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Introduction

On a late August day in 1675, a lone rider arrived in the coastal 
town of Marblehead, Massachusetts, bearing dispatches for the local com-
mittee of militia.1 The message came from Major General Daniel Denison 
in nearby Salem, the commander of the Essex County Regiment. King 
Philip’s War had been raging since June and Massachusetts Bay was mo-
bilizing its militia as quickly as possible. The rider found Samuel Ward, 
lieutenant of the town’s militia, and handed over a single sheet of paper. 
As Ward took the dispatch, he knew that the day he dreaded had finally 
arrived; in his hand was an impressment notice. The document ordered 
the militia committee to select five men to serve in a newly formed ex-
peditionary company under the command of Captain Thomas Lathrop 
of Beverly. Lathrop’s company was urgently needed in western Massachu-
setts to defend the towns of the Connecticut River Valley against attack-
ing Wampanoags, Nipmucks, and other Native Americans. Lieutenant 
Ward quickly called a meeting of the town’s militia committee. Richard 
Norman (the town militia’s ensign), Major William Hathorne from Salem, 
and Lieutenant Ward quickly assembled, most likely in the town’s meet-
inghouse. The three men had some hard choices to make. Who from the 
town would they send to war? 
 The impressment order called for able soldiers to be sent—the colony 
needed good men to stop the Indian onslaught and strike back at the en-
emy. But the three men on the committee knew that they would have to 
answer to their town if the soldiers were lost in battle; they might even 
have to tell the men’s families the grim news of defeat and death if the 
worst occurred. Probably after much discussion and debate, the men 
drew up a list of five names. Then they summoned Marblehead’s consta-
bles, Richard Hanniford and Nicholas Andrews, and gave them the signed 
impressment warrants. The constables had the unenviable task of finding 
William Dew, Samuel Hudson, John Merrett, Mark Pittman, and Thomas 
Rose and informing them that they had been pressed “for the county 
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service.” It is hard to imagine the response of the men. Some were prob-
ably afraid, although they dared not let it show. Others might have felt an 
excited anticipation, knowing they were escaping Marblehead and going 
“off to the wars.” Over the next few days, the five readied their seldom-
used weapons, put their affairs in order, and said goodbye to friends and 
families before marching out of town. They most likely met up with the 
rest of the company in Beverly, Captain Lathrop’s home, or possibly in Sa-
lem, home to the Essex County Regiment. Now combined with men from 
almost every town in the county, the five Marblehead soldiers formed 
up behind their new commander and quickly marched west. Those who 
came to see them off watched as the company swiftly passed from view. 
 The town waited anxiously for news of their soldiers’ safe return. Then 
one day, in late September, another rider came galloping into Marblehead. 
The report that he carried was devastating. Captain Lathrop’s company had 
been ambushed and destroyed south of Deerfield, at a place now called 
Bloody Brook. Four of the five Marblehead soldiers died on that bright and 
sunny day. The shocking story was told in full when Thomas Rose, the sole 
survivor, finally came home. Less than two months later, as horrific reports 
from the frontier continued to pour into town, yet another messenger rode 
into Marblehead. Lieutenant Ward probably stared long and hard at the 
document in his hand before he finally opened it. It was another warrant—
this time, thirteen Marblehead men were needed. They would serve on a 
perilous winter campaign to attempt to crush the Narragansetts in Rhode 
Island. The town reeled at the news. Would this group of its citizens also 
be annihilated? Who should the militia committee send?

The question of who was sent to fight colonial New England’s wars is a 
deeply complex and important one. Its answer offers crucial insights into 
New England’s society. An examination of the choices that community 
leaders made when faced with total war offers vital clues to the values, 
hopes, and fears both of individual towns and the entire society. The cul-
ture’s principles were in flux as the seventeenth century crept by. But for 
the majority of people, those values still centered on the Puritan goal that 
brought them (or their parents) to New England in the first place—the 
desire to build a godly, well-ordered society. The great hope of the people 
in the colony (or, at the very least, its leaders) was that the second genera-
tion of New Englanders would live up to the standard set by their parents, 
the “first generation,” who made the Great Migration from England in the 
1630s. The great fear was that the second generation was flawed, especially 
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in comparison to their parents. The concern, best articulated by Puritan 
ministers, was that New England’s second generation was failing on two 
basic levels. First, they were too focused on worldly goods, opening the 
door to sins such as pride and greed, which in turn manifested themselves 
in excess in apparel and drink, deceit, quarrelling, and other misbehavior. 
Worse, according to the ministers, was the decline in the second genera-
tion’s individual piety, which was ultimately the root of all other decay, 
itself bringing a lessening of respect for church, government, and family.2 
Proof positive of this deterioration was a series of calamities that had be-
set the colonies from the 1630s to the 1670s, culminating in King Philip’s 
War in 1675.3 The war was truly of a size and scale never before seen in 
New England. Fighting ranged across the region and every single family 
in the area was affected. By the conflict’s end, large portions of the region 
were devastated and thousands were dead. Amid this catastrophe came 
a realization: not only did New England have to fight the war to survive 
in a physical sense, but the society, especially its second generation, had 
to triumph in order to prove that it had not lost its faith or God’s bless-
ing. The seriousness of the situation meant that the militia of New Eng-
land was now as crucial to the survival of the Bible Commonwealth as the 
congregational church. While they had not fought a major conflict until 
1675, the leaders and people of Massachusetts Bay had established a well-
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organized military system for just such an emergency. When the hostili-
ties began, they mobilized that system in order to win the war and save 
their “City on a Hill.” 
 The Massachusetts Bay military system, its conduct during King Philip’s 
War, and most importantly the identity and character of its soldiers are at 
the heart of this study. Yet, this is not a study of New England’s military 
alone; it is an examination of war and society.4 A society’s military must 
be examined within the context of its culture. The militia of the colony 
was made up of individuals, and thus its study lies squarely within the 
realm of social history. The following work draws much of its focus and 
many of its methods from that field. This work is, in fact, a community 
study—the community being a group of soldiers, their families, home-
towns, and the men who impressed them. Thus, the pages that follow are 
filled with considerations of marriage rates, the meanings of probate in-
ventories, and how socioeconomic status affected recruitment—the stuff 
of the social historian’s trade. But there are discussions of military policy 
and the conduct of war as well. Most of the book’s military focus is cen-
tered on issues of militia institutions, policies, and especially recruitment, 
although combat, which was ultimately what these men were impressed 
to do, plays a small role as well. That war and society must be studied 
together in this way is particularly true of colonial America, where the 
militia system, in theory based on a citizen-soldiery, united the military 
with society in unique ways. New Englanders had created their military 
as they had their churches, towns, and other critical institutions, basing 
its structure and mechanism on their core values and beliefs. Thus, an ex-
amination of how this colonial society fought its wars—and who they se-
lected to fight them—is foremost an examination of the society itself. This 
particular historical examination is thus driven by three core questions. 
 First, how did Massachusetts Bay go about choosing which men would 
actually fight the war? This question requires an in-depth analysis of not 
only the military institutions of the colony, but also how those institutions 
actually functioned. How did the militia companies and militia commit-
tees operate in the towns? Was it the same in the large towns as it was 
in the small ones? How were the men recruited—did they volunteer or 
were they impressed? How did impressment work? Who chose the men? 
Who made them go? Were substitutions allowed? Did the system work as 
planned or were adjustments needed mid-war to ensure that the colony 
could put enough men in the field? All of these questions are crucial to 
understanding the way that Massachusetts readied itself to fight.
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 The second core question centers on the soldiers. Massachusetts im-
pressed the vast majority of men who fought for the colony in King Phil-
ip’s War. Who did the militia committees impress and why were they cho-
sen and not their neighbors? How old were they? What did they do for a 
living? What were their roles in their communities? Were there any com-
monalities or was each unique? The answers to these questions and many 
more follow in a detailed analysis of not only the men themselves, but also 
their birth families, their communities, and the individual members of 
each town’s committee of militia, the men who made the decisions about 
each soldier’s fate. Only with a total immersion in the society and the cul-
ture of each town can we understand how and why society elected these 
particular men to fight and not their brothers, neighbors, or friends.
 The third question is the most essential of all. By examining the militia 
system of the colony, its impressment system and leaders, and their choice 
of individual men for soldiers, what can we learn about the society of 
colonial New England itself? Why, for example, was it so important that 
the men were selected for impressment in their local communities? Did 
specific community values drive impressment decisions? Did the military 
recruitment system change during the war? Finally, was the system of war 
making in New England transformed after the war and if so, why? 

Of course, other historians have studied the militia system of New Eng-
land. Institutional studies of the militia were once common, as were sur-
veys of the battle exploits of colonial militias and militiamen. Fewer stud-
ies exist, however, that place at the center of their analysis an examination 
of the interaction between war and society. On the issues of recruitment 
and the identity of soldiers in the early colonial period, very little work 
has been done and almost all of it by traditional military historians. The 
works that examine methods of recruitment rely more on impressions 
from the records and anecdotal evidence than from any systematic survey 
of muster lists or the men’s backgrounds. This is true of the first mod-
ern historian to look at the topic, Douglas Edward Leech. Leech wrote 
extensively on the early history of the New England militia and also au-
thored Flintlock and Tomahawk in 1958, still considered by many to be 
the standard narrative history of King Philip’s War. In his work, Leech 
described the colonial recruitment system as highly disorganized and lo-
cally controlled, relying on volunteers to fill the ranks and only turning to 
conscription when necessary; he never mentioned the all-important com-
mittees of militia.5 In a later work, Leech commented that the recruitment 
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system in New England was “so haphazard as to suggest that the weighty 
responsibility of sending a man out to risk his life for the community was 
taken rather lightly.”6 This view came to represent the conventional wis-
dom on the subject. It is not surprising, given the sheer amount of data 
and work involved, that most historians would accept Leech’s common-
sense assessment of the colonial manpower system when their own stud-
ies did not deal specifically with recruitment. Thus, the badly flawed no-
tion of an unsystematic and volunteer-based conscription method in the 
colonial era still exists in numerous studies that touch on King Philip’s 
War or the history of the early militia.7 
 Another major focus of inquiry for war and society scholars is the 
identity and character of soldiers. Unfortunately for students of colonial 
America, there has been very little social history work done on the per-
sonal histories and nature of the men who actually fought the earliest wars. 
There have been some preliminary studies, however, and even a few calls 
for more work to be done. The topic of soldiers, rather than movements 
of units and armies, was an early interest area of the founders of the more 
sociological study of war that at first was called the “new military history.” 
John Shy, in his seminal 1963 article “A New Look at the Colonial Militia,” 
turned his attention to the identity of early militiamen. In the article, Shy 
offered some early impressions about the social identity of early militia-
men. He argued that the militiamen who fought most of the colonies’ wars 
in the seventeenth century were representative of their society at large: 
“Whatever the process of selection[,] military organization and social 
structure seem[ed] as yet undifferentiated. In the beginning, of course, this 
is true quite literally: social and military organization were the same thing. 
When John Smith wrote of ‘soldiers,’ he meant only those inhabitants who 
at that moment had guns in their hands and who had been ordered to help 
Smith look out for danger.”8 But Shy also cautioned that his arguments only 
scratched the surface of the work to be done on the issue and acknowl-
edged that the “evidence gathered so far is not full nor does it admit of any 
quantitative conclusions.”9 For years, however, his preliminary view—that 
the colonial militia (even its fighting companies) was simply a cross sec-
tion of society—became the conventional wisdom on the issue.10 
 Richard Kohn, yet another “new military historian,” urged colleagues 
to undertake more of the historical legwork on this important topic. In 
a 1981 article entitled “The Social History of the American Soldier: A Re-
view and Prospectus for Research,” Kohn warned that historians needed 
to cast a suspicious eye on the old assumptions, especially the idea that 
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American soldiers “comprised a representative cross-section of the Amer-
ican population.”11 In order to find the truth, he laid out a plan:

First, historians must discover who served, who enlisted in a community 
and who did not, whom the draft caught and who escaped: their age, eth-
nic background, wealth, occupation, length of time in the community, 
and whatever additional information can be gathered or wrung indirectly 
out of the sources. Except for a few case studies, this basic spadework has 
never been done, and, until it is, any theories or generalizations about 
soldiers will not be persuasive. Further, understanding the true identity 
of the soldiers means grounding them in the communities and times in 
which they lived. . . . Historians must find all of this out.12 

Kohn pointed out that without this type of detailed but difficult inquiry, 
scholars would only know the stereotype of early America’s fighting men, 
not their true character. 
 Several historians heeded Kohn’s call, but they all examined soldiers in 
eighteenth-century America. Perhaps the best known of these studies is 
Fred Anderson’s A People’s Army: Massachusetts Soldiers and Society in the 
Seven Years War, published in 1984.13 Marking an important milestone in 
the history of war and society, Anderson scrutinized muster lists to dis-
cover the age, residence, birthplace, occupation, and condition of service 
of the Bay Colony’s eighteenth-century warriors, offering a detailed social 
portrait.14 Other historians investigated the militiamen and soldiers of the 
American Revolution, most notably Steven Rosswurm’s 1988 Arms, Coun-
try, and Class: The Philadelphia Militia and the “Lower Sort” during the 
American Revolution and Charles Neimeyer’s 1996 America Goes to War: 
A Social History of the Continental Army.15 Through the work of these and 
other fine historians, we now know much more about the identity of the 
men who fought in America’s late eighteenth-century wars and we un-
derstand better how their service represented the societal values of their 
time. No one before now, however, has systematically examined the iden-
tity of soldiers in the seventeenth century, the structure that selected them 
to fight (and left others safe at home), and the way in which those choices 
reflected early colonial values.

In this book, I first argue that a unique, locally controlled institution—the 
town committee of militia—impressed the seventeenth-century soldiers of 
Massachusetts Bay. While much of the Massachusetts militia system was 
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based on the English model, the committees of militia were a completely 
new invention, directly linked to the insistence of Puritan New England-
ers that they control, at the local level, the chief institutions of their lives.16 
Because the committees were housed in each community and both mili-
tary and civilian elites controlled them, they, and in particular their im-
pressment decisions, offer a rare glimpse into the fundamental values of 
each individual colonial community. Each man sent to war was selected 
for a reason and the grounds varied from town to town, as did the ra-
tionale for why certain men were allowed to stay safely at home. In other 
words, a close examination of the type of men that the town’s militia lead-
ership thought most expendable is also an excellent indicator of the type 
of men that the community valued. For example, Ipswich cherished or-
der and authority—it sent young troublemakers off to war and left young 
men who conformed to community principles at home. Marblehead and 
Topsfield chose town outsiders or men who lived on the fringes of town 
society to do their fighting, preserving from harm the sons of their own 
principal families. A few militia committees, specifically those in Row-
ley and Andover, pressed large numbers of men from families that were 
relatively new to the town. This left the sons of the town’s original found-
ing families safe. This case suggests that preferential treatment of original 
families, a pattern in New England’s religious and political life, was pres-
ent in military life as well. Most towns tried to protect themselves and 
their families by sending those men to war whom they could most af-
ford to lose. In doing so, they also protected the men vital to commu-
nal success. By examining each town committee’s particular standards of 
impressment, we see a mirror image of the values of their town, or at the 
very least those of the town elite. 
 While impressment choices were distinctive depending on the locality 
in which they were made, certain common characteristics among pressed 
men speak to colony-wide values and ideals. Most of the men sent to 
fight King Philip’s War were young and unmarried. It made sense to send 
soldiers who did not have a family to support, in case the men did not 
survive the war. Eldest sons, so vital to inheritance and the transmis-
sion of family economic stability, were normally spared from town lev-
ies. Farmers were generally underrepresented in the draft, despite their 
predominance in society, which is strong evidence of an acute concern 
on the part of militia committees over maintaining the colony’s food sup-
ply during wartime. Almost every town sent men with criminal pasts 
to fight rather than sending men who had never broken the law. Men 
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who questioned, or even worse, challenged authority were very likely to 
be sent to the front in an attempt to maintain the hierarchy so vital to 
New England society, while those men who followed the rules were less 
likely to be chosen. These wider societal factors highlight the dual role 
of impressment in New England: some decisions were aimed at actively 
ridding the towns of troublemakers while at other times the committees 
selected certain men simply to protect more essential men from the dan-
gers of the war. 
 Many of these societal values were under considerable discussion in 
the colony during the war, as ministers and even the colonial government 
debated the reason why God had brought war on New England. Much of 
the blame was laid at the feet of the rising second generation. When the 
General Court or prominent divines such as Increase Mather blamed the 
war on the actions of drunks and criminals and those who did not respect 
the clergy, the militia committees obviously listened. Not only did they try 
to curb such behavior in their towns, but in an attempt to atone they sent 
those guilty of such actions off to war. This not only rid the community 
of the sinner but also spared those who followed God’s law. At the same 
time, the committees placed those blamed for sin in a unique position—
they could actively repent and atone by fighting for their own and their 
society’s survival. 
 This study proves, despite a continuing belief to the contrary based on 
some early preliminary studies of military historians, that the men sent 
off to war in seventeenth-century New England were not a representa-
tional cross section of their communities. While the peacetime general 
militia operated under a universal military obligation (of every man from 
sixteen to sixty), such was not the case during wartime. The militia com-
mittees worked hard to protect their towns, families, and the entire soci-
ety by choosing the right men to send to war and the right men to keep 
at home. The active-duty, impressed companies of King Philip’s War were 
thus made up in large part of two types of men. First, the committees 
pressed men who were actively blamed for bringing about the very war 
that they had to fight. The second group was made up of men who were 
simply less vital to society and thus expendable. As the colony soon found 
out, however, such men, especially the troublemakers, often made poor 
soldiers. 
 King Philip’s War was a turning point in the history of war in New 
England. As such, it offers a perfect opportunity to inspect the changing 
nature of early American warfare. The war was the first and last conflict 
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fought in colonial New England with a mass impressed army, making it 
a crucial event in the history of the region. A study of the conflict also 
fosters an awareness of how early colonial military systems worked in 
general and how militia impressment worked in particular. This knowl-
edge is crucial in recognizing the changes that occurred in recruitment 
and the waging of war, both in the period of King Philip’s War itself and 
afterward.

The book follows both a thematic and a roughly chronological frame-
work, starting in England in the 1550s and ending with the aftermath of 
King Philip’s War in the 1680s. Chapter 1 offers an institutional history 
of the New England militia, starting with a short overview of its English 
precedents. A careful study of the English background to New England’s 
militia tradition is vital to a complete understanding of the colonial mili-
tia, much more so than has previously been understood. While it is clear 
that the militia of Massachusetts Bay was based on the system in Eng-
land, the question is which English militia served as inspiration. From the 
1550s to the 1630s, the English militia was in a state of nearly constant 
flux as queens Mary and Elizabeth, as well as King Charles I, all insti-
tuted military reforms. The Puritans who founded the Bible Common-
wealth constructed their military system in a very deliberate fashion, with 
specific goals in mind. Having been persecuted in large part by Charles 
I’s military machine before they left England, the Puritans of New Eng-
land hearkened back to the days of the Elizabethan militia for their model 
military system. This included a fascination with the Elizabethan system 
of impressment, which utilized locally minded lords lieutenant in each 
county. The first chapter continues by outlining the establishment of the 
Massachusetts militia and its history up to the time of King Philip’s War. 
Lastly, I examine the establishment of one of the most important institu-
tions within the new militia system. In 1652, Massachusetts Bay instituted 
its own locally based system of militia control and impressment: town 
committees of militia. The history of these militia committees, up to the 
time of King Philip’s War, is summarized in this chapter, demonstrating 
their significance to the colonial militia. 
 An overview of the changes made to Massachusetts’s militia amid King 
Philip’s War, including the establishment of strict new rules for war and 
the efforts of the colony to adapt to the complex military situation of the 
conflict, starts the second chapter. It continues with an examination of the 
committees of militia and their role in impressment. By the time of King 
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Philip’s War, the militia committees had amassed a tremendous amount 
of authority to oversee the militia in their towns. The most important of 
their powers was their sole responsibility to select soldiers in times of war. 
This chapter briefly traces the history of recruitment in Massachusetts 
Bay from the colony’s founding to 1675 and then focuses on the recruit-
ment role of the militia committees during the war. The fundamentals of 
impressment are explored, including details on how the system worked 
and the roles of the different individuals and institutions involved. Not 
everyone whom the committees chose to go to war was pleased by the 
choice; the issues of draft resistance and how the colony and the militia 
committees dealt with it are also examined. While the town militia com-
mittees pressed for service the vast majority of the men who fought King 
Philip’s War, a few men did volunteer to serve and a minuscule number 
of men possibly hired substitutes. Both of these alternatives are also ex-
plored in chapter 2. 
 The third chapter is the first of two detailed examinations into the prac-
tice of impressment in the towns of Essex County. Chapter 3 examines 
four of the county’s large or more prosperous towns. Ipswich, the largest 
town in the county, was economically diverse and socially stratified. It was 
also a community at war with itself, as the town elite had come to despise 
certain “undesirables” in their midst and began to harass them. Once the 
war started, the committee of militia, made up of these same elites, used 
impressment toward the same ends. In Rowley, a medium-sized town 
with a textile production background and a nasty religious controversy 
brewing, local concerns translated into very specific recruitment orders 
from the committee of militia. Topsfield, the smallest of these towns, was 
nonetheless a thriving agricultural community. Its recruitment record 
during the war was one of the most complex; it suggests that some men in 
the smaller towns were volunteering to fight, especially early in the war, 
while the committee filled the rest of its quota with town outcasts. Mar-
blehead, the last town examined in chapter 3, exhibited a different pat-
tern. After losing most of its early recruits in the disastrous Bloody Brook 
ambush, the town committee levied only men with no real connection 
to the community. It did not want to lose any more stable citizens to the 
conflict. Examining the impressment choices that the militia committees 
in these towns made not only offers a detailed look into the workings of 
the system in each community, but it also proves that in towns with large 
or growing populations, the militia committees had a vital advantage that 
small towns did not—an abundance of choice. 
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 Chapter 4 continues the in-depth look at local impressment, but with 
a crucial difference. It examines three of Essex County’s smaller or strug-
gling communities. Andover did not have a sizeable number of trouble-
makers to impress, unlike the larger towns of Salem and Ipswich. In many 
ways the model New England town, Andover recruited a number of men 
from the ranks of its leading families. Those impressed, however, came 
from a very specific group of allied elite families—and not the elite group 
in control of the militia committee. The examination of Manchester, the 
smallest town in the county, offers a unique insight into a community 
with a nonfunctioning militia structure and how it dealt with recruitment 
during the war. Manchester’s men were, in effect, pressed on orders of the 
nearby Beverly militia. The linkage of the militias of a small, struggling 
town with a larger neighboring town is an important facet of the working 
of the colonial militia and one never before examined. Lastly, the militia 
committee in Wenham, like the one in Andover, had few obvious choices 
of men to recruit. The few options offered to the militia committees in 
these small towns made for a fairly representative impressment pool. Thus 
in some cases the ideal, often touted in the historic literature, of a cross 
section of society defending the colony from danger actually occurred in 
some of these small towns. However, the number of men that such towns 
sent to fight, even collectively, was extremely small, especially in propor-
tion to all the men impressed in the county. Most men in the county were 
pressed for a specific reason—not just because they happened to be avail-
able at the right time, which was often the only criterion used in the small 
towns. 
 An exhaustive study of every man whom Essex County towns im-
pressed for service in an active-duty company is the heart of chapter 5. 
Looking at all 357 known soldiers as a group proves that the men pressed 
for service in King Philip’s War were not representative of the entire male 
population of the county. Despite the fact that recruitment in New Eng-
land was locally controlled and each community had its own criteria for 
impressment, certain common factors and traits existed. Looking first at 
factors such as age, birth-order, marriage, and family, a number of pat-
terns are explored. The men were relatively young and overwhelmingly 
unmarried. Most were not the vital first sons of their birth families. When 
looking at the man’s prewar participation in the religious or governmen-
tal lives of their communities, it is noteworthy that the greater part of 
pressed men played no such role. They were busy at work, but not the 
type of employment that one would assume. Relatively few of the pressed 
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men worked in agriculture, which is particularly surprising given the 
county’s largely agricultural economy. Militia committees needed to keep 
food production apace with the needs of a society at war, and they did so 
by limiting the number of farmers that they impressed. The last section of 
chapter 5 examines the soldiers in relation to possible damaging societal 
factors in their past. These incidents, which had come to the attention of 
the militia committees, made a difference in the minds of the committee 
members. Criminal acts, little or no connection to the community, low 
socioeconomic status, and other damaging factors contributed to these 
men being selected for impressment rather than their more upstanding 
neighbors. In other words, for the vast majority of men pressed, there was 
a reason that they marched off to war, be it their occupation, their marital 
status, or the type of men they were or were perceived to be. 
 The final chapter offers a narrative of the war that these men fought, 
with special attention paid not only to the campaigns of the “Essex com-
panies” but also to how the war touched the towns of Essex County. Some 
may find it strange to include a narrative of the war and its aftermath in 
what is essentially a study of military recruitment and societal values. 
While it is true that the book is not specifically about warfare and cam-
paigning, combat was ultimately what these men were being chosen or 
impressed to do. Chronicling the men’s service is thus important, if only 
to understand what happened to them once they had been selected. It is 
also important to note these soldiers’ active-duty experiences because the 
militia committees kept a close watch on the war news and sometimes ad-
justed their impressment decisions based on that knowledge, as Marble-
head’s committee did after the Bloody Brook ambush. The chapter ends 
with a look at how the men fared after the war, including a detailed con-
sideration of those killed and wounded, a brief sketch of what happened to 
the veterans who came home, and what effect the war had on their place 
in society, especially in regard to their ability to marry. The afterword of-
fers some final thoughts on the influence that these men had in the grand 
scheme of military manpower in the colonial era and how they, the last 
troops of a mass impressed army in colonial New England, helped bring 
about a complete alteration in the future conduct of New England’s wars.


