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B l ack C reek W a s h out

I

would like to thank those Yorkers and
members of the Queen’s Rangers, who
stayed through the heavy rain on the Sunday
of the Black Creek event in June. Although
the battle was cancelled due to the threat of
inclement weather for the afternoon, it was
decided that we should put on an alternative show for the public. The public were
entertained and educated on the common,

5 Battle of the Hook
8 War at Lansing Manor
10 D ispatches from the Yorker Gun

with Major Moore at his vocal best, drilling
the troops. The sun then made its appearance after the majority of re-enactors had
gone, and allowed us to pack up our vehicles
with dry canvas.
The following deserve special thanks:
Major Moore, Capt. Lawrence, Lt.
Turrall, Sjt. Mjr. Putnam, Sjt. Stewart, Sjt,
Finnegan, Cpl. Dittrick, Cpl. Forrest, Gord
Sova, John McFarlane, Steve Hall, Ron
Atkins, JohnMacFalane, Ann Lawrence,
Laura Gow, Deb Turrall, Thomas
Turrall, Karen, Caroline, Catherine, and
Emma Dittrick, Brenda Atkins, Mardi
MacFarlane, Parker MacFarlane.
Queen’s Rangers: Capt. Millard,
Gord Semple, Dave Sanderson, Julian
Forbes, Cam Hart. Jill Redman, Hannah
Redman, Megan Millard.
Colonel James
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C o m i n g

E v e n t s

aug 3-4
Soldiers of the Revolution
Fort Niagara, NY
aug 24-25
Battle of Newtown, NY
sept 20-22
Loyalist Heritage Weekend,
Bath, ON
oct 12-13
Stone Fort Days
Schoharie, NY
(2nd Battalion)
oct 19-20
Battle of the Hook
Gloucester Point, VA
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Soldiers of the Revolution
F ort N iagara , A ugu s t 3 - 4

O

n the weekend of 2-3 August,
the Yorkers and Loyalist Fifes and
Drums will return to Fort Niagara for
the annual Soldiers of the Revolution
event. The Yorkers had light attendance at
this event last year, but we would really like
to expand this event into one of our major
summer events. The Queens Rangers
attend this event in force, and this year
the Loyalist Fifes and Drums and the 2nd
Connecticut will be attending as well.
Fort Niagara was an original garrison site

for the Regiment and the launching point
for various raids deep into the Pennsylvania
and New York frontiers during the
Revolution. This year, we will emphasize the historic significance of the site to
our Regiment by participating in tacticals,
including fighting patrols against the 2nd
Connecticut Regiment. We will also be
conducting the first Seneca Run for the
Regiment in several years.   
The fort staff have been very kind and
accommodating in recent years, having

allowed us to stay in the 1730s French Castle
during our winter garrison in 2011 and giving us free use of the same building for
socializing after hours last year. It is good
to visit a site where you feel appreciated, and
Fort Niagara’s staff has gone out of its way
to make us feel at home in recent years.
The best news is that the site is a mere
two hours from downtown Toronto –
subject to border crossing times.

B a t t l e of N e w t own
A ugu s t 2 4 - 2 5

O

n August 24 & 25, the Northern
Brigade is scheduled to attend an
event at Newtown, an original battlefield
site near Elmira, n.y. In fact, Thursday,
August 29 is the 235th anniversary of the actual
battle. We will be camped on the ground held
by Loyalist troops and Native warriors during
the original Battle of Newtown.
The Yorkers have been to this event in
previous years and have always enjoyed the
excellent terrain, good tactical scenarios
and the hospitality of the hosts. It is also a
reasonable drive for most of us, considering
that it is a u.s. event.
Newtown is an All-Up u.s. event for
the Northern Brigade and indications are
that there will be a good turn out from the
Yorkers. As the last event before the teachers and students return to school, everyone
should make a special effort to attend.

Sjt Robert Stewart
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Hiorical Background for the Newtown Event

Y

ou will recall that 1778 went very
badly for the rebels on the northern
frontier – Cobleskill, Wyoming Valley,
German Flats and Cherry Valley. On
February 25, 1779 Congress authorized
General Washington to plan and execute
a retaliatory expedition against the “Indian
country”. Washington communicated
to Major General John Sullivan that his
objective was “the total destruction and
devastation of their settlements and the
capture of as many prisoners of every age
and sex as possible”. The country was not to
be “merely overrun, but destroyed”.
At the end of August, Sullivan set out
from Tioga, Pennsylvania with a force
of 3,200 officers and men, including 11
artillery pieces. Colonel John Butler was
determined to stop this advance with his
force, made up of 300 rangers, 14 regulars
from the 8th Regiment and approximately
300 warriors. His plan was to occupy a
ridge of high ground overlooking a narrow
plain which extended to the river. Butler
intended to ambush the exposed flank of
Sullivan’s army as it moved north along the
Chemung River. He also planned to attack
the rear of the rebel army and stampede
the cattle and pack horses. He hoped to
either destroy Sullivan’s army or cripple its
resources, so that the expedition would be
abandoned.
A rough breastwork was formed of logs,
which they attempted to conceal with cut
boughs. In some places shallow rifle-pits
were dug, and a log building was occupied
and loop-holed for musketry. Captain
McDonnell, of the Rangers, and Captain
Joseph Brant occupied the right of the line,
Captain Walter Butler’s troops held the
centre, and the main body of natives, under
the command of Sangerachta, were posted
on the left.
Colonel Butler’s plan relied entirely on
the element of surprise. Unfortunately, on
August 28 an advance scout from the rebel
army heard the noise of axes during the day
and saw the glare of campfires at night. The
element of surprise was gone.
On August 29 Sullivan’s army moved
against the small Loyalist and Native force.

He placed his artillery about 300 yards from
the centre of Butler’s line and supported it
with troops under General Hand. General
Ogden moved left along the river to flank
the British and cutoff any retreat. General
Poor moved to the right along the ridge to
achieve the same end. General Maxwell’s
troops were held in reserve.

The battle started with an exchange of
fire from rebel scouts, as the artillery was
being brought up. Butler began to suspect
Sullivan’s intentions and urged a retreat
before his force was flanked or surrounded.
Brant and the Cayuga chief came in from
their positions on the flanks to point out
the danger of remaining any longer and to
urge an immediate withdrawal. Although
initially there was reluctance to leave, when
the rebel artillery opened up on the breastwork, it was realized that further resistance
was futile. Butler’s force withdrew toward
Newtown and the ford in the Chemung
River. By 6:00 p.m. the battle was over and
the road north lay open to Sullivan’s army.
In the weeks that followed, Sullivan
burned homes, destroyed crops and laid
waste the countryside, until his expedition
came to a halt near present day Genesee,
n.y. Although the campaign brought about
the “total destruction and devastation” it

set out to achieve, it failed to destroy the
Loyalist and Native forces that threatened
the American border settlements. In fact,
after the terrible winter of 1779-80 the
King’s men hit the frontier with renewed
enthusiasm and energy.
Where were the Royal Yorkers
during Sullivan’s campaign?
In 1779 Governor Haldimand was convinced that the rebels were planning an
offensive against Detroit and Quebec. This
threat made it necessary for him to retain
his small army on the defensive in Canada.
The accumulation of rebel troops in the
Susquehannah was viewed as no more than
a feint, designed to draw his army away
from the main theatre of conflict.
Finally on September 1, Haldimand
(unaware that the Battle of Newtown had
taken place three days earlier) wrote to Sir
John Johnson instructing him to, “Collect as
many of your Corps as you can and proceed
with them to Irondequot, Genessee River,
or to whatever Place, from whence you can
join the Rangers and Indians now assembling to oppose the Rebels at Tioga.”
But it was too little, too late. By the time
preparations could be made and troops put
into motion, Sullivan’s destructive invasion was over. By the time Sir John’s force
arrived at Irondequoit Bay, he judged
the season already too advanced to continue, even though he was unaware that
Sullivan’s army was well into its return
march. Royal Yorker Lieutenant, William
Redford Crawford, who was seconded to
the Quebec Indian Department, led a nuisance raid of Canada Indians against Fort
Stanwix and Captain Samuel Anderson’s
Light Infantry Company was left behind to
garrison Carleton Island’s Fort Haldimand
and provide sharpshooters to ward off rebel
scouting parties, but the rest of the troops
turned about and went back to their garrisons in lower Quebec.
The Yorker response to Sullivan’s
Campaign would have to wait until 1780.
(Bwah-ha-ha!!! Evil wringing of hands!!)
DWP

[ A u g u s t , 13 ]

P ag e 4

the yorker courant

Cap
Modiﬁcation

I

’ve decided to make modifications
to our caps, after viewing contemporary
drawings of troops operating out of Canada
during the American Revolution. The
changes are the removal of the white tape
around the shield and the removal of the
lock of red horsehair. I won’t go into the history of our uniform and hat changes, as they
are well documented on our website, but I
will provide my reasons for the cap changes.
There is pictorial evidence in the James
Hunter painting of Lake Champlain that
shows that at least three regiments in the
“Canadian Army” of Burgoyne wore caps
similar to ours without white lace of any
kind. In addition, the caps are adorned with
black feathers or plumes. On the Yorker
website under “Uniform Research” there is
a painting by the artist Don Troiani who
has taken artistic licence to portray a Yorker
Light Infantry man wearing a cap that is
commonly referred to as the “Burgoyne
Cap”. This well documented cap was worn
by some of the regiments operating out

of Quebec, and all the pictorial evidence
shows no lace adorning these caps.
The evidence for the lock of red horse hair
that we wear on our caps comes from a verbal description in the book “Frontiersman
of New York” by Jeptha Simms, that was
written decades after the war. A recruiting officer, Serjeant Hilliard of the Royal
Yorkers, was tasked with recruiting rebel
prisoners.
“Here is a recruiting officer come to enlist
you into the British service! My lads, if any of
you want to sell your country for a green coat
with red facings, and a cap with a lock of red

L oyalis t H e ri t ag e W e e k e nd
September 2 0 - 2 2

horse-hair hanging down one side of it, you
now have a good chance!”
As stated, this description was documented many, many years after the fact and
the recruiting officer (Serjeant Hilliard)
could quite well have been wearing a horsehair adornment on his cap as a means to
attract recruits. Eighteenth century regimental recruiting parties commonly wore
ribbons and feathers on their uniforms for
this purpose. The lock of hair that we wear
is not a common 18th century style of cap
adornment.
Colonel James

S

eptember 20, 21 & 22 on the
Loyalist Parkway between Bath and
Adolphustown. Come join us for our
Loyalist Adventure Weekend and camp on
the grounds of the 1796 Fairfield Gutzeit
House in Bath or the uel Heritage park in
Adolphustown. The weekend will feature
the St. Lawrence ii tall ship, the batteaux of
Herkimer’s Bateau Coy and an Education
Day on Friday September 20th in Bath.
Saturday will feature the encampments, an offsite land tactical on a Loyalist
farm, Gunboat tactical and a Pig Roast in
Bath.
Sunday will feature a Loyalist Landing
and tactical in Adolphustown at the original Loyalist Landing site.
The weekend is being hosted by
Herkimer Bateau Coy. For more information contact Senior Foreman David Smith
at canadianfencible@hotmail.com
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Schoharie
O ctober 1 2 - 1 3

( 2 n d B atta l ion )

T

his year the Second Battalion will
be returning to the Mohawk Valley
at its most picturesque time of year. The
Old Stone Fort Days event has long been a
favorite of the Yorkers in both Battalions.
The location offers excellent ground for
tactical maneuvering, the museum is always
worth another look and we can count on
good quality opposition to trounce and run
off the field!
This year we plan to enjoy some of the
local establishments nearby, and we will
be making reservations at the recently
improved Parrott House for Saturday dinner in Schoharie.
Sjt. Mike Putnam

B att l e

of t h e

Hook

G l ouce s ter , V A – O ctober 1 9 - 2 0

T

he Battle of the Hook has been
promoted as The Big Event of
2013. If you enjoy an event where there
are lots of troops (infantry, cavalry, artillery and naval), large encampments, strong
opposition and battles based on actual historic engagements, this is the one for you.
Although it takes place deep in the colonies, the good news is that it is scheduled
in late-October when the Virginia heat and
humidity are not a factor. The following
information is taken from the event website: http://www.battleofthehook.org/
Hi s tory of t h e B att l e

The events leading up to the Yorktown
Campaign and the subsequent defeat
at Yorktown are well known. Less well
known is the battle that took place across
the York River from Yorktown sixteen days
before the British capitulation — one that
led immeasurably to that final outcome.
Although rather brief, it included the
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largest cavalry engagement of the war; with
500 or more horsemen involved, compared
to about 130 involved in the more famous
battle at the Cowpens.
When General Cornwallis occupied
Yorktown in August 1781, he dispatched
a portion of his troops — initially Ewald’s
Jaegers and the 80th Regiment — to
occupy and fortify Gloucester Town (now
Gloucester Point), across the river from
Yorktown. These forces would, he hoped,
be able to secure the British Army’s flank,
protect a possible escape route, and forage for food, livestock and supplies in the
fertile farmland of Gloucester County.
They were later joined by the Queen’s
Rangers, the Light Company of the Royal
Welsh Fusileers, and most significantly, by
Banastre Tarleton’s famed British Legion.
Tarleton’s cavalry was sent across the river
in early October, as the rebel siege made
the use of cavalry largely impossible in
Yorktown.
General Washington and his French
allies recognized the importance of this area
to the ensuing siege and sent a force to join
the Virginia militia to block the British in
Gloucester. The French forces included the
hussars, lancers and infantry of Lauzun’s
Legion, under the command of the flamboyant Duc de Lauzun. They were joined
by 800 French infantrymen who came by
boat from DeGrasse’s fleet — detachments
from ten French regiments who had been
serving as DeGrasse’s naval infantry.
General George Weedon, commanding the Virginia militia, directed 22 year
old Lt. Col. John Francis Mercer, a former
Continental officer, to select a battalion of
grenadiers from more than a thousand militiamen camped around Gloucester Court
House. Mercer selected former Continentals
and young volunteers who were adequately
armed and equipped. His Select Battalion of
Grenadiers, as they were designated, numbered about two hundred men.
Meanwhile, because Lauzun refused to
subordinate himself to Brigadier General
Weedon, Rochambeau sent Brigadier
General Claude Gabriel de Choisy to command the allied force in Gloucester.
Early on the morning of October 3, 1781,
Captain Phil Taliaferro of the Gloucester
militia sent the following dispatch, probably from the militia’s observation post at
Perrin’s, at the mouth of Sarah’s Creek (now
Little England), to the Allied commanders

the yorker courant
who were by then moving south from the
vicinity of Gloucester Court House toward
the British positions at Gloucester Point.
A party of the Enemy are now At Mrs
Whitings & have sent out to collect the
Cattle & Sheep adjacent, there being no one
to oppose them. I thought proper to send
this information to you & am with respect
Your Most Obd’t. Serv’t.
Phil Taliaferro
Octr. 3. 1781
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galloped toward him. Before they clashed,
one of Tarleton’s cavalrymen’s horses was
wounded, and struck Tarleton, felling him
and his horse in the process. Dragoons
of the Queen’s Rangers rescued him,
and retreated behind their infantry, then
reformed to mount a counterattack, while
Lauzun formed into two lines of some 300
horsemen. The British attacked with 150
Dragoons charging Lauzun’s front, while
another detachment wheeled around to
attack against the flank. Lauzun’s forces fell
back in the face of the attack, but young Lt.
Col. Mercer dismounted and led his select
militiamen forward into the battle at a run.
They deployed, as Mercer later wrote:
“with great celerity and good order, & commenced firing, one half on the cavalry on
the right, and the other half on the infantry advancing rapidly thro’ the wood... No
regular troops cou’d behave with more zeal
and alacrity than this corps of Militia... they
discovered as much gallantry and order as
any regular corps that I ever saw in action.
Fortunately Tarleton did not like the
reception prepared for him & at a critical
moment sounded a retreat...”

Lauzun linked up with Mercer’s troops
at Seawell’s Tavern, about five miles from
the British positions, and they continued on
toward the enemy. As they did so, Lauzun
encountered Mrs. Elizabeth Seawell
Whiting, an attractive local widow, at a farm
house beside the road, and inquired if she
had seen anything of the dreaded Tarleton.
She informed the French commander that
the British officer had indeed just left there,
and had mentioned that he was “most anxious to shake hands with the French duke.”
Lauzun replied that he had “come to give
him that satisfaction,” and they continued
on. Soon after, Lauzun heard firing from his
advanced guard, and galloped forward, with
Mercer’s infantry moving up behind them
on foot.
When they met the British a couple
of miles down the road, at “the Hook,”
Lauzun rode up and, spotting Tarleton,

Thus repulsed by Mercer’s militia, Tarleton
retreated behind a company of the 23rd
Regiment (Royal Welsh Fusileers).
Firing from the woods on the flank of the
Allies pursuing cavalry and infantry, the
Welshmen were able to check the enemy’s
pursuit, thus enabling the Crown forces to
retreat to the safety of their fortifications.
The British withdrew to their lines
with the loss of 50 men, including their
infantry commander and 12 of Tarleton’s
men. Colonel Tarleton was among the
wounded. The Americans lost 2 killed and
11 wounded, and the French suffered 3
killed and 16 wounded, including Lauzun’s
second-in-command, an Irish brawler and
duelist named Robert Dillon.
After Choisy brought up the remainder of his forces, including the 800 naval
infantry, his artillery, and the remainder of
the Virginia militia and cavalry, he blockaded the positions at Gloucester Point
and the Crown forces remained there until
Cornwallis surrendered 16 days later.
On October 19th, 1781, the last surrender
of British forces in America occurred — not
at Yorktown, as is widely believed, but an
hour later, outside the works at Gloucester.
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E vent Sc h e d u l e

Saturday, Oct 19
7:30
Reveille
9:30-10:00	Wreath Laying Ceremony at
Cemetery
9:30-10:30 Battalion Drill
10:00-10:30	Begin ongoing demonstration in earthworks
11:00-11:30	French Boat Landing and
Skirmish
12:00-1:00 Reenactor lunch
1:30-2:00	Cavalry demonstration /
Ladies Program
2:30-3:30	
Battle of the Hook
5:30-6:30
Reenactor Dinner
6:30-7:00
Artillery Demonstration
7:00-7:30	Storming of Redoubt
8:00-11:00 Jollification
11:00-7:00 All Quiet in Camp
Sunday, Oct 20
8:00
Reveille
9:00-10:00 Tactical Battle
10:00-10:30 Church Service
11:00-11:30 British Boat Landing
12:00-1:00 Reenactor Lunch
1:30-2:30	Attack on Gloucester
Redoubts
3:00	
Dismiss camps
C amp I n s truction s

We want our camps to appear as authentic
as possible and for that purpose we ask that
participants follow our set-up and authenticity rules. The camps will be organized
and laid out according to cl, bb and bar
Guidelines.
Your Battalion Quartermaster (qm) will
assign you and your unit a space, after you
have registered. Tents should only be set up
under the direction of the Battalion qm or
his assistant. Please seek them out before
unloading any equipment. For that reason,
Battalion qms and their assistants must be
the first people on site.

All sod is to be replaced at the end of the
event.
E n l i s te d W e d ge T ent s

It is expected that most privates and nco’s
will be using standard size enlisted (e.m.)
wedge tents. Please don’t set up unnecessary
or extra tents. Only enlisted wedge tents
used for sleeping should be set up — if you
need storage space, we ask that you share
space in the back of a sleeping (or other)
tent, if possible.
C amp A ut h enticity

In order to enhance the 18th century experience of the public, as well as participants, we
will expect participants to follow the camp
rules set here. The qm will police the camps
prior to their opening to the public, as well
as during the event. Unit commanders
should advise all members to comply with
the qm request regarding the following:
• No baled straw in camp.
• Coolers should be kept out of sight.
• No modern beverage bottles or other
containers in sight during public hours.
• All cars must be out of camp as designated by the schedule.
• No lantern stands visible during public
hours.
• No camp furniture in the company
streets.
• No visible modern cots or sleeping bags.
• No visible non-period food or food
packaging.
F ire s

All fires are restricted to the kitchen areas.
Sod must be removed and then replaced
when the weekend is over. A water bucket
must be near the fire at all times.
No fires will be allowed in the company
streets.
No open flames allowed in tents. All
candles must be enclosed in period correct
lanterns.
C ampaign C amp

M o d ern C amping

Limited modern camping will be provided
(no electrical hookups).
C amp F ire s & Dining F l y s

There will be a limit of one fire pit, one
cook fly, and one supply tent per unit in the
kitchen area. All fire pits will be dug in their
designated areas with the sod removed and
saved. Each fire pit will have a fire bucket.
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We currently plan to have designated locations for participants who prefer “campaign”
camping.
Warner Hall is located in Gloucester
County Virginia, across the York River from
Yorktown. Gloucester County was one of
the most populated counties in Virginia at
the time of the Revolution and is rich in history. It is also just 30 minutes from Colonial
Williamsburg and Jamestown.

Today Warner Hall is privately owned
and operated as an inn. The property
includes the beautifully restored manor
house, outbuildings, a dock, the WarnerLewis family graveyard, and surrounding
farm fields.
Listed by both the National Register of
Historic Places and the Virginia Historic
Landmarks Commission, Warner Hall
continues to be of major architectural and
genealogical significance in American
history. Warner Hall has long been considered one of the premiere properties in the
Virginia Tidewater area.
The Inn at Warner Hall
4750 Warner Hall Rd
Gloucester, va 23061
Direction s F rom
W a s h ington , D . C . an d
area s N ort h :

Take 95 South to the Fredericksburg
area. Take Exit 126 Spotsylvania/Rt. 17
South. Follow 17 South approx. 91 miles to
Gloucester. Turn left on Main St./Business
17 South. Continue through the residential
area of Main Street. Travel halfway around
the courthouse circle and continue through
town. Pass traffic light and go approx.
½ mile to left-hand turn at Rt. 629/tc
Walker Rd. Go approx. 3 miles on Rt. 629
(pass t.c. Walker Elementary on the left)
and look for dilapidated farmhouse on left.
Turn left at farmhouse onto Paige Rd. (also
Rt. 629). Stay on Paige Rd. until it ends. At
the stop sign make a right turn and then an
immediate left onto Warner Hall Rd. (also
Rt. 629). Warner Hall is one mile on your
right at 4750 Warner Hall Road.
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War
at

Lansing
Manor
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Di s patc h e s
from t h e

Yorker Gun
at

M onmout h , N J
To Colonel James:
ir, I have the honour to report that
the Yorker gun, Priapus, and her crew
covered themselves in both glory while
engaging in action against those rebellious
colonists to our south. We had the pleasure
of serving under the command of Colonel
Crosby, Master Gunner of the Royal
Artillery, attached to “C” Division.
Day One: For inspection prior to battle,
the Yorker artillery detachment paraded to
the right of the line, much to the consternation of the Guards’ Serjeant Major, who
was not used to seeing green to his right.
Apoplectic, the Serjeant Major approached
the Provincials to be duly informed that we
were on his Parade Square, not as Yorker
infantry, but in our secondary role as artillery. For the first time in a long time the
Yorkers held the right and enjoyed some
long overdue shade.
The rolling terrain and notorious changing weather patterns of Monmouth played
merry hell with the constitution of your
steadfast Yorker Gunners, but did not
dampen the enthusiasm of the men.
Priapus was well utilized in a battalion
role. I am pleased to report that Priapus
and her Royal Artillery Battery received
staunch support from Provincial brothers
on our flanks. They repelled a strong cavalry

S

probe and advancing enemy militia, intent
on taking the guns. The artillery noted it
had been many a day since they had been
afforded such close protection. Provincials
protecting their Provincial gun per chance?
With the enemy in retreat, Priapus
advanced and assisted in a bridge action
that turned the tide securely in our favour.
With the obstacle secured, a fierce, steep
and steady uphill ascent ensued. This concluded with the field being ours.
Day Two: The day commenced with
Priapus being assigned as the Duty Gun.
Those rebellious colonists were out en
masse to assure the best vantage point from
which to view the coming engagement.
Priapus shone during a battery display. Her
dress, drill and deportment gave the rebels a
hint as to what they could look forward to.
A brisk afternoon engagement further
ensued, during which the enemy harassed

our troops and a fierce, heated rearguard
action was fought. To the horror and dismay of the enemy, Priapus continued to
provide support to the infantry. Her allotment of canister and grape was exhausted,
hence denying the enemy both the guns
and the field.
The forced march from Canada was truly
exhausting for both Priapus and the men.
Priapus’ oak hearted gun crew is eager, willing and ready to return, at your leisure to
those rebellious colonies.
On a personal note, I wish to report
the dress, drill and deportment of Jon
Wannamaker, Ryan McGraw, Phil Rock
and Mike Janssens was in the finest tradition of the Regiment and beyond reproach.
Sincerely Yours Aye
Ken Taylor
KRRNY Artillery

Timothy Murphy
The following article is from The Journal of
the American Revolution. I’ve chosen this
one for two reasons. Timothy Murphy, the legendary American rifleman, eventually settled
in the Schoharie Valley, our regiment’s spiritual
home. Murphy also fought against us at the

Middle Fort in the 1780 raid of the Mohawk.
The second reason is that history is written by
the victors, who quite often can be careless with
facts and figures, which lead to myths and legends being born.
Colonel James

E

very historical researcher, and
readers of history books and magazines, must constantly keep in mind the
power of the written word. Whether
reading for pleasure or serious study,
one constantly weighs the evidence to
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determine whether it is accurate and credible or not.
Regrettably, the written word itself
attaches credibility to a statement by the
mere fact it appears in print. Unless one is
on guard, one tends to docilely accept what
appears on the page with no other evidence
of its veracity than its very existence in print.
It is vital to know the source of the information so one can check the facts and also so
one can judge how much confidence ought
to be placed on the information.
An extreme example would be the hypothetical case of George Washington’s axe.
“This is George Washington’s axe. Due to its
historical significance the axe-head and handle
were replaced during the restoration process.”
Is it really George Washington’s axe? With
the head and handle both replaced, how
can it possibly still be George Washington’s
axe? Rarely however is the lack of common
sense, or proper documentation, so obvious.
An example of the powerful influence of
the written word is the legend of Timothy
Murphy. Murphy is widely credited, and
has been for generations, with having shot
British Brigadier General Simon Fraser at
the battle of Saratoga in 1777. Respected
historians have accepted the Tim Murphy
tale as fact based on literally nothing but
that it has been repeated, in print, by others
for 150 years. However, an analysis of the
origins and source of the story make it very
clear that the story of Murphy is not based
on fact.
The basics of the story are that during
the battle Tim Murphy, a rifleman serving
under Colonel Daniel Morgan, was ordered
by Morgan to shoot Brigadier General
Simon Fraser. Depending upon which
version of the story is related Murphy may
have fired more than once with each shot
getting ever nearer to Fraser. He possibly
fired from a tree and possibly used a double
barreled rifle.
An abbreviated chronology of the various accounts of the shooting of Fraser sheds
light on the origins of the legend of Tim
Murphy. The Saratoga Sentinel newspaper
published a letter on 10 November 1835,
fifty eight years after the battle, from one
Ebenezer Mattoon a veteran of Saratoga.
Mattoon relates that he witnessed an
unnamed “elderly man, with a long hunting
gun….” on the battlefield. Through a break
in the powder smoke of the battle “several
officers, led by a general, appeared moving
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to the northward, in rear of the Hessian line.
The old man, at that instant, discharged his
gun, and the general officer pitched forward
on the neck of his horse….”
The next published account of the shooting appeared in Jeptha R. Simms’ 1845
History of Schoharie County and Border Wars
of New York. Sixty eight years had elapsed
since the battle, and twenty seven years since
Timothy Murphy’s 1818 death in Schoharie
County, New York. This account, as far as
can be determined, marks the first time the

name Timothy Murphy is connected with
the shooting of Fraser. Simms writes that
Daniel Morgan “selected a few of his best
marksmen” and “instructed to make Fraser
their especial mark… Timothy Murphy…
was one of the riflemen selected.” As
Fraser came into range each had “a chance
to fire, and some of them more than once,
before a favorable opportunity presented
for Murphy; but when it did, the effect was
soon manifest. The gallant general was riding upon a gallop when he received the fatal
ball, and after a few bounds of his charger,
fell mortally wounded.” Simms writes that
“the fact that Murphy shot Gen. Fraser, was
communicated to the writer by a son of the
former.” However, Simms does not supply
the name of the son, when or how the son
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learned of the story, or any other information surrounding the event or Murphy’s
retelling of it. In the book’s preface Simms
writes that he began his research in 1837
from “the lips of many hoary-headed persons of intelligence then living, whom I
visited at their dwellings.” The unnamed
son of Timothy Murphy may have been one
of these people.
Two years later one n.c. Brooks wrote a
magazine article naming Murphy and adding information about the weapon without
citing a source.
In 1853, a letter dated 28 November 1781,
four years after the battle, written by British
officer Joseph Graham (not to be confused
with James Graham, a biographer of Daniel
Morgan) was published in the Virginia
Historical Register. Joseph Graham had
been taken prisoner by the Patriots and
claims to have spoken with Morgan. He
wrote that Morgan described the shooting
of Fraser, without mentioning any rifleman’s name:
“I saw that they were led by an officer on
a grey horse – a devilish brave fellow; so,
when we took the height a second time, says
I to one of my best shots, says I, you get up
into that there tree, and single out him on
the white horse. Dang it, ‘twas no sooner
said than done. On came the British again,
with the grey horseman leading; but his
career was short enough this time. I jist
tuck my eyes off him for a moment, when I
turned them to the place where he had been
– pooh, he was gone!”
James Graham wrote The Life of General
Daniel Morgan of the Virginia Line of the
Army of the United States in 1856. As James
Graham had married one of Morgan’s
great -granddaughters he had access to oral
family history as well as Morgan’s papers.
Without referencing a source he relates
that Morgan selected “twelve of his best
marksmen” and that Morgan “pointed out
the doomed officer.” Graham wrote that
Morgan “anxiously observed his marksmen, when, a few minutes having elapsed,
and Fraser re-appearing within gun-shot
of them, he saw them all raise their rifles
and, taking deliberate aim, fire.” Timothy
Murphy is not named nor is any other rifleman named.
In 1877 William L. Stone published The
Campaign of Lieut. Gen. John Burgoyne and
the Expedition of Lieut. Col. Barry St. Leger.
Stone mentions the shooting of Fraser
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several times in this volume. He quotes
a letter dated 31 October 1827, written
by Samuel Woodruff, Esq., of Windsor,
Connecticut. Woodruff, who apparently
participated in the battle, visited the battlefield on October 17, 1827 and wrote a
description of Morgan ordering “his riflemen” to specifically target General Fraser.
Woodruff continued, “…the crupper of
the grey horse was cut off by a rifle bullet,
and within the next minute another passed
through the horse’s mane, a little back of
his ears. An aid [sic] of Fraser noticing this,
observed to him, ‘Sir, it is evident that you
are marked out for particular aim; would it
not be prudent for you to retire from this
place?’ Fraser replied, ‘my duty forbids me to
fly from danger,’ and immediately received
a bullet through his body.” Woodruff does
not indicate a source of this information nor
mention any rifleman’s name.
In the same book Stone repeats the
Fraser story twice more and identifies the
rifleman as Timothy Murphy. In the first
instance, Stone writes that Morgan “took
a few of his sharpshooters aside, among
whom was the celebrated marksman Tim
Murphy, men on whose precision of aim he
could rely, …” Stone, using almost the exact
wording as Samuel Woodruff but inserting Murphy’s name, continued, “Within a
few moments a rifle ball cut the crouper of
Fraser’s horse, and another passed through
his horse’s mane. Calling his attention to
this, Fraser’s aide said, ‘It is evident that you
are marked out for particular aim; would it
not be prudent for you to retire from this
place?’ Fraser replied, ‘my duty forbids me
to fly from danger.’ The next moment he
fell mortally wounded by a ball from the
rifle of Murphy.”
In the same volume, Stone quotes one
Charles Neilson, whose father served at
Saratoga, as saying, “The soldier who shot
General Fraser was Timothy Murphy, a
Virginian, who belonged to Morgan’s rifle
corps.” Neilson provides no source that
names Murphy as the marksman.
Stone also discusses the Mattoon version
of the shooting, and appends a footnote
stating, “Still, there seems no doubt that
Murphy, by the orders of Morgan, shot
Fraser; see Silliman’s visit in the Appendix
where he speaks of Morgan having told his
friend, Hon. Richard Brent, to this effect.”
The Appendix contains the account of
Benjamin Silliman’s visit to the battlefield
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in 1820. It reads, “The following anecdote,
related to me at Ballston Springs, in 1797, by
the Hon. Richard Brent, then a member of
Congress, from Virginia, who derived the
fact from General Morgan’s own mouth.”
“Colonel Morgan took a few of his best
riflemen aside; men in whose fidelity, and
fatal precision of aim, he could repose the
most perfect confidence, and said to them:
‘that gallant officer is General Fraser; I
admire and respect him, but it is necessary that he should die – take your stations

in that wood and do your duty.’ Within a
few moments General Fraser fell, mortally
wounded.”
Incredibly, despite Stone’s assurance
that Silliman’s comments in the Appendix
would specifically name Timothy Murphy,
it does not. Murphy is not named at all, nor
is any other rifleman.
Jeptha Simms’ History of Schoharie
County, apparently based on an interview
with a son of Murphy an indeterminate
number of years after the event, is the only
account prior to 1877 to name Murphy as the
rifleman who shot Fraser. However, Stone
repeats it as historical fact ignoring other

accounts that do not name an individual.
In 1883, Simms wrote a follow-up book,
The Frontiersmen of New York Showing
Customs of the Indians, Vicissitudes of
Pioneer White Settlers, and Border Strife in
Two Wars, With a Great Variety of Romantic
and Thrilling Stories Never Before Published.
The shooting of Fraser is retold in the now
customary manner, with Simms adding
two unnamed Murphy daughters plus an
unnamed Murphy son as original sources.
In 1895, William L. Stone published
a follow-up book of his own, Visits to the
Saratoga Battle-Grounds, 1780-1880, claiming that Murphy himself was positive he
shot Fraser. He offers no evidence to support this claim.
Noted historian Don Higginbotham,
wrote the well-received biography of
Morgan, Daniel Morgan, Revolutionary
Rifleman, in 1961. He describes
Murphy’s weapon as a double-barrel
rifle. Higginbotham erroneously wrote
that, “Morgan told Graham of the shooting of General Frazer by his rifleman
Timothy Murphy,” when in fact Graham
did not mention any rifleman by name.
Higginbotham quotes Graham but inexplicably inserts Murphy’s name in brackets:
“Says I to one of my best shots [Murphy],
says I, you get up into that there tree…”
In the 150 years since Jeptha Simms
wrote his History of Schoharie County
many, if not most, accounts of Saratoga and
Revolutionary War marksmanship have
included the story of Timothy Murphy.
Based on nothing more than its having appeared in print so often in the past
the story continues to be published. Most
regrettably, it has been published by many
who ought to know better.
Timothy Murphy was a real man. He
was a rifleman under Morgan at Saratoga.
However, the story of his shooting of Fraser,
like the story of George Washington and
the cherry tree, is not history. The real story
of Timothy Murphy is the story of the
power of the written word.



[ A u g u s t , 13 ]

On

B ecoming

“I can no longer obey; I have tasted
command and I cannot give it up.”
– Napoleon Bonaparte

T
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he officer is an iconic figure in
the British Regimental culture.
Contemporary literature portrays the gruff
but intelligent general, the playboy lieutenant, the bumbling or lecherous captain and
everything in between. Officers are often
seen as high society dilatants, exiled to
military service by rich fathers for such evil
crimes as being a second son, deep in debt,
or causing familial embarrassment. There is
little doubt that this was, on occasion, the
truth – but more often than not becoming
an officer was one of three things. It was
either a career choice, a necessity, or a hobby.
The difference between being an officer
and not comes down to a single piece of
paper (well, parchment actually). That is
the commission. This is the legal authority
from the Crown for the officer to “exercise
and well discipline” subordinate ranks, and
the command from the Crown for subordinates to “obey you as their superior Officer”.
This royal commandment is the basis of
military law and discipline.
How an officer obtains a commission can
be many and varied. An officer may obtain
a commission by purchasing it, by being
granted for education, by “raising for rank”,
by being granted for bravery, or by being
appointed.
Most of us are aware of the concept of
purchasing commissions. During the time
that the purchase system was in use, about
two thirds of the commissions were acquired
by purchase. However the system became
more structured over time. In 1715, regimental colonel commissions could no longer be
sold. In 1720, a strict price structure was set
– although often ignored. During the 1750s,
commissions were restricted to those over
sixteen years old and an ensign was required
to spend at least two years in that rank before
purchasing a captaincy. Much of this was the
fault of gentlemen such as George Lennox,
second son of the Duke of Richmond, who
purchased an ensign’s commission at the age
of 13 in 1751 and was the Lt Col in command

an
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of the 33rd of Foot seven years later, or Lord
Cardigan who spent 28,000 pounds to go
from Cornet to Lt. Col in six years.
One of the more interesting defenses
of the purchase system was that it made
only men of independent means eligible

for command, and somehow that would
cut down on looting or profiteering from
selling army supplies (besides, there were
serjeants for that).
However for infantry and cavalry, there
were a number of opportunities for “NonPurchase” commissions or vacancies,
especially during time of conflict or growth.
Non-purchase vacancies allowed for promotion without buying the commission.
This normally happened when:
• An officer died in service - “A bloody war
or sickly season”
• An officer was moved to a staff position,
the unattached list, or Major General.
Promotion via a Non-purchase vacancy
was normally by strict seniority, but an

officer could be skipped if a prisoner of war,
in the poor house, mismanagement, poor
regimental discipline, on punishment, or
insubordination.
Some officers, specifically in the Royal
Engineers and the Royal Artillery, were
granted commissions upon graduation from
the Royal Military Academy. They were
not allowed to sell commissions and movement through the ranks was strictly due to
seniority. This could lead to long waits during peace time. Waits of up to 20 years were
not uncommon to move from Captain to
Major. Later (1801), formal military training
for all officers was available from Sandhurst
and cadets were granted a commission upon
graduation. Strangely enough, in the first 60
years of Sandhurst’s existence it never met its
authorized strength of 400 cadets. The closest it came was in 1818 with 350 cadets. The
primary reason for this was that Sandhurst
had only a small number of free places.
Families that could afford to send their sons
to Sandhurst could normally also purchase
a commission, so why waste two years at
Sandhurst? For example, between 1838 and
1848, out of 650 cadets only 350 graduated
and were granted commissions. Of the rest,
200 purchased commissions anyway.
“Raising for Rank” occurred when a
gentleman was able to convince enough
others to join a military unit, resulting in
him gaining rank because of it. Two examples bring this to light. The first was when
George Siddons, from the Royal South
Lincolnshire militia (to the horror of his
commanding officer), convinced 100 militiamen to enlist in the Regular Army and
he became their Second Lieutenant. In our
own history, Sir John Johnson was awarded
a Beating Order to raise the krrny and
consequently was granted a Lt Col’s commission. This seemed to be quite common
in the Provincial Corps.
During this period, there were no medals or awards for gallantry. In many cases,
enlisted soldiers were granted field or brevet commissions due to bravery or gallantry.
There are mixed opinions in contemporary sources as to whether or not men
“Commissioned from the Ranks” were
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better or worse. Most of the time, these officers would spend their careers as Coronets
or Ensigns, as they could not afford to
purchase anything else. A rare but notable
exception was Sergeant Luke O’Connor of
the 23 rd Foot who was granted a commission for his gallantry at Alma (1854), was
brevetted to Lt Col at Ashanti (1872), commanded the 2nd Bn from 1880 to 1885 and
retired a Major General.
Lastly, individuals could be appointed
to commissions. This could be done as a
favor to sons of political allies, or could be
done to flesh out a new battalion. When 2nd

Battalions were added to certain regiments,
there was a good chance that deserving ncos
from the 1st Battalion would find themselves officers in the 2nd. In our own history,
this was how some of the original Officers
of the krrny got their commissions. Most
of them were friends or acquaintances (or
sons thereof ) of Sir John. A notable exception was “Spanish Johnnie’ McDonnel of
the Grenadiers, who gained his appointment to Captain by virtue not only of his
relationship with Sir John, but also the fact
that he brought along a full company to join
up at Ticonderoga after Fort Stanwix.

There are two dark days for becoming an officer. The first was November 1,
1871 when a Royal Warrant abolished the
purchase and sale of commissions. The second in 1849 when a mandatory exam was
introduced, where upon a new officer was
required to write and pass a test (one retest
was allowed). One may only wonder how
that would have affected both the original and the re-enacting regimental officers
(other than the Colonel of course).
Sjt Matt Liness

— Link s & Letter s —
head and shaft as one piece. Further, there was always the danger
that the arrowhead could not be found leaving the “angular and jagged head has been left buried in bone to kill – for so it surely will.” If,
however, the arrowhead is removed properly, the wound was likely
to heal naturally.”
This image is of a rebel Stockbridge Indian drawn by the famous
German Jaeger officer, Johan Ewald, in 1781 or 1782. It proves that
bows and arrows were still in use. The second image is of natives
armed with both bow and musket. In my account of the 1782 Ellice
Mills attack, bows and arrows were employed by the Mohawks
in the raiding party (see “Volume II - The Revolutionary War’s
Final Campaign as Waged From Canada in 1782: I Am Heartily
Ashamed ”, pages 216 & 217).
Gavin Watt
P icture s from B l ack C reek
N ever P u l l an A rrow O ut O f a B o d y

Here are some great pictures from Black Creek. Worth having a look.
http://www.meetup.com/thomsonphotographygroup/photos/15520442/

Here is a link from a recent issue of “Loyalist Trails” (uelac
Newsletter) dealing with the treatment of arrow wounds.

Drum Major Mike Putnam

http://allthingsliberty.com/2013/05/battle-wounds-never-pull-an-arrow-out-of-a-body/

This is an interesting topic, considering that Indians on both sides
of the political divide continued to carry bows and arrows during the
Rev War. Often in western films there is a scene where an arrow is
yanked from the body of a fallen comrade or the shaft broken off at
the surface of the skin. As dramatic as that may be, it is definitely
not the recommended method for removing an arrow:
“Now the gravity of a friend’s attempt to pull the arrow from a
wounded comrade becomes apparent. If the shaft was left in place,
Dr. Bill’s treatment was to make an incision to enlarge the entry
wound and slide a finger down the shaft to feel the depth of the
wound and determine if the arrowhead is lodged in bone. Without
the shaft in place the doctor was forced to search for the arrow by
making a larger incision, probing through tissue, causing more
trauma, and taking more time. It was much easier for the doctor and
patient if the shaft was left intact until a doctor could remove the
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