot River as an
avenue of communications between Acadia and Quebec.

32ynile there, Pownall paid a visit to the old French
ruins at Bagaduce, Entering the crumbling fortifications,
he raised the British ensign and drank to the king's health,
He then looked about at the remains of the rest of the
former settlement, "which from the scite [sic] and situation
of the houses, and the remains of the fields and orchards,
had been once a pleasant habitation: One's heart felt sorrow
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Both actions were to affect New Ireland., As will be

shown later, Pownall's claim to the eastern district as a
part of Massachusetts contributed to the final decision as
to the legality of the colony. His second act, the erection
of Fort Pownall, eventually brought to the area Colonel
Thomas Goldthwalte, a man whose influence was a factor in
polarizing attitudes toward rebellion held by the people of
the locale,

Goldthwaite became commander of Fort Pownall in 1763
and by the beginning of the Revolution he had become
perhaps the most conspicuous individual in the Penobscot
Valley. A former Secretary of War for Massachusetts, he
served as the fort's commander from 1763 to 1770 and again
from 1771 to 1775. In addition, he was Officer of Customs
at Penobscot, Superintendent of Indian Affairs, and owner
of several thousands of acres of land in the region.

But at a time when relations between the colonies and
the mother country were growing increasingly strained, the
colonel did not hesitate to show where his loyalties lay.,
They were to the crown, a trait that caused him temporary
loss of command in 1770 (he was reinstated by Lieutenant-

Governor Hutchinson in the following year) and again in

that it had ever been destroyed." The same might have been
said of the remains of New Ireland in 178,. Pownall is
quoted in George Augustus Wheeler, History of Castine,
Penobscot, and Brooksville, Maine; including the Ancient
Settlement of Pentapoet (Bangor, Maine, 1875), PPe. 34=35.
Hereafter cited as Wheeler, History of Castine, See also
"The Expedition to Penobscot and the Erection of Fort
Pownall, 1759," Bangor Historical Magazine, VII (October,
November, December 1891), 63-bL. Herealter cited as
"Expedition to Penobscot."
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1775, when he was dismissed for refusing to serve in the
name of rebel Massachusetts authorities, Before he left his
post, he allowed Captain Mowatt and the Royal Navy to remove
the guns and ammunition; afterwards, the Americans burned
the fort to the ground., Colonel Goldthwaite left the
Penobscot and ended up in England as a displaced Loyalist.
33

Later, he became a supporter of the New Ireland scheme,

While the fort was active, several thousand people
settled east ot the Penobscot River, The General Assembly
of Massachusetts made scattered grants for townships to
proprietors who, in turn, laid out lots and placed families
upon them, One such town comprised Bagaduce and a part of
the mainland and may have had ninety families by 1775. Since
the grants required royal confirmation, a few towns in the
Penobscot region (including Bagaduce) sent a representative
to England in 1772 to request it. The man chosen to

present the request was Dr, John Calef.3h

33"Expedition to Penobscot," 65; and Jones, Loyalists
of Massachusetts, pp. 147-149. Another source gives

additional reasons why Goldthwaite departed, describing
him as a repulsive, arrogant, and unpopular person who
cheated settlers and Indians, See Joseph Williamson,
"Thomas Goldthwait (sic]," Bangor Historical Magazine, II
(July 1886=January 1887), 87-89,

3,"‘Tho information on the growth of the whole region is
based on various writings Calef presented to the government
in England, See "A List of the No, of Inhabitants , . .
Eastward of Sagadahock to St. Croix taken Oct. 1772,"
"Shelburne Papers,” Vol., 66, p. 214; "The Memorial and
Petition of John Calef Fsquire Agent for the Inhabitants
of the Territory of Penobscot . o July 12, 1780," and
"The State of the Inhabitants of the District of the
Penobscot, March, 1782,"-=both found in Joseph Williamson,
"The Proposed Province of New Ireland,™ Collections of the
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Many of the Bagaduce settlers for whom Calef petitioned
had come there because of the existence of Fort Pownall,
One Aaron Banks had been with Governor Pownall in 1759 and
had served at the newly-constructed fort for a time,
Following his discharge from the militia, he and several
relatives and friends moved to the peninsula from more
populated areas of Massachusetts colony.35 Young Thomas
Goldthwaite and his brother Henry, sons of the colonel,
opened a store on or near Bagaduce and probably were partners
with Nathan Phillips, a native of Boston who developed a

shipping trade between there and Penobscot.36

Many of these
and later settlers were the people for whom Calef went to
Annapolis Royal in 1779 to ask that a British post be

established among them,

When the Revolution began, the pioneers of all newly
settled areas of Maine, like so many other Americans, had to

decide whether or not to keep faith with Great Britain,

Maine Historical Society, 3rd Ser., Vol. I (Portland, Maine,
I90L 7T, pp. 152-154, 15,-156, Hereafter cited as Williamson,

"Proposed Province,™ and the Collections as CMHS.

35For the names and dates of arrival of several of the
first settlers, see "British Forces on the Penobscot,"
Wilson Museum Bulletin, I, no. 8 (Winter 1967), 1; and
Wheeler, History of Castine, pp. 200-203, 206-207.

36For the Goldthwaites see Jones, Loyalists of
Massachusetts, pp. 1,6-14,9, For Phillips see the claim he
TITed with the British government for losses from the war,
Public Record Office, London: Audit Office Claims,
"American Loyalists, 1785-1787, Massachusetts Bay." A. O.
12, Vol, I1I, ppe 5-7. Hereafter cited as A, 0. 12. See
also Wheeler, History of Castine, p. 201,
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The eastern Penobscot Bay region remained loyal; surrounding
areas did not.

Other Maine settlements had an easier time making a
decision in favor of rebellion than did Penobscot., If the
people in them were not already opposed to Britain's
authority, many were convinced by wartime events, There
were the British attacks along the coast, two of the more
notable being Mowatt's cannonading of Falmouth and Collier's
assault on Machias, There were renewed fears resulting
from rumors of Indian forays, instigated this time by the
British instead of the Fronch.37 And, for some men, there
were economic reasons, The only major export Maine had was
lumber, a product in great demand in the more populated
areas of Massachusetts, It was impossible for a saw-mill
owner to remain loyal to Great Britain and still sell his
produce to rebellious customers to the south, And for at
least one town (Machias) there was local resentment toward
the British government because much of its timber land was
reserved by the crown for mast timber and thus was

untouchable; rebellion could change that.38

37Complaints of British attacks were sent to the General
Court of Massachusetts, See letters, Committee of Safety
to « o o General Court, Penobscot River, March 26, 1779;
John Allan [to General Court], Machias, May 18, 1779; and
John Parker [ef al to General Court], Georgetown, June 18,
1779=--all found in CMHS, 2nd Ser., Vol, XVI, pp. 243-24L,
255=257, 289-292, Tee also "Damages in & near Camden, in
1779," CMHS, 2nd Ser,, Vol, XX, pp. 408=409. For the
Indian Threat see two letters, John Allan [to General Courﬁ],
Machias, April 30 and May 8, 1779, CMHS, 2nd Ser., Vol. XVI,

pp. 241-242, 250-252, -

38Dr. Calef kept a journal of "The Siege of Penobscot
by the Rebels,™ a copy of which can be found in Wheeler,
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For the Penobscot psople such reasons had their other
side. If British attacks and British threats converted
other people to insurrection, rebel attacks and rebel
threats caused them to maintain their allegiance to the
crown, After Captain James Cargill and his rebel militia
burned Fort Pownall in July, 1775, they proceeded toward
Bagaduce, where they burned the Goldthwaites! storé and
confiscated several locally owned vessels and cattle. They
took Nathan Phillips prisoner and sent him to Watertown and
the Massachusetts government where, after some difficulty,
he was finally released and sllowed to return to Penobscot.
Cargill did all this because the people had been sending
lumber to General Thomas Gage, temporary Governor of
Massachusetts and commander of British troops at Boston
which was then besieged by American forces.39 Nor was it
the only outright attack made on people in the vicinity of
Penobscot because of Loyalist aympathies.uo

Histo of Castine, pp. 290-303 (hereafter cited as Calef,
"SIegexi. Tn a "Postscript" to it, Calef stated that there
were more than 200 saw-mills in eastern Maine by 1775. He
also claimed that the area was loyal to Britain, except for
Machias (Wheeler, p. 312). For comments on the unique
attitude of Machias, see Guy Murchie, St. Croix: The
Sentinel River (New York, 1547), pp. 14O-1L1. Hereafter
clted as Murchie, St, Croix,

39Again, for the Goldthwaites see Jones, Loyalists of
Massachusetts, pp. 146-149, Three settlers, John and Joseph
PerkIns and Mark Hatch, whose names will recur several times
in this work, were victims of the confiscations, For their
losses see "Shelburne Papers," Vol, 66, pp. 165=168, As for
Nathan Phillips, in his Loyalist claim that he filed after
the war, he stated that he was taken by Cargill while in his
store at Penobscot, See A, O, 12, Vol. 11, pp. 1=2, 5-7;
also Jones, Loyalists of Massachusetts, p, 235.

uOTwo other victims of attacks were James Symons and
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Added to the damage of these incursions was the poverty
of many Penobscot people., As pioneers in a wilderness that
did not always afford them the necesasities of life, they
had to rely in part upon the outside world. For that they
had to have a produce to trade. Again, the one most in
demand was lumber, It meant building saw-mills and selling
lumber to the older centers down the coast or, for most, it
was chopping down trees and hauling logs to the shore to
sell to ships sent out by the mill owners or timber
tradoamen.hl Any rebel threat to any part of that trade,
as in the case of the lumber going to General Gage at
Boston, was a serious one for saw-mill operator, ship-owner,
merchant, or homesteader,

Yet poverty and problems with trade were not unique to
Penobscot, Settlers to the north, east, and west wrote to
the General Council of Massachusetts during the war asking

for assistance not only to repel enemy attacks but also to

Benjamin Millekin, both of Union River, a settlement near
Penobscot. Aee A, 0O, 12, Vol. 11, pp. 139-142, 155-156,

Ylpurus Buck, Fsq., gave a speech in 1857 on the history
of Bucksport, a settlement north of Bagaduce, excerpts of
which are found in the article "Fort Pownall,™ Wilson Museum
Bulletin, I, no. 7 (Fall 1966), 2=-3, One quote exemplilies
the conditions on the Penobscot in 1775: "The spring was
unusually dry and the whole summer so cold that no corn and
but 1little grain of any kind was raised , . . and there was
distress that a memorial was sent to the third Provincial
Congress , , , representing the distressed condition of the
inhabitants, that many families were without bread and that
some children had actually died of hunger," Yet that is the
summer that Dr, Calef was not allowed to bring food in his
ship to the Penobscot. Another example of the poor
circumstances is found in "Penobscot, Castine, and Brooksville,
1767-1817," Wilson Museum Bulletin, I, no. 10 (Summer 1967), 2.
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gain relief from poor circumstances., One of the most
consistent communicants was John Allan, rebel leader at
Machias and officially the Superintendent of Indian Affairs
for the Eastern Department, He repeatedly requested
supplies from Boston (after the British evacuation) for
Indians and settlers alike, In May, 1779, he also complained
about the illicit trade with the enemy that was carried on
by local people and warned that it and miserable conditions
existing in all of eastern Maine ﬁould cause many habitations
to give up to the Britons should they.come among t:hem.b'2
But only the Penobscot community would welcome General
MacLean, It 1s significant that while others were appealing
for help from the American side, Penobscot was sending Dr,
Calef to Nova Scotia for assistance from the British, If
Penobscot Bay did not suffer any more from poverty than the
other areas, it suffered none the less, If Penobscot Tories
were treated no differently from those of other areas, they
were maltreated--and perhaps they constituted a more
significant proportion of the population here than elsewhere,
The case of Mathew Lymburner was a typical one: Having
lived at Penobscot only five years when the war started and
"wishing to preserve his loyalty to the King and at the same
time stay on his property, [Lymburncf] affected in pubdblic
to be Neuter, altho in private he gave his assistance to
every Loyalist that he could., But refusing to carry arms

at Machias , , . and also to join in the mobs his principles

L2546 Allan's letters (note 37, above),
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became known, and having no dependence but on the lumber
trade for subsistence not a son of liberty durst openly
trade with him which reduced . . .[bim] e ¢« o to such
misery that his numerous family must have starved had not
Nathan Phillips relieved them to the utmost of his power."uB

It should be remembered that Phillips was a Loyalist,
And the influence of other personalities cannot be
discounted, Colonel Goldthwaite was also a Loyalist and his
sons remained leading local figures after his departure.,
John Nutting owned land and traded in lumber at Penobscot
which he used to build barracks for English troops in Boston,
Dr., John Calef fled from persecution and abuse to come to
Bagaduce and set up a medical practice, the only known one
in the region,

It was for a combination of reasons that an invitation

was sent to the British to occupy Penobscot.,

Thus preliminary developments for the colony had
favorable results, The plans were complete and, considering
the circumstances of wartime, perhaps not with undue
difficulty. The three originators of the idea for New
Ireland, Calef, Nutting, and Knox, had gotten the scheme
accepted, and MacLean, Mowatt, and Collier were ready to do

their part to establish the colony. Finally, at least a

L3Here again is a Loyalist claim written after the war,
this one by Mathew Lymburner, Most Loyalists did not make
written claims to the government, If all had, one wonders
how many might have been similarly worded., Sees A, 0. 12,
Vol. 11, pp. 105-106,
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part of the people in the region destined to become New

Ireland had displayed a receptive mood for the plan,

But the colony's origins had been accompanied by
problems, RNutting's misadventures in crossing the Atlantic
Ocean, his and Calef's sufferings because of loyalty to
Great Britain, and the trouble that Mowatt had with superiors
were the obvious ones, So, too, was the harshness of
frontier life and rebel persecution suffered by the Penobscot
people. The less obvious threats to the occupation were
Germain's writings, which showed more interest in military
victory than in a colony, and a reluctance on the part of
Haldimand in Canada to lend assistance., However, the
birth of New Ireland was assured. Individuals had suffered
misfortune, but the project had survived. That was a

condition that would become a trend.,

In reviewing the motives for loyalism at Penobscot,
there is strong evidence to support the stress put upon
the complexities of motivation by present day historians,
Not only were there several related reasons why a person
remained loyal to Britain but the reasons of the average
soettler differed somewhat with those of the more prominent
individual, The common settler, the farmer-woodcutter-
fisherman who was trying to eke out a living from his
small holding, had at least five possible reasons for
being & Loyalist., First there was his isolated situation,
not only from immediate rebel contacts but his long time

absence from the more populated areas where rebellious



38

sentiment had grown up., Next there was his depressing
poverty and the very real potential of being unable to
obtain the basic necessities of life with the accompanying
hope of relief from that poverty by selling his logs to
men who in turn sold them to the British military forces in
Boston, Added to that, there were neighbors who suffered
from similar problems and lent moral support to his Loyalist
tendencies by themselves favoring the British side, A
resulting problem, however, was the threat or reality of
rebel persecution for dealing with the enemy. Finally, there
was the influence of the settler's leaders, merchants like
the Goldthwaite brothers and Nathan Phillips, lumber dealers
like John Nutting, the possible heritage of British allegiance
left by old Colonel Goldthwaite, and the immediate, personal
association of such a professional person as Dr, John Calef,

As for the more prominent people, their loyalty was
for similar but varying reasons., Like the settlers, several
of the better known people at Penobscot had suffered
persecution from the rebels, but their experiences were
more often direct ones and more costly, at least in terms
of financial loas, The Goldthwaites, for example, lost
a store and Phillips a boat while Rutting and Calef were
forced to leave other homes and friends, Like the settlers,
several notable individuals were dependent upon the British
for trade and economic well-being, as were the Goldthwaites,
Phillips, and Nutting. Finally, like the average settler,
several were landed men; but in at least two cases, those

of Colonel Goldthwaite and John Nutting, their land holdings
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were far greater than a single homestead, There was another
reason why a few of the leading personalities of Penobscot
were Loyalista, Three had backgrounds of military service,
Colonel Goldthwaite, John Nutting, and Dr. John Calef each
having served in the last colonial war under British commanders
and the British flag.uu No single or simple reason then
appears to have been the common cause for the side taken by

any of the Penobscot people in the Revolution,

thatchelder, Bits, pp. 282-283; Biographical Data,
I, 147, 154.




Chapter III

1779: A PROVINCE BORN IN CRISIS

The people who lived through the first two months of
New Ireland's existence had far more difficulty than those
who planned the colony. The three groups involved included
the British and Massachusetts military forces and the
civilian population of the Penobscot region., General
MacLean's occupation of Bagaduce Peninsula in June of 1779
presented problems to that part of the local populace that
supported the rebel cause, When Massachusetts promptly
dispatched an army and navy to reclaim the territory, that
maneuver caused even more distress to the rest of the
populace, Fighting, of course, was hazardous for both
military forces but the Americans suffered most. Their
lack of discipline and the want of a cooperative spirit
between land and sea components (assets possessed by the
British) caused repeated problems and ultimately led to
disaster, By mid-August Britain had assured itself control
of part of eastern Maine and thus the colony could begin,
despite the anguish endured by those who struggled over its
birthright.

The British expeditionary force enjoyed good fortune
from the beginning. It left Halifax on May 30 and took two
weeks to sail to Penobscot Bay. The crossing went

unchallenged, although two American vessels paid a brief

4o
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visit to Penobscot shortly before the British arrived.
Once in the bay MacLean and the engineer sent to him by
General Clinton reconnoitered the shoreline in order to
decide on the most defensible location. It took three days
to carry out the task., On the second day eight enemy ships
were sighted outside the bay, but they turned about and
headed out to sea, On June 15 Bagaduce Peninsula was chosen
as the most likely site for a fort and the force was landed.1

The choice was an excellent one. The peninsula was
(and is) triangular in shape and connected to the main shore
to the north by a neck of land that could easily be guarded.,
The triangle pointed into the outlet of the quiet, rather
broad Bagaduce River, which turned beside the peninsula's
southern edge to form, with Cape Rozier and several small
islands opposite, an exceptional harbor for the eighteenth-
century warships that then stood in its waters, While the
troops disembarked on the south shore, MacLean and his
engineer selected a site for the fort about a quarter of a
mile inland and atop a heavily wooded height of land.2

The British anticipated a hospitable reception and were

not disappointed. From previous information MacLean knew

lMacLean to Clinton, Penobscot River, Camp at
Magebigwaduce, June 26, 1779; and Barclay to Clinton,
Blonde, Penobscot River, June 27, 1779--both in "British
Headquarters Papers," Vol. I, pp. 458-462., John Nutting
piloted the fleet during the crossing. See Batchelder,
Bits, p. 318, Captain Mowatt later stated that two rebel
ships were sighted during the voyage--perhaps to support
his claim that greater protection for the transports was
necessary, See Baxter, "Lost Manuscript," p. 361,

2MacLean to Clinton, ibid.



L2

from whom he could expect assistance. The people who had
asked Dr, Calef to go to Annapolis Royal that spring were
known to him, and Colonel Goldthwaite had furnished a list

of those whom he considered 10yal.3 Dr. Calef and Nathan
Phillips presented themselves to the General upon his

landing and were given the responsibility for rallying local
support. Phillips was made captain and given the job of
organizing the male inhabitants as a militia. The doctor
acted as overseer of all civilians.u The general did his
part by issuing a proclamation which declared that since many
had already indicated their loyalty to the king of England,
all should come in and take an oath within eight days,
adding, as further inducements, that former behavior would
not matter nor would any land claims be contested.s Hundreds
responded, Some, because of distance or the responsibility

of a large family, simply came in, took the oath, and returned

3One source includes John and Joseph Perkins and Mark
Hatch among those who invited the British., See "Shelburne
Papers,"” Vol. 66, pp. 165-168, No copy of the list attributed
to Colonel Goldthwaite has been found, but Mathew Lymburner's
name apparently was on it, See A, 0. 12, Vol. 11, pp.
105-106, A Reverend Jacob Bailey, missionary for the Society
for the Propagation of the Gospel of the Anglican Church and
former pa<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>