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Ag we glance agalin at the Maypole, & golitary sunbean
is Tading from the summit, and leaves only a faint,
golden tinge blended with the hues of the rainbow
banner. Even that dim 1light is now withdrawn, re-
linguishing the whole domain of Merry Mount to the ev-
ening gloom, which has rushed so instantaneously from
the black surrounding woods. But some of these black
shadows have rushed forth in human shape.
Yes, with the setting sun, the last day of mirth
--had passed from Merry Mount. --Nathaniel Hawthorne

Objectivity is that shining star toward which every asg-
plring historian must reach, or so he is advised by the powers
that bee. Be that as it may, it is also the goal which ig
seldom--probably never--asttained. One glaring example of sub-
Jective reporting is the treatment by historians of Thomas
Horton, onetime master of Merrymount and opponent of both the
Pilgrim colony at ¥lymouth and the Massachusetts Bay Colohy
between the years 1625 and 1646.

Writers dealing with the subject, who were perhaps un-
willing to tread upon the toes of the revered Puriten and pil-
grim "Fathers," have plcked up catch phrases of Governor
William Bradfofd, who called Morton "Lord of Misrule,"l and
colned similar descriptions of their own. Charleg Francis

Adams called Merrymount a nest of "unclean birde,"? Janmes

LWillien Bradford, Of Plymouth Flantetion, ed. by
Semuel Eliot Horison (New York: Random House Inc., 1952),
pl 205.

QCharles Francis Adanms, Three Episodes of Massachu-
setts History (Boston: Houghton, Nifflin and Company, 1802),
De 157 «




Phinney Baxter called Morton a "vile fellow,"> and the Dic=

tlonary of Netlonal Bilography begins its description of him

with words such as "evil reputation" and "nest of pirates.“4
Those who have dealt kindly with Morton have inverisbly had
thelir own ax to grind againsf the religioug settlements of
early New England or have portrayed him as a gallant adven—ﬁww
turer in order to entertain. Consegquently, writers dealing
with MHorton lost their objectivity. The Metropolltan Opera's
portrayal of Horton as a royalist hero evoked hot response

Tfrom the Soclety of Mayflower Descendents.” Henry Beston

chese him as one of the subjects of his Book Of Gallent Vaga~

Qgggg,G and Nathanliel Hawthorne idealized Merrymount with a
short story "The Maypole of Merry Mount,"? from which came
the opening quote of this paper. None of those who depicted
Morton favorably had in mind any intention of clearing the

name of Thomas Morton; on the contrary, they accepted Brad-

JJanes Fhinney Baxter, "Memolr of Sir Ferdinando
Gorges," Sir Ferdinando Gorges (Boston: John Wilson and Sons,
1890) s De 172

4

Dictionary of National Biogravhy, ed. by Sidney Lee,
XXXIX (New York: Mackillan and Co., 189%4), 158.

5Francis R. Stoddard, The Truth About the Filgrimsa

(New York: Soclety of Mayflower Descendents in the state of
New York, 1952), pe 28

6Henry Beston, The Book of Gallant Vagabonds (New
York: George H. Doran Co., 1525).

TNathaniel Hawthorne, "The Maypole of Merry Mount,"
The Complete Short Storlieg of Nathaniel Hawthorne (Garden
City, iew York: Doubleday & Company Inc., 1959), pps. 40=47.




ford's word as gospel and wroLc of Morton in the same way a
modefn writer portrays the here in a novel about the Mafia.

Other than Morton's own extant writings (New English

Cansan, and one letter), nearly all other primary sources of
information about Morton came down to us in accounts by the
Pillgrinsg and Furitans; therefore there is no disinterested
party upon whom we can rely. Traditionally, the histories of
wars have shown the victor as the virtuous party who was
merely defending himself or was grlevously injured. How can
one assume the victor's account is necessarily the correct
story unless one is néive enough to believe that old saw
about good always triumphing over evil%y

'Heretofore, discussions of Morton have usuzlly been asg
an aslde from the glorious development of the fathers of New
England at rlymouth and Massachusetts Bay; my tack will be to
focus upon Morton and desl with the two Puritan settlements
as an aslide._ Obviously, those settlements which survived zre
of infinitely more importance than Morton's, which disappeared|
but perhaps a fresh approach can circumveﬁt blas, or. at 1eas€
present an opposing point of view. It is my purpose to show
that Horton was not totally the criminel deviant described by
S0 manye

If this thesis holds, what then did the venerasble fathers
have to gain by so maligning a seemingly ineconsequential fig-
ure? Was 1t, as they clalmed, simsly moral indignation at

hig practice of raising and frolicking asbout a Maypole which




the rilgrims considered a sin agalnst God? Was 11 defense
against the danger of the Indlans to whom Morton sgold arms

and taught their use? Was it posslbly fear that lorton, as a
spy for the Council for New England {or even Archbishop Laud),
threatened the colonies' autonomous existence? Or was it the
possibility that Morton might have geined a strong enough
foothold and sufficient imﬁigrants to establish a rival bolony
which might have placed greater restraints upon the dissenters
than they had experienced in the homelands from which they had
fledy What about the obvious possibility of economic competi-
tion which was already developingz These are important ques-
tions in this particular controversy, but they are really no
different than those which are pregent during every phase of
human. exigstence. The answerse to these specific questlons may
reveal & much different character in Thomas HMorton and a

fuller understanding of the motivations of the Puritan found-

ers of New England.

In the summer of 1625, this future neighbor of the P1l--
grimg landed wlth the expedition of one Captalin Wollagton at
Wegsagussetl, & clearing south of present day Boston. Thomag
Morton, whom Governor Bradford of PFlymouth described as
"glighted by the meanest servant)' had been a lawyer and gome-

thing of an Elizabothan poet.8 Shortly after his wife died,

8According to Henry Beston (Beston, Vagabonds,
pp. 139-145) lorton gallantly protected the property rights of




Mort.n. came to America, presumsbly to begin a new life.9
wOllastén set up & suall base on & low hill which he
dubbed Mount Wollaston, and, leaving a Lieutenant Fitcher in

10

charge, departed for Virginia with some of his men. Morton,

who remained with Fitcher, quickly became leader. Bradford

wrote that Morton, "having more craft than honesty,"1l talked—

the other men into mutiny and becane,

Lord of HMisrule, and maintained a School of Atheiam

« « « set up a maypole, drinking and dancing about it
many days together, inviting the Indian women for their
consorts, dancing and frigking together like so many
fairies or furies, rather and worse prectices.Le

Morton changed the name of the place to Maré Mount and
established his post as a favorite stop for both trading

vessels and Indians, pfoviding the former wlth a good time

a widow, who had four young children and was pregnant, from
the encroachment of a brutal older son (who was so mean that
he had once been summoned into court for throwing a neighbor'sg
wife out of her pew during church service). Horton's defense
was so successful that he promptly married the widow; where-
upon she died, and he and his hunting dog disappeared to Anmer-
lca. As to his prowess as a poet, Charles Francis Adams, Jr.
(Thomas Horton, New English Casnaan, ed. by Charles Francls
Adams, Jr. {Boston: the srince Society, 1883], p. 290n) glved
him the tribute: " . . . the verses in the Hew Canaan are not
only more cleanly, but in other respects superlor o those
found in. {Ben] Jonson's work."

9Beston, The ﬁook of Gallant Vagabonds, ppe 1l42-145.

lOWollaston took some of hls indentured servants to
Virginia and intended to return, but there is no evidence that
he ever returned (Bradford, Plymouth,p. 205)}.

Llpradford, Tlymouth, p. 205.

12graafora, Zlymouth, p. 205.




and good drink and the latter with firearms. The Pilgrims be-
came Iincensed with his misconduct and petitioned the other
settlements in the Hew England area for aid in dealing with
him, aid which seems to have been fregly given. At first the
coalition sent Horton a letter asking him to stop selling guns
to the Indians, to which he replied that the ban on selling
guns was a Royal proclamation and was therefore not binding,
and further, the king who had nmade 1t was dead so it was no
longer in force. This show of arrogance stimulated the pPil-
grims to action. Captain Standish, sent to arrest Morton,
accomplished his task without bloodshed, and the vagabond wes
sent to England in 1628 for trial.l3

In less than a year, Morton returned and was lodged in
the house of Isaac Allerton in Plymouth for a time prior to
his return to Maré Mount (corrupted to Merrymount by this
time), much to the chagrin of the Filgrims. Soon afterward in
1630 he was agaln taken into custody and deported, this time
by the newly established Massachusetts Bay Colony which now
had jurisdiction over the Merrymount area. Although Morton
spent & short time in Exeter jail, he was soon freed and
spent the remaining years of his life dedicated to the over-
throw of the two New England colonies. His first attempt was
a 1632 petition, submitted in conjunction with Sir Christopher

Gardiner and Phillip Radcliff, to the King's Chamber against

13Bredford, lymouth, pp. 205-210.




Maggsachusettls Bay.ll[L

vhen thec failed he was appointed, in
1635, solicitor for the Council For New England to prosecute
the repeal of the Massachusetts Bay Charter.t> Although the

Wrlit of Cuo VWarranto was successful, that too was defeated

ultimately by the stubborn Puritansg who simply waited it out.

4 In- 1637 Morton published his New English Cansan in a final

effort to ralse sympathy for his cause. When he was finally
convinced that hisg effofts were fruitless, Morton returned to
New England in 1643 where he was punished with a year in a
Boston jail for having made his complaints and written the
Ganaan.16

Morton's version.of his relations with the Pilgrims was,
undefstandaély, gquite different from that of Bradford. Morton
says of the people he found in New England: "I found two sorts
of people, the one Christians the other Infidels; these [fhe
Indiané] I found most full of humanity, and the more friendly
than the other. « « « "7 His nmotive for setting up the may-
pole was to provide a touch of home to those who had been

awey for so long, but it was a " . . . lamentsble spectacle to

14Adéms;-BEisddes, pe 277«

15tRecords of the Council For New England," American
Antiquarian Society, Froceedings, 1866-1868 (Cambridge, Mass.:
John Wilson and Sons, 1868), pe. L38.

16Adams, Evisodes, ppe 345-350.

174orton, Gansan, p. 123.




the precise separatists," ‘whom, he says, persecuted him from
then on.18 The Pilgrims, according to Morton, envied the pros+
perity of Merrymount, and they waged a deliberate campaign to
persuade the other inhabitants in the bay that he wag a "“mon-

ster."l9 When Standish and his men came for him, Morton was

visiting at the nearby settlement of Wessagusset, and when
they had ceptured him they'were 80 overjoyed that their sub-
gequent celebration with food and drink put them to sleep and
allowed thelr captive to escape. The "Lord of HMisrule" made
hils way at night some eight miles to Merrymount where he pre-
pared himself éné his men for another assault by "Captain
shrimpe."2C When the showdown came, Morton gave up wlthout a
fightgl upon the agreement that no harm would come to his per-
son or hils possessions. After his captive was safely in cus-
tody, Standish proceeded to break his word, looted Merrymount
and, upon his return to Flymouth, agitated strongly for the
death penalty for Morton.22

What actually happened probably lies somewhere between.

~

the two accounts, and most historiansg would agree that it is

18Morton, Canazan, ppe. 278=280.

19Morton, Canasn, p. 282.

EOMorton's name for Standish (Canaan, p. 286).

21Mortonnsays Standish and his men "ceme into danger
like a flock of wild geese," and that he surrendered so that
the Flymouth men would not hurt themselves. (Canazn, p. 286).

224orton, Canasn, ope 286-296.




closer to the one presented by the Pllgrims. However, it
seems difficult to imagine that Morton would fabricaie an en-
tire book out of carefully constructed lies. His eplstle to
the reader, of which an excerpt appears below, reveals & man

genulnely concerned about the fate of New England.

I present to the publike view an abstract of Naw
England . « « divers persons « « « out of respect to
their private ends, have laboured to keep both the
practice of the people there, and the rezll worth of
thet eminent country concealed from the publike know--
ledge « « » yet 1f it |The Canaan| be well accepted,

I shall estegg my selfe suffliciently rewardded for ny
undertaking.

Let us now turn our attention to a re—examination of the
evidence which almost universsally condemned Thomas Morton to
villainy. First of all, the charge that from 1625 to 1628 he
was selling guns and teaching their use to the Indians is
probably true. Nowhere dild he deny it, and had Morton not
been guilty he undoubtedly would have protested as vigorously
as he did ag;inst the charge that he sold liquor to the In-
diens. That Morton was in.violation of King James' Proclama=
tion of 1622 he was clearly aware, but he argued that since
that king had died the proclamation was no longer‘valid.z4 AY
least one historian hag agreed with him. According to Charles

Francis Adams, British historian David Hume asserted that the

23Morton, Canasn, p. 110.

EAAdams, Epigsodes, p. 195.
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king's proclamations died witlk him but discounts that testi- .
mony by observing one Lord Campbell's inability to find that
distinction.2? At any rate, Morton—felt he was doing no
wrong; he was simply a good businessman, exchanging the artl-
cle which could be traded for the greatest return in furs.
_The ?ilgrims and other settlers in the vicinity may have
been justifiably fearful that armed Indians constituted a
denger, but as Morton poilnted out, it would seem that a small
settlement like his would be in the most danger, and he wasn't

worried.26

Anyway, the successful elimination of HMorton would
not have dried up the arms supply. Traders and fishermen had
been selling them for years at Sowems, Narragansett and many

other places.2l As Bradford wrote in a letter to Sir Ferdi-

nando Gorges, the active member of the Council for New Eng=-

R [ﬁe arq} expecting daily to be overrun and

land,
spoiled by the savages who are already abundantly furnished
with pieces, powder, and shot .28

However seriously the colonists considered Morton's

crime, the authorities in England exhibited less concern.

Gorges reflected this view, for although he considered the

25 pdams, Episodes, p. 202.
25Morton, Cansan, pe. 256,

2T assachusetts Historical Society, Proceedinzs, ITI
(2nd ser.; Boston: Munroe and Frencis, 1810), p. 64.

28yags. Hist. Soc., Procecdings, III (2nd. ser.),

e 62.
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sale of guns to the Indians a heinous offense and had the
p;wer to have Morton prosecuted in Star Chamber, he seems to
have let lMorton off with no more than a scolding.29 Bradford
gald Morton escaped from his guard, Jphn Oldham, when they
reached England, but Charles Francis Adams says that Oldham
met with Gorges and delivered the letter condemning Morton; 50
there can be no doubt that Morton's status was known. The
fact that Morton returned to New England with Flymouth's agent
Isaac Allerton’CO =zdds to the doubt that Morton could have
nlssed notice by Gorges. 4dams speculated that Morton pre-
sented himself as a persecuted Anglican to gain Gorges' good
graces, and that it was possible that Morton, acting as an
arbilter between Gorges and Allerton, enszbled the latter to
secure a Kennebec patent for Plymouth.3l His subsequent em-
ployment as Allerton's scribe would seem to bear this out.

‘The cause for Mbrton’s being expelled in 1630 by the
Massachusetts Bay Colony was clearly not the sale of guns to
the Indians. Although The "Company's First Generazl Letter of
Instruction to [éoverno{] John Endicott and his Council® in
1628 states:

For such of our nation as sell munitions guns or other
furniture, to arm the Indians against us, or teach

29 sdems, Episodes, p. 221.

Opradford, Plymouth, p. 216.

3ladams, Episodes, ppe 222-224.
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them the use of arms, we would have you‘apprehend them
and send them prisoner for Englend, where they will
not escepe severe vpunishment,.belng expressly against
the proclamation.J2

the charges brought did not include that violation,2? there-

fore it seems that, for whatever the reason, Morton had

stopped treding in guns by 1030.

Merrymount and Morton have been labeled iumoral by the
two religious colonies and subsequently by those who wrote
about them. A classic description of him would be of a satyr
gamboling on May Day with red lasses, shootlng hail‘shot at
Indlan husbands who didn't move fast enough to suit him, and
when'he had a free momenﬂ from his revels, roaming the coun-
tryside searching for new recruits for his settlement. Thesge
recruits, it was feared, would be the servants of other set-
tlers. As Bradford wrote, " ; . « they saw they could keep
no servants, -for Morton would entertain: any, how vile soever.
.« o "3* 1t would seem interesting to note at this point
that when Morton took over Mount Wollaston there were aix

men with him,35 and three yesrs later when Standlsh captured

32p1lexander Young, Chronicles of the First Planters of
the Colony of Massachusetts Bay (Boston: Charles C. Little
and Johes Brown, lo46), pe 156. :

33Adams, Eaisodes, pe 246.

ot el

34Bradford, 2lymouth, p. 208.

35adams, Eplsodes, pe 194.
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him that number had probably not grown by more than two.2>0
Algo, Morton was nowhere formslly charged with harboring fugl-
tive servants, even though the legality of prosecutlons
against runaway apﬁrentic&s and those who aided them was cer-
tainly well established.

"~ Morton wag from the West Counties of England and, while
the easterners came to America to find an outlet for repregssed
religious liberties, the westerners are sald to héve come to
continue the 1life of "Merrie 0ld England."?7 Except in Puri-
tan cirecles, drunkeness in England was looked upon as hardly
worse than an amiable weakness, and even Adanms, who agreed
that Morton was a scoundrel, says:

The maypolé] eplsode now breaks in upon the leaden

gloom of the early New England annals like = gingle

fitful gleam of sickly sunlight, giving the chill

;uirounaingsha‘tranf%enghglgg of warmth, of cheer-

ulness, of human sympathy.

Several authors have asserted that Morton, while at odds
with the Pilgrims, was the most popular Englishman with the N
Indians. Bradford's followers have not been shown to have

dealt unfairly with the natives, with the possible exception

3Clorton says there were still only seven. (Morton,
Canaan, ps 295) .«

37Charlés Edward Banksg, The Planters of the Common=-
wealth (Boston: The Riverside Fress, 1930), De 1.

38Adams, Episodes, pe 179
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of the alleged . massacre of a group of them at Wessagusset.s?
To the separatists, however, Indians were not of the elect in
the Calvinist tradition; therefore the Filgrims were reluc-
tant to mingle with them except for trade purposes. Horton
on the other hand included them in his revels, hunted with
them and generslly treated them with respect .40

The charge that Morton flouted morality and the law, it
would seem, could be reversed and directed against the Pil-
grimse. It was they who pointedly and declsively broke with
the established church of England. It was, overtly at least,
for precisely that reason that their English sponsors aban- |
doned the colony in 1623 and agreed to reunite only if the
Pilgrims renounced separatism and allowed them sn equal voice
in government.4l

Meny non-separatlist settlers in the colony found Filgrinm

leadership oppressive. John Lyford, who was sent to Flymouth

39An.early gsettlement established by Thomas Weston,
which had Tallen to thievery to get food, so enraged the ,
Indians that the Englishmen had to seek the protection of the
Pilgrims. Standish and some of Weston's men lured several of
the Indlians into & room, murdered th2m, and disnatched szeveral
others as thney tried to escape. This show of force effec-
tively paclfied the Indians and disbanded Vessagussete. (Mor-
ton, Canaan, vp. 250=254 and John Gorham FPalfrey, History of
New)England Lﬁoston: Little, Brown and Co., 1858] s Ly 200
203) .

4043ams, Eplsodes, pe 175.

41&eorge D. Langdon, 2illgrim Colony, A History of New
Plymouth (New Haven, Conn.: Yzle Univ. rress, 1966), D 27.
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to be the pastor, was accused of "plotting against them, and
lldisturbing thelr peace, both in. respect to their civil and
church state."#2 Because he was refused ordination at Pily-
mouth, Lyford set ﬁp his own church to which he attempted to
draw converts. To produce evidence which would justify ban-
||tshing him, Governor Eradford intercepted and read some let-
ters written to the Adventurers.43 Adams claimed that Ly-
Tord's charge that Bradford discriminated against non-
sepaéatists i1s nonsense, and that is probebly correct. How=-
ever, the Governor's condemnations do not seem to be consisg-
tent. Because Johﬁ Oldhem sided with Lyford, he was punished
with benlshment end Horton says, " . . . compelled in scorne
to pésse along betweene and receive a bob on the bumme be
every Musketier."#* Byt only a few years later Oldham was
sufficlently reinstated to be entrusted to convey HMorton to
Ingland for punishment. When he failed to get Morton punished
and began competing with Elyﬁouth for patents, Oldham again
fell from favor, only to reappear as head of the Hassachusetﬁs
Bay expedition up the Connecticut River. In. snother case one

ship captain Thomas Cromwell and his crew were deservedly

42John Ae. Goodwlin, The Zilgrim Reoublic (Boston:
Houghton and Mifflin Co., 1020), p. 31B.

43Palfrey, History, I, 219.
44Morton, Canszn, p. 264.
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called louts and pirates by Governor Bradford, but whewn they
stopped at ¥lymouth they were welcomed because they had aboard
much needed supplias.45 Cromwell was also welcome in. Massa-
chusetts Bay where‘tbe name Thomas Morton had become synony-
mous with outlaw and murderer; It seems no metter how un-
savory the company, the two colonies would welcome those who-
could do them a servicee.

One of the first acts of Governor John Endicott upon
arriving in America in 1629 was to merch to Merrymount, how
down the scandalous leypole, change the name of the place to
Mt. Dagon,46 and rebuke those who were still there for their

47

profaneness. Endicott must have had advance knowledge of
the antics of Morton and was probably disaprointed that he
had missed the opvortunity to admonish Morton personally.
¥orton had been deported by flymouth just prior to Endicott's
arrival.

When Morton returned to New England in 1630, he was im-
mediately in trouble with the Massachusetts Bay authorities.

He refused to sign articles which acknowledged the authority‘

of the company to decide in all cases ecclesigstical and po-

45predford, rlymouth, pe 345.

46pagon.wes the sea god of the Phillistines during
whose geast Semson pulled down the temple (Morton, Canasan,
Pe 3212 °

4TBradford, Plymouth, p. 206.
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litical, according to the word of God found in scriptures.48
This ilncident has Dbeen pointed to as proof of the immorality
of Morton; after 211, who but an atheist would refuse to fol-
low God's law? However, it was not God whom Morton feared;
it was the Eufitans. He declared that he wes willing to sign
1T but one short clause were added; "So as nothing be done |
contrary to the lows of Englaend."™ Who but a rebel would re-
fuse to enter such a clause?

Endicott brought with him to America, according to Adams,
a warrant for Morton's arrest for murder.250 If that were
true, then why was there any sttempt to have Morton sign an
agreement at allz It was subsequently well established that
the government of ithe colony was ruthless in dealing with of-
fenders, and i1t seems they would have deported Morton immedis-—
tely to stand triel in England. This point is exemplified by
a letter from John Winthrop, who arrived in June 1630 and re-
lieved Endicott as Governor of Masgsachusetts Bay, to Lord
Chief Justice of England. The letter explained the deporta-
tion.of one Robert Wright in Harch 1631 as being based upon

nothing more than "intelligence" that he had " . . . fled out

“Bsaams, Evisodes,; p. 225.

49ﬂdams, Enisodes, De 225.

204dams, Eplsodess p. 245.
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of England for Treason. . . » "2l 1In June thai seme y-ar
rhillip Radcliff had his ears loPped off for gspeaking out
against the government and the church.22 But when Morton was
brought to trial, it was for trivial trumped up charges which
included the theft of & canoe and shooting at an Indian, but
no mention.of murder .22 The First Court of Assistants at |
Charlestown, according to historian James Hosmer, was a vigor-
cus and impartial disciplinerian. It is true that others had
been deported for seemingly nlnor offences,54 but the punish-
ment meted out to Morton was exceptionally severe for hils
alleged crimes. His feet were put in bilboes, his hands
bound, his house with all belongings burned, and he was de=-
ported. The burning was postponed to coincide with his de-
parture so that he would be forced to watch as a final re-
minder.’2 The first ship sailing for England refused to take
Morton. aboard; one can only speculate as to the reason.56

What then of the murder charge? The only reference that

5lyinthron rapers (Boston: The Massachusetts Historical
Soclety, 1931), 11, 15.

52Masséchusetts Historical Society, Collections, VIII
(3rd ser. Boston: Charles C. Little and James brown. 1843),

pc 323-
53adams, Episodes, pe 246.
54Winthrop‘s Journal, History of New England ed. by

James Kendall Hosmer (NeWw York: Charles Scribner's Sons,
1908) s Do 522-

55Ioung, Chronicles of Masgss., ps 322.

56Winthrop's Journal, pes 53.
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it was stronger than susplclon was contained in a letter
written by Thomes Wiggins to & Master Downing in which he
states that he has been informed by a "Moreton's wife's son
and others that Moreton" fled such a cherge.2! All others
are simply speculations ranging from rumors to statements
that Morton was tried and acquitted.®® One item of interest |
appears in the writings of Governor Winthrop prior to his
coﬁing to America. 4An entry in his notebook of cases before
the courts of wards and liveries from 1623-1629 cites an
accusation of murder against a Thomas Moreton from "Swallow-
field in Com." The victim wes Thomas Wigge, and a man named
Edwards, apperantly lMoreton's accomplice, served a term in
prison for the crime. No mention is made of Moreton's guilt
or punishment.®? It seems difficult to believe that Winthrop,
who had become governor prior to Horton's September 30, 1630
trial, would fTail to draw the connection if he were the sane
Merrynount Herton. If he were, Morton must have in fact been
acquitted of murder before coming to America. Anothor ex-
planation may be that of mistaken identity; Thomas Horton was
a common English name. One Thomas Morton lived as close as

Plymouth Colony and another was a famous English churchman .60

5TMass. Hist. Soc. Collections, VIII (3d ser.), 323.
58Go0awin, Republic, p. 321. |

59yinthrop rapers, II, 44.

605, §. B., XXXIX, 159.
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It is possible that the Moreton referred to in Winthrop's log
is the sole source for the murder accusation against Morton of
Herrymount. Winthrop surely would recognize the man he had
seen in court only flve yezars before, but he had not yoelt seen
the Morton in New England. He had only the name. Perhaps he
had a strong suspicion that this was the murderer and had
applied for the warrant which came with Endicott on that
grdﬁnd. It mey have been that Moreton was a fugitive from
Justice; In that case Winthrop would have been obligated to
apprehend him.

The suspicion that Morton was a spy or agent for Ferdi-
nando Gorges was a well founded Puritan mistrust. They had
seen Horton recelve scarcely more than a reprimend from Gorges
when he was deported for selling guns and had noted his quick
return to New England. By this time the antagonism between
Hassachusetts Bay and Gorges had stiffened over patent dis-
putes, and the ruritens were growing wary. That suspicion was
strengthened when Horton had served his short term in Jeil in
England and Joined with Gardiner and Radcliff in the petitionk

against the colony in 1632. Until early 1634 when Morton was

retained to prosecute the writ of Guo Werranto, Gorges re-
rained separate from him, at least openly. Gorges' biographer
quotes him as saying prior to that time, seemingly'in support
of Massachusetts Bay, " « . « doubtless had not the patience
and wisdom of Mr. Winthrop, Mr. Humphreys, Mr. Dudley, and

others their assistants, been the greater much mischief would
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have suddenly overwhelmed ther."61  About the charges in the
1632 petition Gorges wrote, "Many turbulent splrits had crowd-
ed into the settlements and their violent words and imprudent
acts furnished Morton and Gardiner with weapons with which fo
attack the whole colony.“62 Yet in 1634 Gorges threw a tre-
{lmendous effort into the successful attempt to have the Massa-

chusetts charter repealed.

Although some antaogonism toward Morton certeinly must
have been stinulated by the aforementioned factors, probably
the single deepest hurt which he dealt to the two religious
colonies was in the pocketbook. New England, ever a hostile
region. to farmers, yielded her abundance grudgingly, therefore
the income of the colonles was almost entirely based upon the
fur of beaver and other animals. Drawing on examples of
French fur profit and Jamestown's difficult initial vperiod, it
was decided that the only way to meet the colonj's obligationg
was through %fiendly relations with the Indians and the fur
trade.

The other income possibilities-Tishing and agriculture-
were soon abandoned. By this time fighing fleets from Europe
were well established off the Newfoundland banks, and the 711+
grims discovered they couldn?t compete favorably with them.

Not only were they inexperieﬁced Tishermen, but also the cost

GlBaxteP, Gorges, p. 160.

623axter, Gorges, pe 159,
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of shipping from the fishing grounds to Flymouth and then to
Europe would have been nmuch greater than the costs incurred by
European based fishermen.0? As for agriculture, even with the
nunbers of cleared Tields available to the Iilgrims because of

the decimated Indlan population (there had been a plague which

landing), it would have been years before a surplus could be
established in order to realize & proflt. Even then they
would have had a difficult time because of the short growing
geason and the poor land.

Besgides their financial obligation to the English Adven-
turers, the rilgrims were dependent upon the Council for New
England from whom they held their patent. It " . . . did not
gsecure them from the intrusion of others."®% Frospective
settlers were Ifreely granted licenses for fishing, hunting
and trading by the Council, which put Flymouth Colony in the
position of having intense competition from the beginning.
Because of the vague nature of the Flymouth Colony patent and
the dimlnutive size of their jurisdiction, the Filgrims coulé'
not directly eliminate the competition. However, had they not
acted, tne competition could have become a threat to their

survival.

63Francis X. Maloney The Fur Trade in New England,
1620-1676 (Hemden, Conn.: Archon Books, 1G6()s De 19

O%Rs1oh Mey, Early fortsmouth History (Boston: G. E.
Goodspeed, 1926), pe 56«

had killed a grealt number immediately prior to the Pilgrim ——-
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Morton's trading post was prcbably the most serious of
the threats. He hed immedistely achieved good relations with
both the Indians and the sailors on trading vessels which fre-
quented the New England coast by his reputation as & congenial
host with reasonable rates in trade. He sold beaver skins st
ten shillings a pound; whereas Governor Bradford said, "I doe
not remember any under 14 shillingsj MO5 Thig disparity of
prices alarmed Morton's neighbors. Not only did he undersell
them, but % + « » hisipeople by their reckless way of dealing,
demoralized trade. The savages were getting a more correct
idea of the value of their wares."9® fven worse, the New
Englend fleet, wﬁich numbered abéut fifty vessels, became re-
luctant to deal with the Pilgrims.

Horton not only worried the Pilgrims in southern New
England, but, before 2lymouth established a permanent trading
station at the Xennebec in 1628, he had already established
an efficient-operation there, and the rilgrims found it 4iffi-

cult to compote with him.67

Thomas Morton wasn't the only one who felt the wrath of
the Pilgrims. The magiétrates regarded “particulars," people

who came to Zlymouth at their own expense, like Roger Conant

65Morton, Cenaan, p. 205n.
66sdeme, Episodes, p. 197.

6Tp. N. 3., xxx1X, 159.
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as dangerous potential rivals “n the fur trade and were an-
xlous to maintaln control over them. 4is long as these self-
finenced individuals stayed at Plymouth, they were Torced %o
silgn an agreement that they would not enter into trade. Manj,
however, like Conant, chaffed under these rules and were asg
Jlanxious to be rid of them as the Fllgrims were to maintain
control. Although he thought "some of the Pilgrims were
thievish,"®8 Conant agreed to abide by the law. In 1625,
efter he had lived in 2Plymouth for a few months, Conant was
invited by the Dorchestsr Company to take over rule of their
settlement of about fifty people which was floundering at
GapelAnn, and he began to turn it toward profit.69 Zlymouth
seems to have gotten along well with them until an sbandoned
fishing stage belonging to Flymouth was appropriated by a
captain. agsoclated with the Cape Ann settlement. The incident
triggered a clash in which Captain Miles Standish defended
rllgrim interests. The matter was settled by Conant's build-
ing a new stage for the Pilgrinms. Subsequently, Plymouth
transferred her fishing hase to the Maine coast.(C gtill
alarmed by the competition of Conant's settlement, ¥lymouth

invoked rights of a patent obtained for them from the Council

68011fford K. Shipton, Rozer Conant (Cambridge, Massg.:
Harverd Univ. Zress, 1944), D+ 34,

69shipton, Conant, pp. 34-52.

7UShipton, Conant, p. 53.
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for New England by William. Plerce in 1622 and claimed the land
at Cape Ann. on which the settlement was located. The ousted
seltlers moved to Neumkeag to become the foundation of the
town of Salom,71 later to become the initial nucleus of the

Massachusetts Bay colony.

An earlier settlement established at Wessagusset by Tho-
meg Weston, one of the original Adventurers who backed Fly-
mouth, began ceuslng rlymouth problems in 1622. Warned in
edvance by Robert Cushman, one of thelr agents in England,
that the men of Weston's group were " . . . so base in condl-
tion; for the most par%, as in all appearance not fit for an
honest man's company,"72 the Pilgrims welcomed them at first
but were héppy to see_them move one These new settlers grew
short of provisions in the winter and proposed to the Pilgrims
that they combine forces to steal from the Indians until they
could be resggplied. rlymouth sent them corn but denounced
the plan. It seems, however, that the Wessagusset settlers
persisted and provoked trouble with the Indisns. The problem

was solved by Standish, who trapped and killed several Indi-

ans 073

7lChafles Knoﬁles Bolton, The Real Founders of New Eng-

land (Boston: F. W. Faxton Co., 1925), pe 57
T2palfrey, History, I, 199n.
13zalfrey, History, I, 200.
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According to Thomas Horton, the people at Wessagusset
were 1lazy, grew sick and probably did resort to some thievery
to survive, but the real instigator of the trouble was Ply-
nouth Colony. He said it was men from Plymouth who despoiled

the grave of a sachem's {Chautawback) mother.and committed the

murders to arouse the_Indians against Wessagusset so that it
would be inmpossible for sméll English settlements to exist.T4
Other independent settlers in the area had thelr problems
with Zlymouth alsoe. In 1626 David Thomson, & settler on what
became known as Thomson's Island in Boston Harbor, accompsnied
Bradford on a trading eipadition to Monhegan on the  Maline
coast. Bradford recorded that the two dealing separately re-

sulted in:

« « « some hindrance to them both. For they, [ﬁhe sot-
tlers at Monhezan] perceiving their joint desires, to buy,
held their goods at higher rates, and not only so, but
would notv sell a parcel of their trading goods except
they sold it all.(>

Thatl problem was solved by the two agreeing to buy together .
and divide the goods alfterward. Another episode inveolving

Plymouth and others at Ziscatagua, New Hampshire in 1634 ended
more tragically. A party of white men from Piscataqua tried

to trade with the Indians at Kennebec, where Flymouth claimed

74Mor£on; Canéan, DD 247-249.

T5Bradford, ylymouth, pp. 181-182.
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a2 monopoly, and when they were forbidden there was a fight.
It was The eleven men from ¥lymouth against three men and a
boy, and when the fracas ended one of each group was dead .76
By the time the Hassachusetts Bay Colony was establishéd
in 1630, the nearby fur trade had all but been eliminated by
-{IPLymouth, and the new colony was forced to look elsewhere.
Earlier aettlérs like Morton had already established a chain
of posts, and from information received from Plymouth, Gover-
nor John Winthrop must have known how difficult competition
with the Lord of Herrymount would be. When the Puritans could
not eliminate Morton's competition in 1630 by forcing him to
sign. the articles of-allegiance to the Colony, the only way
remaining was to deport him. Everyone agrees fhat the charges
against HMorton were petty and trumped up but supposed that
Massachusetlls Bay was extirpating a bad moral influence. It
seems clear upon close examination of the evidence, however,

that the real_reason was economic rather than moral.

Can we assume then that Morton, upon his return to New -
England in 1643, represented an economic threat that would
Justify his elimination? His aséociations at this time are
unclear. Gorges had written Winthrop in 1637 that Horton was

"casheerd" from any of Gorges' affairs, and although there

T6yinthrop Pavers, III, 167.
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were susplcions that this was only a ruse,77 there is no evi-
dence to support them. During the year prior to his appre=-
hension by Hassachusetts Bay in September, 1644, Morton
appeered in various places from Rhode Island to Maine. Ac-
cording to Cherles Francis Adams, he claimed to be an egent
for the King, under the protection of Farlisment engaged iﬁﬁwm
recruiting settlers for Nafragansett or New Haven.(® Thig is
hardly likely, for Adams wrolte later that Morton was old, de-
crepli, wealk, llved on only four shillings a week and could
therefore not afford to drink anything but watereld There can
be little doubt that Governor Winthrop knew of the ola vaga-
bond's eircumstances. In August, 1644 he had received a let-
ter from Williem Coddlngton of Newport, Rhode Island, (where
Morton was staying) in which Coddington stated that he did
not believe lMorton's story about his ability to grant lends,S
and #Zilgrim 1eader_Edward Winslow clearly deséribed Morton's
physical condition in a letter to Winthrop dated January 7,
1644 .81 Although it has been shown that Morton did pvresent

an econcmlc threat in 1630 and before, it hardly seems rea-

sonable at this point in his life that Morton could have pre-

17 p3sma, Evisodes, II, 303.
784dans, Episodes, II, 344-346.
79Adams, Eoisodes, p. 428.

80yinthrop Pavers, IV, 490, 491.

v

Slhlmthrom Tapers, IV, 428.
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sented any threat to Massachusetts Bay.

Morton had continued to be involved in Colonial affairs
during his long absence from 1630 to 1643, mostly in an effort
to attain the repeal of the Hassachusetts Charter. The final
realization that his efforts were in vain must have come as a
terrible disappointment to him. His decision to return to-
New Englaend in 1643 was prbbably simply a desire to live his
remaining days in the country about which he had written with
such admiration in the Canaan.

It would have heen terribly naive of Morton to assume
that the two colonies which he had much maligned would let him
live in. peace, but that is what Plymouth did. Granted, the
main target of his activities in England was Massachusetts
Bay, but the rilgrims had not entirely escaped. It seems
thet the only ?Pilgrim terribly angered by his vresence in
later years was lliles Standish, on whose land Morton hunted.
Even though Edward Winslow spent seventeen weeks in an English
jall upon Horton's complaint, 82 phe revealed no animosity but
only contempt toward Horton in his letter to John Winthrop.

Plymouth must have given Morton protection, for as soon
gs Endicott was aware that his old enenmy wag back in New Eng-
land, the Puritan leader was issulng warrants for his arrest.

In a letter to Governor Winthrop, Endlcott said he had heard

BzﬁdémsgrEﬁisodes, pe. 344.
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Morton was at "Gloster' and sent a warrant to apprehend hinm.
"It is most likelle that the Jesuits or some that way disposed
have gent him over to doe us mischiefe to raise up our enemies
round about us both English and Indian."®3 There is nd evi-
dence that Horton tried to incite a rebellion, as Endicott
l[sugsests, and if the charge that Morton had done grave injury
to the Indiens were true, és the Judgment that deported him
declared, 1t seems hardly likely that Indians would Tollow hinm
in an uprising. All that the Court of 4ssistants could charge
Morton with in 1644 was for having made " . . . a complaint
against us E&assachusetts Bai)at the council board."8% Even
so, he was held in jail for a year "awaiting Evidence" from
England, and when none ceme he was again. called before the
Court and " « « « after some debate what to do with him, he
was fined 100 pounds and set at liberty."85 Because Morton.
did not have the 100 pounds, he was allowed to escape to Maine
where he spent the remaining‘two years of hls life, shortened,
llhe said, by being forced to spend the whole winter in Jjalil
wlthout fire or bedding. Even Adams, his harsh critic, wrote,

"How he survived such exposure would seem to be the only cause

83yinthrop Zapers, IV, 464.
8%44cams, Episodes, pe 350.

85yinthrop's Journal, p. 196.
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for wonder."86

Whztever the reason for the difficulties between Morton
eand the ruritan colonies, it seems clear that he was not the
villain history has made of him--~he was more a victim. That
point is made by Samuel Haverick, a man described by John
Winthrop as " . . . of very loving and courteous behavior,

very ready to entertains strangers."BT Maverick wrote:

Morton was baniszhed, his house fired before his face,
and he sent prisoner to England, but for what offense
I know not; who, some years after (nothing being lzid
to his charge) returned for New England, where he was
soon apprehended and kept in the common Gaole a whole
winter, nothing laid to his Charge but the writing of
a Booke entitled New Canaan, which indeed was the
truest description of llew England as then it was that
I ever ssw. The offense was he had touched them too
neere. They not rroveing the charge, he was sett
loose, but soone after dyed, haveing as he said, and
most believed, received his bane by hard lodging and
fare in prisgn. This was done by the Massachusetts
Magistrats.©

Adams may well have been right when he contended that
« » « 2nywhere else in the English colonies Morton would have
died unnoticed and unremembered,"89 but that can probably be-

sald about any figure in history. Had John Winthrop stayed

86Adams, Evisodes, p. 350.

87Bol‘ton,_Rea:L Founders, p. 100.

88ass. Histe Soce Collections, I (2nd ser., Boston:
By the Society, 1885), 238,

89 sdams, Evisodes, De 225.




32

in England, 1t is likely he too would have died in obscurity.
Was it then simply moral indignation toward Horton's

antics concerning the maypole which ceaused such an extensive

reaction from the two New Englsnd colonies? The Puritan set-

tlements would have considered his antics objectionable, but

i1t would seem there was sufficient distance between Morton's ||~

post and the settlements that he could have simply been'ig—
nored, especlally when one considers that both of the settle-
ments were spending most of thelr energies in the business of
survival.

rerhapg, as 1t has been suggested, the prime concern was
defense agalnst armed, hostile Indians which stimulsated the
two colonies to eject iHorton. However, during the period in
which Morton was selling arms, #lymouth enjoyed quite good
relations with the Indians. Many of the factors which contri-
buted to the early success of the new colony came about with
aid from the-Indisns. It does not seem that denger from In-
dien attack was so imminent as to warrant Morton's expulsion.
When Morton was expelled by Masgsachusetts Bay, he had appar—n
antly already stopped arming the natives.

The third factor which would seem to warrant Morton's
expulsion was his link with Sir Ferdinando Gorges and The
Council For New Englend. As has been noted, animosity devel-
oped beiween the Council and the Megistrates of the two Puri-

tan colonies, especially Massachusetts Bay, and there was
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suspliclon. that Gorges employed Morton as a spye. That suspi-
cion was probebly valid-=but not prior to Morton's ejection
in 1630--for both colonies up to that time had enjoyed a
fairly amilable relationship with the Council. It was not un;
til after 1632 that the challenges against Massachusetts Bay's
cherter began in earnest. By the time Morton returned to ﬁéﬁm-m
Englend in 1643 the two colonles were relatively well estab-
lished, and any dam:ge which Morton could have inflicted in
the area of revocation of charters had long passed.

The possibility of threat by a growing royalist settle-
ment which might possibly have subjected the two Zuriten
colonies to the same kind of oppression which they had fled
in the old country, even from their vantage point, would seem
to have been ruled out by the obvious nature of Morton's post.
It was not organized as a nucleus for a large colony but only
for a small fur trading station for which MHorton had no inten-
tion of recelving immigrants.

Morton's post was, however, well adapted for its in=- _
tended purpése: the fur trade. He had become well established
in trade along the’ﬁew England coast,.and competition from
him or ahy other like him would have been exceedingly diffi-
cult to overcome had he been allowed to continue. Even when
it seemed that ﬁorfon was too o0ld and weak in 1643 to have
posed any threat, Massachusetts Bay was unwilling to give him
any opportunity. It would seem that economic survival of

the founders of ilew England was a major cause of the injusti-
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ces visited upon Thomas Horton.
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