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ABSTRACT 

The Society of Friends has had five serious divisions during 

the 300 years of its existence as a religious denomination in America. 

One of the three defections that has not been studied is that of the 

nonpacifists in the American Revolution, which is the subject of this 

dissertation. 

Between 1775 and 1783, 20 Quaker Meetings in southeastern Penn

sylvania disowned 420 of their members for bearing arms in the Ameri

can cause. The purpose of this dissertation is to analyze statisti

cally the economic and social background of these militant" Friends in 

order to gain insight into their character and nonpacifist motiva

tions. 

The aspects investigated were: patriotism, wealth and property, 

interest in cultural affairs and social organizations, economic and 

social discontent, prospects of improved social and political status, 

the appeal of charismatic leadership, age, the influence of family, 

the influence of friends and associates, and residence. The work of 

Ernst Troeltsch on the social practices of the Christian churches has 

guided part of this investigation and the evidence produced may help 

illuminate the affinity of nonpacifist Quakers, for their religion or 

their alienation from it. 

The evidence obtained from the study of the economic and social 

background of nonpacifist Quakers permits a determination of the com

paratively important and unimportant factors in their armsbearing 

vii 
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motivation. Unimportant factors in the armsbearing motivation of non-

pacifists were economic and social discontent, the desire to improve or 

alter economic and social status, and discontent with Quaker precepts. 

Important factors in the determination of nonpacifism were youth, kin

ship, geographic proximity of nonpacifists to urban areas, influence of 

friends and associates in Preparative (local) Meetings, patriotism, af

finity for secular society, and charismatic leadership. 

Troeltsch's religious formulations have had limited usefulness 

for this study, because nonpacifist Quakers demonstrated only approxi

mately half the characteristics Troeltsch leads one to expect in a group 

of nonpacifist, ex-Quakers, The evidence is ambiguous, half of it in

dicating that nonpacifists had an affinity for their sectarian religion, 

half indicating that they did not. In other words, these men were as 

likely as they were unlikely to have borne arms, according to Troeltsch's 

thesis. 



CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The Society of Friends in America has experienced five serious 

divisions during the past three centuries of its existence as a religi

ous denomination. Historians of Quakerism have studied two of these in 

great detail: the Keithian schism of the late seventeenth century and 

the Hiclcsite separation of the early nineteenth century.'" Until now, 

no one has scrutinized the subject of this dissertation, the non-

pacifist breach of the late eighteenth century. 

2 
Between 1775 and 1783, 20 Monthly Meetings in southeastern 

Pennsylvania expelled 420 Quakers. Because of the limitation of time 

for research, this study is restricted to that small area. However, 

this narrow focus is justified by the concentration of Quaker membership 

1. Rufus M. Jones, The Quakers in the American Colonies (New 
York: Russell and Russell, 1962), pp. 446-458; Gary B. Nash, Quakers 
and Politics. Pennsylvania, 1681-1726 (Princeton: Princeton University 
Press, 1968), pp. 146-161, 179-180, 295-296; Robert W. Doherty, The 
Hicksite Separation, A Sociological Analysis of Religious Schism in 
Early Nineteenth-Century America (New Brunswick: Rutgers University 
Press, 1967). 

2. Monthly Meetings formed the second lowest level of four or
ganizational strata within the Society of Friends (Preparative, Monthly. 
Quarterly, Yearly Meetings). Functions of the Monthly Meetings included 
appointing trustees to hold titles to meeting houses and other property, 
keeping graveyards, supervising marriages, providing aid for the indi
gent, communicating with other Monthly Meetings, and, most significantly 
for this study, reproving improper conduct of members. Sidney V. James, 
A People Among Peoples, Quaker Benevolence in Eighteenth Century America 
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1963), pp. 7-8. 

1 
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in southeastern Pennsylvania. Coming from the three original counties 

of Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks, these individuals violated the 

basic pacifist precept of their religion by taking up arms in the cause 

3 
of American independence. It is the purpose of this dissertation to 

analyze statistically the economic and social background of these 

4 
Friends in hope of gaining insight into their nonpacifist motivations. 

Patriotism was the obvious and alleged motive for the armsbear-

ing of nonpacifist Quakers. The desire of these nonpacifist Friends to 

defend their country against Great Britain and professedly maintain 

their political liberties may have been important, perhaps paramount, 

in their thinking. One can deduce whether patriotism was the sole mo

tive for nonpacifism only by determining if other motives existed—or 

bettei*, if the circumstances and wherewithal for the operation of such 

motives existed. If other motives existed, they may lessen, although 

3. In addition, 16 Friends were expelled for joining the Brit
ish Army, while 15 of the original 420 changed sides in the conflict, 
were attainted for treason, and had their property confiscated. 
Monthly Meeting Minutes: (Philadelphia County) Abington (1774-1782, 
1782-1797), Gwynedd (1767-1779, 1779-1786), Philadelphia, Northern Dis
trict (hereafter referred to as Philadelphia, N.D.) (1772-1781, 1782-
1789), Philadelphia, Southern District (hereafter referred to as Phila
delphia, S.D.) (1772-1780, 1781-1792); (Bucks County) Middletown (1754-
1801), Richland (1767-1786) (microfilm), Friends Historical Library, 
Swarthmore College, Swarthmore, Pa.; Colonial Records of Pennsylvania 
(Harrisburg: State Printing Office, 1896), X, 482-483; Lorenzo Sabine, 
Biographical Sketches of Loyalists of the American Revolution (Port 
Washington: Kennekat Press, 1966), I, 292, 304, 487, 488, 494; II, 
548, 598, 600. 

4. This study does not include those Friends who were disowned 
for holding office in the Revolutionary Government in Pennsylvania or 
for taking the oath of affirmation and allegiance to that government, 
nor does it include those who served in the Revolutionary forces as non-
combatants (driving supply wagons, repairing gun carriages, etc.). A 
complete description and statistical breakdown of these individuals is 
given in Arthur J. Mekeel., "Quakers in the American Revolution," (unpub
lished Ph.D. dissertation, Harvard University, 1939), 



not negate, the apparent significance of patriotism; if they did not 

exist, patriotism would remain. But before beginning the discussion 

of less obvious motives for nonpacifism, it is helpful to introduce 

concepts which possibly clarify the position of the Society of Friends 

in its relation to non-Quaker Society. The influence of adjacent non-

Quaker communities could have affected Quakers in varying degrees arid 

induced their nonpacifism. In order to help determine the magnitude 

of such non-Quaker influences, one could envision Quaker and non-Quaker 

communities as religious archetypes with diametrically opposed values. 

The typology of religious groups originally stated by Ernst Troeltsch 

5 
are useful archetypes for this study. 

Troeltsch defined two general types of religious gro.ups: the 

church and the sect. He saw the church as a religious group which is 

hierarchical in organization, formal in worship, and global in perspec

tive. The church functions within the world, seeks to dominate it, and 

consequently becomes deeply involved in secular affairs. In assimi

lating the "world," the church demonstrates a strong affinity for soci

ety as a whole and accommodates itself to it.^ 

The sect is the antithesis of the church because it is a small, 

exclusive group whose members are adult convinced believers and has a 

lay organization that depends upon voluntary participation. It also 

rejects prevailing cultural standards, attempts to emphasize a sharp 

5. Ernst Troeltsch, The Social Teaching of the Christian 
Churches (London: George Allen and Unwin, Ltd., 1931). 

6. Ibid., pp. 331-338. 



distinction between its members and outsiders, and may greatly empha

size works rather than the formal doctrines of a church. Furthermore, 

the sect is strongly alienated from society, seeks to reject worldly 

7 
values, and shuts out worldly influences. However, because no sect 

meets all of the standards of Troeltschian archetypes, alienation from 

the outer world among the sect's members is never complete. 

Because Troeltsch's descriptions of sect and church are actually 

extremes between which a variety of religious forms exist, no actual 

religion conforms to these two types and some may possess the charac

teristics of both. These archetypes, however, are useful in the deter

mination of the orientation of a religion. The Society of Friends 

during the Revolution possessed most of the characteristics of a sect, 

although the separation from the outside world was far from complete, 

especially in the economic realm where Quaker merchants accumulated 

fortunes through commercial activity. Adjacent secular communities, on 

the other hand, possessed most of the characteristics of the church, 

except in areas where Quaker communities might have been surrounded by 

g 
Amish or Hennonites. 

Religious groups do not exist in vacuums; they are influenced 

by economic and social conditions within any environment of which they 

are a part. The affinity of a member of a religious sect to economic 

7. Ibid., pp. 339-343. 

8. Frederick B. Tolles, Meeting House and Counting House (New 
York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1963), p. 109; Jack D. Marietta, 
"Ecclesiastical Discipline in the Society of Friends, 1682-1776" (un
published Ph.D. dissertation, Stanford University, 1968), p. 158. 
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and social aspects of the profane world may lead to the further aliena

tion of that individual from his religious community and may finally 

9 
result in his separation from the sect. Nonpacifist Quakers may have 

developed such an affinity for the non-Quaker world. The nonpacifists1 

affinity for secular society may have bolstered their willingness to 

violate their sect's basic nonpacifist precept at certain hazard of 

consequent disownment. Nonpacifism is then only a symptom of the major 

sectarian malady. By determining the degree of affinity nonpacifist 

Friends had for economic and social aspects of the secular world and 

their degree of alienation from their own religious community, it may 

be possible to gain some insight into the general motives for their 

specific transgressions of armsbearing. 

Several characteristics fulfill the church-sect definitions and 

are more specific and illuminating than the general description previ

ously given.^ One characteristic is wealth and property. The arche

typal sect has poor members with little or no property, since they 

eschew the economic opportunities involved with worldly contact. The 

archetypal church, on the other hand, has wealthy, propertied members, 

who, because they have not forsworn worldly contact, reap economic bene

fits from their secular involvement,*'*' 

9. Marietta, "Ecclesiastical Discipline," p. 158; Doherty, The 
Hicksite Separation, pp. 6-7. 

10. These specific characteristics are derived from a list of 
21 characteristics compiled by Lj.ston Pope, which describe Troeltsch's 
church and sect archetypes. Liston Pope, Millhands and Preachers. A 
Study of Gastonia (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1942), pp. 122-123. 

11. Ibid.. p. 122. 



The Quaker sect during the Revolutionary Era had few of the im

poverished, propertyless members that characterized the archetypal 

sect. As mentioned previously, many Quakers participated in the eco

nomic affairs of the secular community and grew wealthy and acquired 

12 
property as a result. Study of the economic background of nonpacific 

Quakers just prior to and during the Revolution would indicate whether 

they too were rich and propertied or contrariwise, poor and property-

less. If nonpacifists were mostly wealthy and propertied when they 

were disowned, they may already have had a strong affinity for secular 

society, as indicated by the secular characteristic of wealth and prop

erty common to the archetypal church members, although the acquisition 

of wealth and property by Orthodox Quakers generally might obscure such 

a secular characteristic in a portion of the membership. 

Another church-sect characteristic is culture and social organ

ization. The archetypal sect has members who are on the periphery of 

secular society and who renounce its prevailing culture and social or

ganization, since sect members reject all cultural and social aspects 

of the secular world. The archetypal church, on the other hand, has 

members who are in the cultural center of the secular community and who 

13 
accept that community's prevailing mores and social organizations. 

12. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," pp. 87-88; 
Gary B. Nash and James T. Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth in Eigh
teenth-Century America, A Century of Change in Chester County, Pennsyl
vania, 1693-1802," Journal of Social History, II (Fall, 1968), 22; 
Tolles, Meeting House and Counting House; pp. 45-62, 85, 109. 

13. Pope, Millhands ancl Preachers, p. 122. 
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During the Revolutionary period, Quakers had the anticultural and anti-

14 
social characteristics of archetypal sect members. Evidence of non-

pacifist membership in important political, judicial, military, 

humanitarian, educational, financial, and economic organizations of 

secular society would indicate that these militants had accepted that 

society's culture and social organizations, thus assuming a style of 

life common to archetypal church members. 

A third characteristic is moral standards. Members of the 

archetypal sect regard themselves as a religious elite and identify the 

elite by the strict Biblical standards (as they interpret the Bible) of 

conduct they maintain. The members of the church archetype, contrari

wise, find their religious mores and obligations in the secular stand

ards of the day.''""' 

The Society of Friends during the Revolution conformed to the 

strict, moralistic character of the archetypal sect and maintained 

rigid standards for its members.^ A study of the sectarian delin

quency of nonpacifist Quakers in addition to armsbearing might reveal 

their rejection of these strict Biblical precepts and acceptance of the 

general cultural standards common to archetypal church members. 

Determining whether nonpacifist Quakers fulfilled the several 

important characteristics of Troeltsch's archetypal churchman previously 

14. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," p. 88; Mari
etta, "Ecclesiastical Discipline," p. 158. 

15. Pope, Millhands and Prcachers, p. 123, 

16. Mekeel,"Quakers in the American Revolution," pp. 36-118; 
Marietta, "Ecclesiastical Discipline," p. 158. 



mentioned might reveal the orientation of their whole lives—that is, 

whether they were preoccupied with their religion or the profane world. 

If they displayed a churchman's affinity for the world, their non-

pacifist conduct becomes typical, for such is the conduct of the 

churchman. 

There are several additional possible motives for the nonpaci-

fism of these 420 Friends, which ought to be considered, but which do 

not fit Troeltsch's church-sect scheme. Two such influences are eco

nomic and social discontent, and the correlative desire for advance

ment. Because they bear a superficial resemblance to economics and 

social status as discussed by Troeltsch, the different function of 

economic and social discontent and desire must be explained. Troel

tsch 's archetypes do not allow for change of conditions and desire for 

change: what a man already has, or has done, determines his type and 

permits insight into his whole conduct. And, Troeltsch's sectarian, 

poor and humble, does not begrudge the wealthy churchman. Instead, he 

anticipates his entrance into Heaven.^ The poorer, discontented 

Quaker is not illuminated by Troeltsch; nevertheless, he may have ex

isted and may have been induced to declare for the Revolutionary cause 

in Pennsylvania in hope of improving his material lot. 

Similarly, they may have desired to improve or change their 

status. Many nonpacifist Quakers may have held lowly occupations or 

trades in society, thus possibly motivating them to alter their 

17. Troeltsch, The Social Teaching of Christian Churches, p. 
338; Marietta, "Ecclesiastical Discipline," p. 159. 
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position or enhance their importance by involving themselves in the 

forbidden affairs of secular society. Joining the Revolution was a 

means of achieving such secular involvement. Although Quakers saw 

nothing wrong with being wealthy or holding respected civil and social 

occupations, using violent means to advance oneself or seeking status 

within unlawful organizations was totally unacceptable to the sect. 

Support given by a Friend to a government that came to power by violent 

means was also a violation of the Society's pacifist ethic and the 

Quakers' profession of loyalty to the civil powers, Great Britain in 

this case. 

More specifically, Quakers may have taken up arms in the hope 

of obtaining political or military posts in the Revolutionary govern

ment of Pennsylvania. Many segments of the non-Quaker populace in that 

state possibly coveted positions on the Council of Safety, a committee 

appointed by the State Assembly to-raise and equip militia, and the 

Committees of Privates (informal military organizations of volunteer 

enlisted men), the Committee of Inspection and Observation (influential 

committees formed in 1774 to carry out resolves of the Continental Con

gress), and officers' commissions in the militia and army. 

A fourth motive for the nonpacifists may have been the appeal 

of charismatic leadership. Perhaps a group of exceptional nonpacifist 

Quakers came to prominence at the beginning of the Revolution and, be

fore their disownment, held important positions in political, judicial, 

military, literary, educational, humanitarian, and financial fields. 



10 

Such outstanding individuals may have possessed a sufficient amount of 

charisma to attract many of their less prominent co-religionists. 

Age may be relevant to nonpacifism. If the majority of these 

religious defectors were young, one could infer that impatience with 

prevailing political and economic conditions, together with emotional 

reaction to dramatic military events, influenced them to take up arms, 

whereas their older, more reflective brethren might possibly have re

coiled from such drastic action. If nonpacifist Quakers were as young 

as other soldiers in the Continental Army, these 420 nonpacifists would 

possess a characteristic in common with Revolutionary society. 

A sixth motive for-nonpacifism might have been the influence of 

family; that is, one member of a family might have influenced other mem

bers within the same family to imitate his behavior. A large number of 

nonpacifist Quakers from relatively few families would increase the 

probability that such influence existed. 

Friends and associates may have induced each other toward non-

pacifism. Quaker friends and neighbors usually attended the same small, 

local meeting and were familiar with each other. The records of the 

Preparative (local) Meetings of nonpacifist Quakers permits the pin

pointing of the residence of these armsbearers. A concentration of 

these individuals in a few Preparative Meetings might indicate the in

fluence of such friends and associates. 

The non-Quaker populace in urban areas may also have influenced 

Quakers to take up arms. Those Quakers who lived in larger communities 

were, by the very nature of urban life, more exposed to Revolutionary 



influences of certain segments of the non-Quaker populace than were 

Quakers in rural situations. Proximity to urban areas, then, deter

mined the degree of exposure to such bellicosity. Non-Quaker Revolu

tionaries may have convinced some Fridnds that defense of country was 

a legitimate form of warfare, and that nonpacifism was not only justi

fied but necessary if political independence was to be achieved. 

The investigation of residence will complete the survey of the 

economic and social character of nonpacifists. The list of possible 

influences and motives is not exhaustive, but contains those which, 

from the sociology of deviants and the history of Quakers, appear most 

suggestive and cogent, as well as those influences which are most eas

ily susceptible to analysis. 

Herein lies one of the reasons for undertaking this work. 

There is a need for more quantitative analysis in Colonial American 

history in order to supplement the reliance upon descriptive accounts 

which too frequently present' the historian with an interesting but in

complete account of events and personalities. Descriptions found in 

letters, diaries, journals, ledgers, and family Bibles often reveal the 

character of the observer rather than the phenomena that he observed. 

Dissatisfied with such traditional "literary" evidence, some historians 

have placed greater emphasis on sources such as tax, land, census, and 

probate records in order to delve more deeply into the nature of early 

18 
American politics and society. 

18. Nash and Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth in Eighteenth-
Century America," 1-24; this study may also be found in Gary B. Nash, 
Class and Society in Early America (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 



No one has attempted a major treatment of the nonpacifist 

Quakers, interdisciplinary or otherwise, until now. In fact, the only 

historians who refer to these individuals as a group are Charles H. 

19 20 21 
Lincoln, Wayland F. Dunaway, Charles Wetherill, and Arthur J. 

22 
Mekeel. 

Lincoln, in his noted progressive work on Revolutionary Penn

sylvania, limits his discussion of the "so-called fighting Quakers" to 

one modest footnote, whereas Dunaway sets the number of nonpacifist 

Friends at 400 in his textbook-oriented history of Pennsylvania but de

clines to footnote this information. Charles Wetherill, in his thor

ough history of the Free Quakers, refers to several armsbearing Friends 

in one chapter, but focuses attention on the foundation and history of 

the Free Quaker Meeting. Since only a fraction of the membership was 

composed of actual participants in the fighting, his work is peripheral 

to this topic. Mekeel also mentions several nonpacifist Quakers in his 

capably executed dissertation on Quakers during the American Revolution 

Inc., 1970), pp. 166-194; James A. Henretta, "Economic Development and 
Social Structure in Colonial Boston," William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd 
series, 22 (July 1965) 75-79. 

19. Charles II. Lincoln, The Revolutionary Movement in Penn
sylvania. 1760-1776 (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 
1901). 

20. Wayland F. Dunaway, A History of Pennsylvania (New York: 
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1948). 

21. Charles Wetherill, History of the Free Quakers (Philadel
phia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1894). 

22. Arthur J. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," 
(unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Harvard University, 1939). 



and includes them in his overall statistics as well. However, Profes

sor Mekeel's topic necessarily covers a far wider scope and thus gives 

little emphasis to the ex-Quaker warriors. In addition, he includes as 

military offenders those disowned Friends who held noncombatant posi

tions, thereby obscuring the number as well as the role of the active 

participants in the conflict. 

From a military, political, and geographic point of view, Penn

sylvania during the Revolution occupied a pivotal position in the Revo

lutionary struggle, and nonpacifist Quakers in Pennsylvania provided 

leaders of considerable ability and vigor: Thomas Mifflin and John 

Lacey, Jr., were generals in the Pennsylvania Militia and Continental 

Army. Mifflin served as aide-de-camp to General Washington and was 

later made Quartermaster General. Lacey commanded troops that pro

tected the American Army at Valley Forge during the severe winter of 

1777-1778. Owen and Clement Biddle were colonels in the Pennsylvania 

Militia and jointly directed the Forage Department under Mifflin. 

James Cannon, a Professor of Mathematics at the Philadelphia Academy, 

led the radical faction which drafted and enacted the Pennsylvania 

Constitution of 1776. These nonpacifist lent their talents and ener

gies unsparingly to a cause that might not have succeeded in Pennsyl-

23 
vania without them. 

23. Although the nonpacifist Quakers are not mentioned at all 
in general histories of the Revolution, as a group, and seldom in 
Pennsylvania histories, some of the above-mentioned leaders are fre
quently referred to in those terms. John H. Merrill, Memoranda Relat
ing to the Mifflin Family (Philadelphia: By the author, 1890); Gilbert 
Cope, Mifflin Genealogy, Cope Collection, Chester County Historical So
ciety, West Chester, Pa., XLIXI; William H. Davis, "General John Lacey, 



It is hoped that this study will yield positive results and il

luminate the lives of 420 unusual participants in the American Revolu

tion. 

Our Quaker General," Bucks County Historical Society. Ill (January, 
1901), 32-41; Owen Biddle, Letter Book, 1775-1780, Biddle MSS, Friends 
Historical Library, Swarthmore College, Swarthmore, Pa.; Committee of 
the Society of the Alumni, University of Pennsylvania Bibliographical 
Catalogue of the Matriculates, Together With the List of Members of the 
College Faculty and Trustees, Officers, and Recipients of Honorary De
grees, 1749-1893 (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1894), 
pp. xxi, 14; John P. Selsam, The Pennsylvania Constitution of 1776: A 
Study in Revolutionary Democracy (Philadelphia: University of Pennsyl
vania Press, 1936), pp. 101, 104 (n. 42), 150, 158, 161-162, 186, 187, 
201, 207, 223. 



CHAPTER II 

ECONOMIC BACKGROUND OF NONPACIFIST QUAKERS 

Evaluation of the wealth and a comparison of the estates of 

nonpacifist and Orthodox Quakers are indispensable for an assessment 

of economic motivation. The incomes and occupations of nonpacifist 

Quakers may have had some influence upon their decisions to take up 

arms. Tables 1, 2, and 3 illustrate the estates of nonpacifist 

Friends ir. comparison with those of Orthodox Quakers (see pages 18, 22, 

and 26). Table 4 (see p. 33) reveals the known occupations of nonpac-

fists (also see Figure 1, p. 36), 

Table 1 compares the estates of Quakers and nonpacifist Quakers 

in Philadelphia City and County for 1774, based on the Provincial Tax 

List of that year. Chester and Bucks counties were not included here 

because of the very few nonpacifist Quakers who were taxed that year. 

Tax lists are used in this study primarily because at the time of the 

Revolution, taxes were levied on land as well as other sources of 

wealth, and land was one of the major sources of wealth in the eight

eenth century. 

Livestock, servants, slaves, and by the Revolutionary period, 

buildings, personal property, and occupations were assessed separately 

in the tax lists. These last three items are invaluable in the deter

mination of commercial wealth. Other financial records, such as wills, 

are not used because they frequently do not enumerate property, real or 
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personal, and were drawn up many years after the war, when the economic 

situation of many nonpacifist Friends had greatly altered.''" 

These tax lists, however, present three difficulties. First, 

not all forms of wealth were taxed and, secondly, tax assessors tended 

to undervalue the estates of wealthier property owners, especially be

tween 1700 and 1775. However, because land was still one of the most 

important sources of wealth in the Revolutionary period, especially in 

rural areas, an examination in the tax lists of the value of landhold-

ings alone is the best single means of approximating economic status. 

Furthermore, laws were revised throughout the eighteenth century to in

clude in tax lists categories of wealth other than land, thus permitting 

2 
a more precise analysis of wealth. Although the tax assessors under

assessed the estates of wealthier property owners, they assessed the 

estates of less wealthy property owners with a reasonable degree of 

accuracy. 

1. The Provincial Tax List of 1774 for Philadelphia City and 
County, Records of the Pennsylvania State Historical and Museum Com
mission, Harrisburg, Pa.; Nash and Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth 
in Eighteenth Century America." 8-9; in addition, wills in Pennsylvania 
are useless as indicators of wealth without Administrative Accounts 
which itemize real and personal property, few of which were ever drawn 
up for nonpacifist Quakers. Court Records: Chester County Courthouse, 
West Chester, Pennsylvania; Delaware County Courthouse, Media, Penn
sylvania; Bucks County Courthouse, Doylestown, Pennsylvania. 

2. Nash and Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth in Eighteenth-
Century America," 8-9. 



17 

The third difficulty in using tax lists of 1774 is the limited 

number of nonpacifist Friends who were taxed. Only 100 of the 194 non-

pacifist Quakers in Philadelphia County, which always includes the City 

of Philadelphia in this study, are on the 1774 tax rolls, partly be

cause many were still minors. Furthermore, these 100 constituted only 

a fraction of the total 420 who were disowned from the three counties 

for bearing arms. Since the objective here is to analyze the assessed 

wealth of nonpacifist Quakers as a whole, this fraction of 100 may be 

insufficient. The amount of data, however, compares favorably with the 

statistical data gathered from this period by historians .Jackson Turner 

3 
Main and James A. Henretta who were faced with the same handicap. 

Looking at Table 1 from left to right, one sees, first of all, 

the assessed value of real property (land and buildings), arbitrarily 

divided into nine categories. The arbitrary designations of "wealthy," 

"middle," and "lower class" were those used in the study of Jackson 

3. Jackson T. Main, The Social Structure in Revolutionary 
America (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1965); James A. Hen
retta, "Economic Development and Social Structure in Colonial Boston," 
William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd Series, XXII (July, 1965), 75-92. Main 
does not indicate the total numbers of persons in his sampling whereas 
Henretta includes 1,036 propertied Bostonians from the 1687 Tax List 
and has 1,546 from the 1771 Tax List that he used (out of a population 
of approximately 15,000, the population estimate for 1760). The 100 
nonpacifist Quakei-s on the 1774 Tax List comprised over half (51.57-) of 
the nonpacifists in Philadelphia County. The 204 Orthodox Friends on 
the same Tax List, however, represented only 5.27° of the total member
ship for the five Philadelphia County meetings of Abington, Gwynedd, 
Philadelphia, Philadelphia, N.D., and Philadelphia, S.D. Membership 
figures for the Monthly Meetings in Philadelphia County are recorded in 
Jack D. Marietta, "A Note on Quaker Membership,11 Quaker History, LIX, 
No. 1 (Spring, 1970), 42. Unfortunately, these membership figures are 
for 1760, not 1774. 



Table 1. Comparative Wealth: Quakers and Nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia City 
and County in 1774. 

Characterization 

Assessed Value 
of 

Real Property 

(Based on comparative 
Analysis of enumerated 

property in the i 
original tax rolls) 

Number 

Quakers 

Cumulative 
Number Percentage 

Cumulative 
Percentage Number 

Nonpaciflsts Quakers 

Cumulative Cumulative 
Number Percentage Percentage 

(103 and Above >* 

t Highest Income 5 5 2.5 % 2.5% 0 0 0% 0% 

£200-399,19,11 
~ c 

Second Highest Income 18 23 8.8 % 11.3% 1 1 156 1% 

£100-199,19,11 i - Third Highest Income . 21 44 10.3 % 21.6% 8 9 8% 9% 

i• 70-99,19,11 Fourth Highest Income 23 67 11.3 % 32.9% 3 12 3% 12% 

S 40-69,19,11 
* • _ X Fifth Highest Income 25 92 12.2 * 45.1% 3 15 3% 15% 

5 20-39,19,U X - Sixth Highest Income 33 125 16.2 % 61.3% 10 25 10% 25% 

i 10-19,19,11 Seventh Highest Income 18 143 8.8 % 70.1% 7 32 7% 32% 

£l9d.-9,19,ll t. c Eighth Highest Income 33 176 16.2 % 86.3% 47 79 47% 79% 

Paid head tax 
lBd-l̂ s. 

- K 
X ' 

7! 
Ninth Highest Income ' 28 204 13.7 X 100 % 21 100 21% 100% 



Turner Main, The Social Structure of Revolutionary America (page 276). 

Secondly, one sees that, according to the data available, far fewer 

nonpacifist Friends were in the upper and middle income categories com

pared to Orthodox Friends. There were no nonpacifist Quakers in the 

highest income category, 17. in the second, and 87. in the third, reveal

ing only 9% of their recorded number in the upper income categories. 

Two and one-half per cent of Orthodox Friends, however, were in the 

highest income category, 8.8% were in the second highest income cate

gory, and 10.37. were in the third highest income category. More than 

one in five (21.67.) of all Orthodox Friends who appeared on the 1774 

Tax List were men of means. Only 37. of all nonpacifist Friends taxed 

in 1774 were in the fourth income category, whereas the same percentage 

of nonpacifists were in the fifth income category. Ten per cent were 

in the sixth income category, making a total of 167<> for the entire mid

dle income categories. Taxed Orthodox Friends, on the other hand, had 

11.37. in the fourth income category, 12.27. in the fifth income cate

gory, and 16.27. in the sixth income category, making a total of 39.77. 

in the middle income categories, almost two-fifths of the total number 

of Orthodox Quakers in the 1774 tax rolls. 

Another apparent fact in Table 1 is the far greater percentage 

of the taxed nonpacifist Quakers in the three lowest income categories; 

77. were in the seventh, 477. in the eighth, and 217, in the ninth or 

propertyless category, comprising a total of 757. in these three income 

groups. Orthodox Quakers on the 1774 tax rolls had far smaller per

centages of poor. Only 8.87. were in the seventh category, 16,27. in the 
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eighth category, and 13.77. in the ninth or propertyless category, mak

ing a total of 38. TL. 

In short, the 1774 Provincial Tax List shows that 15% of the 

taxed nonpacifist Quakers were poor, whereas most of their Orthodox 

brethren were considerably wealthier. The modal^ income category (477o) 

for the taxed nonpacifist Friends was the eighth, indicating that al

most half of their number held little property. There were two modal 

income categories for the taxed Orthodox Quakers, the sixth and the 

eighth,"' indicating that they had more property than their schismatic 

brethren. 

Compared to the private wealth of the general populace in Revo

lutionary America, the statistics on the nonpacifist Quakers in 1774 

reveal their poverty. Main considered anyone who held property valued 

at L5000 to be "wealthy," and anyone holding L2000 "well to do." These 

income groups comprised 107.. of the population and controlled approxi

mately 457o of the country's wealth. The next 107° of the population, 

classified by Main as "upper class," owned estates of about L1000. The 

"middle classes" held property valued between L100 and L500 and com

prised about 507. of the population. Main considered the remaining 307» 

of the population, who had property valued under L100, the "lower 

classes." The property valuations given in Table 1 are lower than 

those given by Main because they reflect the under-valuation of 

4. Modal is the adjective of mode, which is the most frequent 
value in a frequency distribution. 

5. Both comprising l6.27o of the total. 
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properties on the 1774 Tax List. Nevertheless, from the comparative 

distribution of nonpacifists and Americans on their respective scales, 

nonpacifist Quakers appear to have been much poorer than most of the 

general population in Revolutionary America.^ However, the extreme 

youth of the nonpacifist Friends partially explains their low economic 

status. 

The pre-Revolutionary distribution of property among non-

pacifist Quakers shown in Table 1 did not remain characteristic of 

that group. Table 2 shows the wealth of 223 nonpacifist Quakers who 

appeared on the 1781 Tax Lists in Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks 

counties and permits comparison of their wealth with that of the 100 

nonpacifists who appeared on the 1774 Tax List. Table 2 is based on 

the Effective Supply Tax of 1781 and represents the most exacting as

sessment of wealth during the Revolutionary period in Pennsylvania, a 

7 
consequence of the need for-taxes to finance the war effort. 

6. Main, Revolutionary America, pp. 276-277. 

7. The Effective Supply Tax of 1781, Philadelphia, Chester, 
and Bucks Counties, Records of the Pennsylvania State Historical and 
Museum Commission, Harrisburg, Pa. As Table 2 indicates, 117 (60.3%) 
of the 194 nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia County appeared 
on this 1781 Tax List. Forty-seven nonpacifists served in the militia 
or Continental Army in 1781, and, for that reason, were not taxed in 
that year, 8 deserted to the British Army and could not be found, one 
was killed in battle several years before, and 21 cannot be accounted 
for. "Muster Rolls," Bucks, Chester, and Philadelphia County, 1781, 
Pennsylvania Archives (Harrisburg: State Printing Office, 1896), 
5th Series, V, 344-439, 476-870; 6th Series, I, 3-987. For a complete 
-understanding of the militia in Revolutionary Pennsylvania, see Hanna 
B. Roach, "The Pennsylvania Militia in 1777," The Pennsylvania Genealog
ical Magazine, XXIII, No. 3 (April, 1964), 161-230. 



Table 2. Assessed Wealth of Nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia, Chester, and 
Bucks Counties in 1781. 

Aaaaaaad Valua* 
•f Raal fraparty 

Charactarliatlon 
(Baoad n eaaparatlva 
Analyala of tMtratfd 

proparty In tha original 
Tai Rolla) feafca r 

Vtolladalphla County 

CmlatlM 
Nuabar ftrevntaga 

Cuwlativi 
hrctntag* 

Cm 
Nuafcar 1 

Chaatar County 

ulativa 
(uabar tacamtJga 

Cuaulativa 
Pvrcantaga Niabar 

tuck* County 

Cuaulative 
Ni*6ar ftircantags 

Ciaulativa 
^reantaga 

4*1000 and Akm nr.. Mlghaat I new 2 2 1.7* 1.7 * 0 0 0 * 0 X . 0 0 0 * 0 X 

i 3000 . 3,999,19,U 
« • 
- 3 bcoad Mlghaat incw 2 9 1.7* 3.9 * 2 2 2.S* 2.6 X 0 0 0 X 0 X 

i 1000 • 2,999,19,11 Third Mlghaat Xncoas 21 2S 17.9K 21.3 * 22 29 27.SX. 30.0 X 2 2 7.7* 7.7X 

(wo. m,»(u % fourth Mlghaat Inccaa 16 91 IS.7* IS.00* 19 9) 23.7* S3.7 * M 6 IS."* 23. IX 

1 100 - M1,lt,ll || rif.li Nlghaat Inco— st 99 99.6X •9.6 * 29 71 3S.0K M.70K IS 21 S7.7X 80.0* 

i SO. **.11.11 
s u 

tlsth Mlghaat Inco— 9 lot 7.7* 92.3 * 9 7S s.ox 93.7 * 9 2S IS.MX 96.2X 

1 20. 99, 19,11 ^ ^.Seeeedi Mlghaat Inco— 7 US *x 99.3 * 9 79 S 0C 98.7 X 1 26 3.8X 100.OX 

k 1 . 19,19,11 || cilhth Mlghaat Inco— 2 117 1.7* 100.00* 1 •0 1.3* 100.0 X 0 26 0 X 100.OK 

Fold haad taa Ninth Mltfvat 1 "i! iw 0 117® 0 * 100 * 0 to> 0 * 100 X 0 ' 261* 0 % 100 X 

UiiMMtnt figuraa lit ebvleutly weh hlghar htn toctuM of tha aora thorough natuiv of 
tha Cffactlv* iupply Tax Md bicauM of nv«i« wrtla Inflation. 

2t0.3X of all tilQa In fhlladalphla Courty 

M.tt «f all HfQi in Ctmtir County 
Vi.2* if all MQa in lucha Caunty 

SS.6* of all NFQa In tha thraa cowntlaa 
(In 1711) appaar ibovt. 

(ly 1711, 7 In Riiladalphla had aovad 
to Chaatar County( 7 in Chaatar County 
wad to Rilladalphla County, ona In 
luck* CMatty aovad to Rilladalphla and 
ooa FhUadalpMa WQ had boan ralnatatad.) 



Table 2 employs the same nine income categories as shown in 

Table 1, but the property assessments are altered in all but the ninth 

category to compensate for inflation and the higher property valuations 

g 
that characterized the Effective Supply Tax. 

Probably the most striking aspect of Table 2 is the superior 

economic positions of Philadelphia nonpacifists taxed in 1781 compared 

to those taxed in 1774. In 1781, two nonpacifist Quakers in Philadel

phia County were in the highest income category; in 1774 none were. 

Twenty-five, over 217», of the 117 Philadelphia nonpacifists appeared 

on the 1781 Tax List in the three highest income categories, but only 

nine (97») could so qualify in 1774. Nonpacifist Friends in Philadelphia 

County rose in the middle and lower income categories as well. Eighty-

three, almost 75%, of the nonpacifists taxed in Philadelphia County were 

in the middle income groups in the 1781 Tax List, but only 16 (167..) were 

in these income categories on the 1774 tax rolls. In 1781, only nine 

nonpacifists in Philadelphia County, less than 87», were in the lowest, 

property less, category, but approximately one out of five (2l7o) ap

peared on the 1774 tax rolls as possessing no property. Between 1774 

and 1781, the modal income group of taxed nonpacifist Friends in 

8. An adjustment for inflation was made by computing the dif
ference in the wholesale price index in Philadelphia between 1774 and 
1781, and multiplying the difference by the property valuations for 
1781, then subtracting the result from those property valuations. For 
a thorough study of inflation during the Revolutionary War, see "Hear
ings Before the Joint Economic Committee, Congress of the United States," 
86th Congress, 1st Sess., Ser. 3, pt. 4 at 119 (1959), 394; and Anne 
Bezanson, "Inflation and Controls, Pennsylvania, 1774-1779," The Journal 
of Economic History. VIII (supplement) (Spring, 1948), 1-20. 



Philadelphia County rose from the eighth to the fifth income cate

gory. Thus, the economic position of nonpacifist Quakers in Philadel

phia County underwent a dramatic ascent within a short span of time. 

Table 2 demonstrates slightly lower percentages of nonpacifists 

in the two highest income categories in Chester and Bucks counties than 

in Philadelphia County. No nonpacifist Friend in Chester County ap

peared in the highest income category, whereas two (2.57<>) appeared in 

the second highest category, and 22 (27.5%) in the third. No nonpaci

fist in Bucks County appeared in the first or second income categories, 

and only two (7.77.) appeared in the third. 

However, most of the nonpacifists in Chester and Bucks counties 

appeared in the same income categories as did most of the nonpacifists 

in Philadelphia County. Both counties, like Philadelphia, had a con

centration of nonpacifist Quaker taxpayers in the three middle income 

categories: 63 . 77. in Chester, 88.57. in Bucks. Furthermore, these two 

counties also had a small percentage of nonpacifists in the three low

est income categories: 6.37. in Chester, 3.87. in Bucks. Neither, like 

Philadelphia County, had any nonpacifists in the lowest income category, 

or, to put it another way, no nonpacifist Friend paid a head tax, a 

small tax of 18d paid by those holding no property, in these three 

counties in 1781. 

In the three highest income categories, the distribution of 

Philadelphia nonpacifist Quakers on the 1781 tax rolls is similar to 

that of Philadelphia Orthodox Quakers on the 1774 Tax List; 21.37> of 

the taxed nonpacifists in 1781 were in the three upper income 
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categories, compared to 21.67» of the taxed Orthodox Quakers in those 

three upper income categories in 1774. However, Philadelphia non-

pacifists on the 1781 Tax List had higher percentages in the three mid

dle income categories and lower percentages in the three lower income 

categories than did the Philadelphia Orthodox Quakers on the 1774 Tax 

List. Seventy-one per cent of the Philadelphia nonpacifists on the 

1781 Tax List were in the three middle income categories compared to 

39.7% of the Philadelphia Orthodox Friends who appeared in those three 

middle income categories in 1774, whereas only 7.77» of the Philadel

phia nonpacifists in 1781 were in the three lowest income categories 

compared to 38.77= of the Philadelphia Orthodox Quakers who appeared in 

the three lowest income categories in 1774. 

From the data given in Tables 1 and 2, one could hypothesize 

that the economic rise of nonpacifist Quakers was unusual and that it 

indicated singular economic ability solely among this group of 420 arms-

bearers. But in order to attain greater accuracy in determining the 

economic improvement of nonpacifists, the wealth of the armsbearers in 

1781 who appeared on the 1774 Tax List will be compared to the wealth 

of the Orthodox Quakers in 1781 who were on the 1774 tax rolls. It 

will then be possible to compare more explicitly the economic improve

ment of the nonpacifists and Orthodox Quakers in Philadelphia County be

tween 1774 and 1781. Table 3 permits such comparisons between these 

9 
two groups. This table , which employs the same nine categories 

9. The Provincial Tax List of 1774 for Philadelphia City and 
County; The Effective Supply Tax of 1781, Philadelphia. 



Table 3. Comparative Wealth: Philadelphia City and County Quakers and Nonpacifist 
Quakers Who Appeared on Both the 1774 and 1781 Tax Lists. 

Assessed Value 
of Real Property 

i 40110 and Above 

£• 3000 - 3,999,19,11 

fionn - 2,900,in,n 

S son . 999,11,11 

5: 100 - 199,19,11 

S 50 - 99,19,11 

5 20 - 19,19,11 

6 1 - 19,19,11 

Paid head tax 
' 18d.«Hs. 

m 

« W 

51 

Characterization 
(Based on comparative 
Analysis of enumerated 
property in the original 

Tax Rolls) 

First Highest Income 

Second Highest Income 

Third Highest Income 

Fourth Highest Income. 

Fifth Highest Income 

Sixth Highest Income 

Seventh Highest Income 

Eighth Highest Income 

Ninth Highest Income 

Quakers Nonpacifist Quakers 

Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative 
N LLT.be r NLLT.be r Percentage Percentage. Number Number Percentage Percental 

3 3 1.6% 1.655 2 2 2.6% 2.6% 

19 22 10.1% 12.0% 2 1 2.6% 5.2% 

35 57 19.156 31.1% 20 21 27.0% 32.2% 

13 100 23.5% 51.6% 15 
1 

39 20.2% 52.4% 

15 115 21.6% 79.2% 27 66 36.5% 88.9% 

23 108 12.6% SI. 8% 5 71 1.1% 93.3% 

IS 183 8.2% 100 % 3 74 6.7% 100 % 

0 183 0 % 100 % 0 ' 71 0 % 100 % 

0 " 183 0 % 100 % 0 . 74 0 % 100 % 
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as Table 2, indicates the estates of 74 Philadelphia County nonpaci-

fist Quakers and those estates of 183 Philadelphia County Orthodox 

Quakers who appeared on the 1781 Tax List, all of whom had been taxed 

in 1774. 

It is evident that Table 3 regarding nonpacifist Quakers cor

roborates Tables 1 and 2. Twenty-four (32.2%) of the 74 Philadelphia 

County nonpacifists on the 1781 Tax List were in the three upper in

come categories compared to only nine (97°) of the 100 Philadelphia 

County nonpacifists on the 1774 tax rolls, whereas 47 (61.17°) of the 

Philadelphia County nonpacifists in 1781 were in the three middle in

come categories compared to only 16 (167°) of the Philadelphia County 

nonpacifists in 1774, and only three (6.77°) of the Philadelphia County 

nonpacifists in 1781 were in the three lower income categories com

pared to a majority of 75 (757°) of the Philadelphia County nonpacifists 

in 1774. 

Table 3 shows that Orthodox Quakers also rose economically. 

Thirty-five (31.17°) of the 183 Philadelphia County Orthodox Quakers on 

the 1781 Tax List were in the three upper income categories compared 

to 21 (21.67.) of the 204 Philadelphia County Orthodox Quakers on the 

1774 Tax List; whereas 111 (60.77°) of the Philadelphia County Orthodox 

Quakers were in the three middle income categories in 1781 compared to 

81 (38,77°) of the Philadelphia County Orthodox Quakers in 1774, and 

only 15 (8.27°) of the Philadelphia County Orthodox Quakers in 1781 were 

in the three lower income categories compared to 79 (38.77°) of the 

Philadelphia County Orthodox Quakers in 1774. 
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Table 3 also indicates that these 183 Philadelphia Orthodox 

Quakers had virtually the same distribution of property in 1781, on a 

percentage basis, as did the 74 Philadelphia nonpacifist Friends, in

dicating comparable economic status; 31.17o of the 183 Orthodox Quakers 

were in the three upper income categories in 1781 compared to 32.27° of 

the 74 nonpacifists, whereas 60. TL of these Orthodox Friends were in 

the three middle income categories compared to 61.17- of the nonpacifists, 

and 8.2% of the Orthodox Quakers were in the three lower income cate

gories compared to 6.77« of the nonpacifist Friends. This apparent ma

terial improvement of Orthodox Friends, commensurate with that of non-

pacifist Quakers, undermines the hypothesis that the latter's economic 

rise was exceptional and that it indicated unusual economic acumen on 

the part of nonpacifists alone. 

Unless innate abilities are assumed, the cause of this improved 

economic condition is not clear. It may have been due to the general 

economic mobility of Pennsylvania society in the eighteenth century. 

Or the improvement may be only apparent: service in the militia by 

younger, poorer nonpacifist Quakers in 1781 could have left their older, 

and probably wealthier, comrades at home to be taxed. The wealth of 

all nonpacifist Friends would be thereby misrepresented if that 1781 

Tax List were employed. General economic mobility, however, appears 

unlikely; Gary B. Nash and James T. Lemon found in their study of 

Chester County that society became progressively differentiated and os

sified during the eighteenth century as fewer people came to control 

more of the wealth. Although this increasing differentiation might not 



rule out economic mobility,, it would have severely inhibited gross 

changes of status.^ Likewise, the hypothesis that younger, poorer 

nonpacifist Quakers might have been serving in the military while their 

older, probably wealthier, brethren were taxed is possibly invalid. 

The mean of the known ages of nonpacifist Frier.ds on military duty in 

1781 is no younger than those mean ages of nonpacifists who paid taxes 

that same year. Furthermore, militia muster rolls indicate that many 

nonpacifist Friends did not serve the entire year of 1781 and were 

11 
therefore not exempt from taxation. 

It still has not been determined whether nonpacifist Quakers 

had any economic motives for taking up arms. The vast majority of non-

pacifists apparently had very modest economic resources at the time of 

their respective disownments; almost two-thirds were disowned within 

four years after the 1774 Tax List appeared. Because most of these in

dividuals held little or no property, their decision to enlist was un

encumbered by fears of losing lands, houses, and businesses. In other 

words, they had nothing material to lose and may have had much to gain. 

As their low initial status and subsequent rapid economic improvement 

might indicate, if the nonpacifist Quakers considered their economic 

future in the Revolution, many may have seen the Revolution as a means 

. 10. Nash and Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth in Eighteenth-
Century America," 24. 

11. The mean age for those nonpacifists who served in the mili
tia in 1781 was 29.7, whereas the mean age for those nonpacifists who 
did not serve that year was 29.4. "Muster Rolls," Pennsylvania Archives, 
5th Series, V, 344-439; D.A.R. Patriot Index (Washington: Society of 
Daughters of the American Revolution, 1966), pp. 10-763. 



of economic advancement. A few positive indications of economic mo

tives are evident in meetings in the Philadelphia area, which reported 

that six nonpacifists had participated in the lucrative privateering 

ventures which characterized much of the Revolutionary warfare at sea 

(see Table 6 , p. 54). 

Although the vast majority of the 420 nonpacifist Quakers ap

peared to be in modest economic circumstances at the time of their re

spective disownments, some wealthy Friends might also have seen the 

Revolution as a means of protecting or augmenting their estates. Five 

nonpacifist merchants in Philadelphia, for example, took advantage of 

the military situation to supply the Continental Army and Pennsylvania 

Militia with war materials. Such prominent wholesale merchants in 

12 
Philadelphia as Thomas Mifflin and Joseph Wharton, Jr., unhesitat

ingly involved themselves in warlike activity at the outset of the con

flict, perhaps indicating their lack of concern for the teachings of 

their religion as well as a desire for economic gain. In general, how

ever, the best economic prospect for the wealthy appeared to be the 

status quo, not revolution. Despite frequent complaints by Philadel

phia merchants of "hard times," trans-Atlantic commerce became lucra

tive again by 1774 after a slump in the early 1770's. In fact, only 

the dry-goods merchants appeared to suffer from a prolonged depression. 

It is true that the Philadelphia merchants did not approve of British 

12. Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XIX, 55, 71, 87, 95, 
119, 163, 175, 177, 191, 199, 211, 227, 253,'317, 337, 357, 372, 384; 
XXII, 114, 124, 128, 161, 168; XXIII, 228, 287, 304, 378, 388, 445, 
451, 527, 533; Joseph Wharton, Ledger Book, 1775-1783, Wharton MSS, 
Historical Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa. 



policies after 1763. They disliked the economic effects of the Revenue 

Acts, the Stamp Act, the Tea Act, the Intolerable Acts, and like most 

„of .their fellov; Americans, they disliked the constitutional implica

tions of such laws that taxed them without their consent. However, 

their natural conservatism led them to avoid violent ways of protest 

against acts which they disliked as much as anyone else, and their 

economic interest dictated the maintenance of close commercial ties 

with the mother country. The pre-Revolutionary period, therefore, saw 

most Philadelphia merchants trying to walk gingerly on a thin line be

tween abject submission to British policies which they considered un

wise and unjust and support of measures which they feared could lead 

13 
to bloodshed, separation from the mother country, and eventual ruin. 

Most Quakers, then, probably saw the Revolution as a threat to 

their estates. Therefore, the relatively high economic position of 

most Friends in 1774 might well havo reinforced their decision to main

tain their pacifist behavior, their neutrality in the incipient con-

14 
flict, and their membership in the Society of Friends. On the other 

hand, the fact that most nonpacifist Friends, regardless of their 

economic background, joined the rebel forces with such alacrity (over 

13. Wharton, Ledger Book, 1775-1783; Colonial Records of Penn-
sylvania, XI, 767; Arthur Jensen, Maritime Commerce of Colonial Phila
delphia (Madison: Univ. of Wisconsin Press, 1963), pp. 114, 218-219. 

14. During the Revolution, additional pressure was brought to 
bear on Quakers from within the Society to maintain their pacifism. 
The Philadelphia Yearly Meeting publicly condemned the bloodshed in 
December, 1776, and officially forbade its members to aid the patriot 
cause in any way. Philadelphia Yearly Meeting Minutes, III, 349, as 
cited in Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," pp. 116-118, 



half by 1776, almost two-thirds by 1777 as shown in Table 14 , p .  95) 

might indicate their heedlessness of economic matters rather than their 

concern. A further assessment of economic as well as social motives 

for nonpacifism might be possible with a study of their occupations. 

The occupations of nonpacifist Quakers may also have had some 

bearing on their armsbearing decisions. If they lacked social status 

because they followed humble occupations, they may have desired to ad

vance their social status by joining the Revolution. Table 4 is de

signed to reveal the known occupations of nonpacifist Friends (also see 

p. 36 for Figure l). 

Table 4 lists in alphabetical order 58 occupations of non-

pacifist Quakers in Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks counties. The 

number of known individuals is given in each category within the three 

counties, with totals at the bottom of the figure. The total number 

of known occupations for Philadelphia County is 144, representing 74.27» 

of all nonpacifist Quakers in that county. The total number of occu

pations for Chester County is higher, 162, representing 95.37= of all 

nonpacifists there. Bucks County has the fewest and lowest percentage 

of known occupations with only 25 (44.6%) of all nonpacifist re

corded.''"^ 

15. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Philadelphia (1771-1777, 1777— 
1781, 1782-1789); Philadelphia, N.D. (1774-1781, 1782-1789); Phila
delphia, S.D. (1772-1780, 1781-1793); P. P. Prime, Alphabetical List 
of Craftsmen in Philadelphia Directories, 1785-1800 (Philadelphia: 
American Philosophical Society, 1967); Dorothy C. Lapp, "Alphabetical 
List of Occupations in Chester County, 1699-1796," Chester County 
Historical Society, West Chester, Pa.; Shirley A. Martin, "Craftsmen 
of Bucks County, Pennsylvania, 1750-1800," (unpublished M.A. Thesis, 
Univ. of Delaware, 1956); Court Records, Wills: Chester County 
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Table 4. Occupations of Nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia, Chester, and 
Bucks Counties. 

Occupations Philadelphia Cheater Bucka Philadelphia Cheater Bucka 

Apothecary 1 0 0 Ironmonger 1 0 0 

Attoroey-at-law 1 0 0 Jobber 1 0 

Barknlller 1 0 Jotner S 0 0 

Blacult Baker 1 0 0 Lapidary 1 0 0 

Blackaalth 9 10 0 Lineburner 1 0 

Bladealller 1 0 to a on 3 0 

loatbullder 7 0 0 HastMkar 1 0 0 

•raatfoundcr 1 0 0 Meal Dealer 3 0 

•raster 1 0 0 Merchant 12 7 0 

Brewer 1 <1 0 Mill Velghter 6 0 

Bricklayer H 0 0 Painter 3 0 0 

Cabinet Maker H 0 0 • Papermaker l 1 0 

Cake Baker I 0 0 Printer 2 0 0 

Carpenter 9 1 Sadler 1 0 ' 0 

Chair Maker 6 1 0 Sallmaker 1 0 0 

Clock Maker 1 3 Savniller 13 0 

Coechnaker 1 0 0 Shalloper 1 0 

Cooper 10 2 0 Shipbuilder 1 0 0 

Cordvalner s * 0 Shipwright • 0 0 

raiwr 1 <0 18 Shoemaker 6 0 

Terrier 0 1 0 tailor a 2 2 

riourwUIer 0 2 0 Tanner i 1 0 

fuller 0 1 0 Tavern Keeper l 7 0 

Clailer 0 1 0 Teacher l 0 0 

Crletnlller 0 12 0 Tabacconlat l 0 0 

Grocer 3 0 0 Turner 2 0 0 

CunaaUth I 0 0 Watchmaker 1 0 0 

Matter • 0 0 Weaver 1 0 1 

Mouee Carpenter 20 0 0 Wool I Cotton Card Maker 1 

1HM 
0 

162 

0 

25 
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The first thing that one notices in this table is the great 

variety of professions and trades practiced by the nonpacifist Quakers 

residing in the large city of Philadelphia. The major occupation among 

nonpacifist Friends in this county was that of house carpenter, with 

16 
20. Merchants had the second most numerous occupation, with 12. A 

significant number of nonpacifists in Philadelphia County (18) were 

17 
also involved in the ship and boatbuilding industry. Ten nonpaci

fists were coopers (barrelmakers). Fewer were artisans or professional 

men. 

The larger number of farmers in Chester and Bucks counties, 

compared to Philadelphia County which had only one, and the more re

stricted variety of occupations demonstrate the predominantly agrarian 

nature of these two counties. Farmers held 48 of the 162 nonpacifist 

occupations in Chester County, with an additional 12 holding sufficient 

18 
property to qualify as wealthy farmers. Thirty-seven nonpacifists 

Courthouse, W. Chester, Pa.; Delaware County Courthouse, Media, Pa.; 
Bucks County Courthouse, Doylestown, Pa. Dates of nonpacifist occupa
tions were recorded in wills between 1790 and 1830, in all other sources 
between 1768 and 1790. 

16. The total number of carpenters and joiners, excluding 
those in the shipbuilding trade, was 34. 

17. Those included in the ship and boatbuilding industries 
were: seven boatbuilders, one mastmaker, one sailmaker, one ship
builder, and eight shipwrights. 

18. The number of wealthy farmers is arbitrarily determined 
from the study of properties held by these individuals as shown on the 
original tax rolls of 1774 and 1781. Wealthy farmers were generally 
those individuals who held 200 acres or more of good crop or pasture 
land, owned numerous horses and cattle, possessed a sizable country 
residence, owned one or more additional buildings, and usually em
ployed one or more servants. 
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were barkmillers, flourmillers, gristmillers, mealdealers, sawmillers, 

and millweighters (builders of mills or mill machinery), further re-

19 
vealing the rural character of that area. The remaining 65 nonpaci-

20 
fists were represented in various trades and professions. Bucks 

County had the lowest numbers and variety of recorded occupations. 

Aside from farming, which included 18 out of 25 known occupations for 

nonpacifist Friends, there was only one carpenter, three clockmakers, 

two tailors, and one weaver. 

Figure 1 presents a simplified grouping of occupations in order 

to compare and assess more easily occupations of nonpacifist Quakers in 

the three counties. This bar graph shows four major occupational cate

gories for each of the three counties, with the number of nonpacifists 

within each major occupational category and that category's percentage 

cf the total known occupations within each county. 

The first category in Figure 1 illustrates the importance of 

farming among nonpacifist Friends in Chester County, its overwhelming 

predominance in Bucks County, and the relative unimportance of that 

19. Since Chester County was second only to Lancaster County 
in grain production, flour and gristmillers must have done a brisk 
business. Nash and Lemon, "The Distribution of Wealth in the Eight
eenth Century," 7. 

20. These 65 nonpacifists held the following occupations: ten 
blacksmiths, one blademiller, four brewers, nine carpenters, one chair-
maker, one clockmaker, two coopers, four cordwainers (one who makes 
shoes and boots from cordovan), one ferrier, one fuller (shrinker of 
woolen cloth), one glazier (glass setter), one jobber (one who works by 
the job), one limeburner, three masons, seven merchants (situated in 
Chester, the county's only urban area), one papermaker, one shalloper 
(one who operates a small boat for Mre), six shoemakers, two tailors, 
one tanner, and seven tavernkeepers. 
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3 15 (10.3%) 

„ PROFESSIONAL 
4. MAN 

COUNTY 
I 1 PHILADELPHIA 
CZZ3 CHESTER 
V7777\ BUCKS 

6(3%) 
25 (15.4%) 

126 (86% 

' • ' I • i ! i I i—i i I i L 

20 40 60 80 
• NUMBER 

100 120 140 

Figure 1. Basic Occupational Categories of Nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia, Chester, 
and Bucks Counties. 



occupation among nonpacifists in Philadelphia County. Farmers comprised 

approximately 37% of all known occupations for those nonpacifists in 

Chester County and 72% for those in Bucks County but only .7% for the 

known occupations in Philadelphia County. 

Artisans, those who worked with their hands at some skill, on 

the other hand, made up the vast majority of known occupations among 

nonpacifist Friends in Philad'slphi£ County, with 86%., but they were a 

plurality in Chester County with 43.2%, and a minority in Bucks County, 

with 287<>. Merchants constituted a sizable minority (10.3%.) among non-

pacifist Quakers in Philadelphia County, 8 out of 15 of whom were " 

wholesale, operating on a large scale. They constituted a considerably 

smaller minority (4.3%.) in Chester County whei*e two of the county's 

seven merchants were large-scale wholesalers. There were no nonpacifist 

merchants in Bucks County. The title of "Professional Man" is purely 

an arbitrary designation to denote those who did not till the soil, 

toil with their own hands at a particular skill, or trade in merchan

dise. Such individuals, nevertheless, followed respected professions, 

requiring ability and experience, namely, attorneys-at-law, teachers, 

shipbuilders, brewers, apothecaries, and proprietors of inns or taverns. 

"Professional men" comprised only 3% of the known occupations in Phila

delphia County, and Bucks County had none at all, whereas Chester County 

had 15.4%.. 

It could be useful at this point to determine whether the pro

portions of nonpacifist artisans, merchants, "professional men," and 

farmers were natural or unnatural ones for each of the three counties. 



Dissatisfaction with an occupation that was possibly less useful or 

common and therefore less respected might make these nonpacifist arti

sans seek to raise their social status in non-Quaker society by joining 

the Revolution. Proportions of nonpacifist occupations representative 

of community distribution, however, suggest no correlation between oc

cupational balance in an area and dissatisfaction with the status quo. 

The proportions of nonpacifist artisans, merchants, "profes

sional men, 11 and farmers appear to be a natural one for Philadelphia 

County. A preponderance of nonpacifist artisans, with small percentages 

of merchants, "professional men," and a single farmer is consistent 

with the urban character of that county. The proportions of nonpaci

fist artisans, farmers, and "professional men" in Chester County, how

ever, appears to be unnatural. The predominantly agrarian character of 

that county would indicate a preponderance of farmers and only a small 

minority of artisans. Yet almost half of the nonpacifists in Chester 

County were artisans, whereas only slightly more than a third of the 

Quaker armsbearers in that county were farmers. The greater number of 

"professional men" in Chester County than in more urbanized Philadel

phia County appears to be an unnatural proportion as well, whereas the 

few merchants in Chester County, concentrated in the small city of 

Chester, appears to be the only natural proportion in that county. 

Bucks County, with its majority of nonpacifist farmers, minority of 

artisans, and absence of merchants and "professional men" appears to 

have a natural proportion of nonpacifist occupations. Because the only 

unnatural proportion of occupations held by nonpacifists was in Chester 
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County, there seems to be little correlation between "unnaturalness" of 

occupation in a locale and armsbearing. 

Table 4 and Figure 1 indicated that most nonpacifist Quakers were 

artisans and farmers, and a few were merchants and "professional men." 

It is impossible, however, to determine from these occupations alone 

whether these individuals enjoyed high or low economic status, since a 

person's occupation in eighteenth-century America was not an absolute 

indication of his income or economic status. An artisan, for example, 

could have enjoyed a lucrative business and a considerable reputation 

within his community. ' A merchant, on the other hand, might have pos

sessed little capital, conducted a small business, and remained ob

scure. A farmer might have been wealthy but lived in a fairly remote 

rural area and thus remained isolated and unknown to more densely popu

lated communities. Furthermore, many of these occupations were re

corded ten to fifteen years after the revolution, sufficient time for 

much economic mobility and alteration in social status to have occurred. 

However, the fact remains that almost all of the nonpacifists who ap

peared in the 1774 Tax List held little or no property. Therefore, 

such low incomes suggest that the apparently humble occupations of many 

nonpacifist Friends did indeed command no higher prestige in the eco

nomic world at the time of their respective disownments. Assuming that 

the bulk of these occupations were of a humble nature, it is possible 

to suggest that these nonpacifist Quakers may have been motivated to 
l 

bear arms in hope of improving their status within Revolutionary soci

ety. 

I 



Finally, it is doubtful that economic considerations presented 

an obstacle to armsbearing. It is true that economic disownment by 

one's family subsequent to religious disownment by one's Meeting was a 

distinct possibility in the eighteenth century. However, the fact that 

most of these nonpacifists were poor suggests that their families were 

poor as well. Therefore, they may have had nothing to fear in family 

disownment regarding economics. In fact, economic considerations may 

not have entered into the thinking of most nonpacifists at all. The ab

sence of property might have left them unencumbered with concern for 

protecting their estates since there were few to protect, and thus left 

them open to other influences. The possible influence of income and 

occupation on the nonpacifist decisions of these 420 armsbearers will 

be further evaluated in the study of their social background, when these 

and other possible motives will be reconsidered. 



CHAPTER III 

SOCIAL BACKGROUND OF NONPACJ.FIST QUAKERS, 
TROELTSCHIAN MOTIVES 

The study of the economic background of nonpacifist Quakers in

dicated that they generally lacked material wealth at the time of their 

disownments. The study also showed that most of the nonpacifists were 

artisans and farmers and only a few were merchants and "professional 

men." It is now appropriate to consider whether their social back

ground furnished motives for their nonpacifism. This chapter will in

clude those aspects of social life which are common to Ernst Troeltsch's 

church-sect archetypes. 

Examination of the social background of nonpacifist Friends is 

far more difficult than assessing their economic and occupational sta

tus, because of the imprecise nature of social status, which must fre

quently be implied from membership in a number of well-known institu

tions or associations. Since there was no Social Register in the 

Revolutionary Era, it is necessary to compile a list of most of the 

reputable political, military, literary, educational, humanitarian, 

financial, and economic organizations in Pennsylvania. Finding at 

least a fraction of nonpacifists among the memberships of such organi

zations might indicate that these militants had a general affinity for 

the secular community and suggest that nonpacifism was one aspect of 

this comprehensive affinity. Nonpacifists possibly were members of 

41 



important organizations, possibly indicating that they were prominent. 

Such prominence, in turn, would suggest that these militant Friends 

were leaders among the 420 nonpacifist Quakers. Evidence such as gen

eral affinity, prominence,and leadership might provide a better under

standing of the motivation of nonpacifist Quakers to bear arms. 

Table 5 illustrates the number of nonpacifist Friends in each 

organization and lists them by County and Monthly Meeting, with the 

totals at the bottom of the table. The first category, from l.cft to 

right, is that of elective and appointive political office, including 

sheriffs, county tax commissioners, members of the City Council of 

Philadelphia, members of the Revolutionary Council of Safety, members 

of the special committees appointed by that council, members of the 

Supreme Executive Council of Pennsylvania, members of the committee to 

draft the Pennsylvania Constitution, members of the Continental Congress 

and members of the National Constitutional Convention. The next cate

gory, judicial offices, extends from Attorney General down to county 

judgeships,^" all of them appointive offices. 

The third category, high military rank in the state militia and 

Continental service includes only commissions of lieutenant colonel and 

above in the army and captain and above in the navy. Since army colo

nels commanded regiments, the largest military units within the 

1. Political offices were found in three sources: Colonial 
Records of Pennsylvania, VIII-XVI; Pennsylvania Archives, 8th Series, 
IV, VI-VIII; Pennsylvania Gazette, 1774-1789 (Philadelphia), XIX-XXV. 



Table 5. Social Prominence I: Membership of Nonpacifist Quakers in Important 
Organizations, 1770-1790. 

fblftfcal Judicial NUittry Society oT Riilofophlol College of 

Monthly 

orriee 
r.irctiv* Appointive 

orrtc* Rank 
(Lt., Col. Naval 
Copt. A Above) 

Clnclnattl Society Philadelphia 
Student! Tru«t**a 
Treacher* Subscriber* 

Library 
Co. 

Robert 
Aitkcn Dr. Ruah 

ftmfylvanla 
Ho»plt*1 

Director 
of Bank of 

North America 

• 'Society for 
Encourtgrwn? of Manufacture* 

and Uarful Arts 

n>i!A<lrlpM» County n 21 s 11 IS 7 18 S t»S 17 2U 10 , 1 S 
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Continental Army, and naval captains commanded frigates, the largest 

vessels in the Continental Navy, it is assumed that only officers hav-

2 
ing such authority could command a high degree of social prestige. 

The Society of Cincinnati, whose members compromise the fourth 

category, was originally organized as "a military, benevolent, social 

and non-political order," on May 13, 1783, in the Hudson River Canton

ments near Newburg, New York. Formed from many of the remaining Con

tinental regiments stationed there at the close of the war, members of 

the Society tried unsuccessfully to convince their numerous critics 

that the Order was not an aristocracy but "a benevolent association to 

assist its indigent members who might be in distress, to keep alive old 

friendships and to further the aims and hopes of the founders of this 

country." The fact, however, that only officers could join the Society 

and that George Washington (the first presiding officer), Alexander 

Hamilton, and other influential, conservative political leaders were 

members, substantiated the accusations of its antagonists that the or

ganization was aristocratic. The Society was, in fact, an exclusive 

3 
organization of former officers of the Revolutionary War. 

The fifth category consists of members of the American Philo

sophical Society for Promoting Useful Knowledge. This organization, 

2. Colonial Records of Pennsylvania, VIII-XVI; Pennsylvania 
Archives, 8th Series, IV, VI-VIII; Roach, "The Pennsylvania Militia in 
1777," 161-230; Henry H. Adams et al.. The United States and World Sea 
Power (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1955), pp. 102-105. 

3. Bruce Metcalf, ed., Original Members and Other Officers 
Eligible to the Society of Cincinnati, 1783-1938 (Strasburg, Va.: 
Shenandoah Publishing House, Inc., 1938), pp. 126-310. 
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founded in 1743 by Benjamin Franklin, is the oldest learned society in 

the United States and claims to have "played an important role in the 

cultural life of the republic for nearly two centuries." Philosophy 

was an eighteenth-century synonym for knowledge, especially knowledge 

of a scientific nature. The Society's members were interested in 

"astronomy, natural history, geology, and archeology; in diseases and 

drugs; in better ways to build canals and windmills, grow silk, and 

calculate earthquakes." Several of the founders of the Republic be

longed to this organization. George Washington, John Adams, Alexander 

Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, Thomas Paine, Baron von Steuben, the Mar-

4 
quis de Lafayette, and James Wilson were elected to membership. 

Graduates, faculty members, and trustees of the College of 

Philadelphia comprise the sixth category. This college, the first in

stitution of higher learning in Pennsylvania, was founded in 1755 from 

the older Academy of Philadelphia and was, in turn, reorganized as the 

University of Pennsylvania in 1779. It received strong Anglican sup

port and strong Quaker opposition. 

4. "American Philosophical Society Library," The American 
Philosophical Society (Philadelphia, 1970). 

5. Tuition Book, 1751-1790, Dept. of Archives, University of 
Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa., Ill, 68; Committee of the Society of 
the Alumni, University of Pennsylvania, Biographical Catalogue of the 
Matriculates of the College, Together With a List of the Members of the 
Members of the College Faculty and the Trustees, Officers and Recipi
ents of Honorary Degrees, 1749-1893 (Philadelphia: Univ. of Pennsyl
vania Press, 1894), pp. xiv, xvi, xvii, xxi, 4, 6, 14; Thomas H. Mont
gomery , A History of the University of Pennsylvania From Its Foundation 
to A.D. 1770 (Philadelphia: George W. Jacobs and Co., 1900), pp. 43-45, 
118, 532-563; Tolles, Meeting House and Counting House, pp. 151, 229. 
Friends not only saw no need for higher education, but suspected that 
the movement which led to the college was a threat to their own politi
cal hegemony. Philadelphia Quakers did not feel a need for such an 
institution until the nineteenth century. 
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The next category relates to interest in literature. In 1771, 

Benjamin Franklin immodestly referred to his thirty-nine-year-old Li

brary Company of Philadelphia as "the mother of all the North American 

subscription libraries." Although the company was originally estab

lished by a group of youthful artisans and mechanics in order to further 

their literary knowledge, it soon attracted the affluent, eager to read 

the latest books. In fact, this ambitious literary undertaking was 

soon dominated by men of means, because the cost per share (the pur

chased certificate of membership) increased by half a pound each year. 

Two years before Franklin's comment, the Library Company absorbed its 

younger rival, the Union Company, to become the largest, as well as the 

oldest, literary organization of its kind in the colony.^ 

The eighth category consists of the names of several nonpaci-

7 
fists who were found in the extant account book of Robert Aitken. In 

1771, this thirty-six-year-old Scotch Presbyterian established his book

shop in Philadelphia, and for the next forty-one years ran one of the 

most famous printing, bookbinding, bookselling, and stationery estab

lishments in North America. He also distinguished himself in public 

affairs as an Assemblyman and as a member of the American Philosophical 

6. A Chronological List of the Names of Members of the Library 
Company of Philadelphia; From Its First Formation to the Present Time 
(Philadelphia: The Library Company, 1869), pp. 1-674; Edward V. Lambur-
ton, "Colonial Libraries of Pennsylvania," Pennsylvania Magazine of 
History and Biography. XLIII (March, 1918), 193-194; Tolles, Meeting 
House and Counting House, p. 155. 

7. Robert Aitken, List of Customers. Ledgers _B (1752-1776), £ 
(1776-1789), and _D (1789-1801), American Philosophical Society Records 
The American Philosophical Society, Philadelphia, Pa.; Willman and 
Carole Spawn, "R. Aitken, Colonial Printer of Philadelphia," Graphic 
Arts Review. I (Jan.-Feb., 1961), 1-4. 
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Society, and for almost 200 years has been respected as the printer of 

America's first Bible in English, the "Aitken Bible" of 1782. 

Dr. Benjamin Rush was as well known in the field of medicine as 

Robert Aitken was in the field of literature. Rush, a competent prac

titioner of medicine, has been called the father of American psychiatry 

and made valuable contributions in medical research. He also persist

ently identified himself with the Revolutionary cause. His patients, 

who are recorded in his Ledger Books, were persons prominent in the so

cial and political life of Pennsylvania, some of whom were his personal 

g 
friends as well. Some nonpacifist Friends appear in these Ledgers and 

9 
are recorded in Category 9. 

The Pennsylvania Hospital, "the first general hospital in the 

colonies," was founded by Quaker doctors and merchants in 1751. Many 

well-known citizens of Pennsylvania were on the annual list of contrib

utors during the Revolutionary Era, and those nonpacifists who so ap

peared comprise Category 10.^ 

8. The scientist David Rittenhouse, for example. 

9. Dr. Benjamin Rush, Ledger Books A (1769-1783), j} (1779— 
1789), C_ (1783-1795), Manuscript Dept., Historical Society of Pennsyl
vania, Philadelphia, Pa. For the contributions of Dr. Rush to American 
Society, see: Harry G. Good, Benjamin Rush and His Services to American 
Education (Berner, Ind.: Wilson, Rawlins, and Co., 1918); Nathan G. 
Goodman, Benjamin Rush (Philadelphia: J. P. Lippincott, 1934); Winthrop 
and Frances Nelson, Verdict for the Doctor, the Case of Benjamin Rush 
(New York: Harper and Row, 1958). 

10. Tolles, Meeting House and Counting House, pp. 228-229; 
Pennsylvania Archives. Votes of the Assembly, VIII, 6926-6927, 7070-
7071; Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XXIV, 153; Cope, Genealogy 
of the Lewis Family of Philadelphia, Cope Collection, Historical Society 
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa., LI. 
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A few nonpacifist Friends became involved in important finan

cial and manufacturing concerns. A nonpacifist Quaker, for example, 

was Director of the Bank of North America (Category 11), one of the 

first banks chartered in Pennsylvania during the Revolution. It is 

still in business. This conservative institution became the bulwark of 

Federalist power in the Keystone State.^ Several nonpacifist Quakers 

invested in "The Society for the Encouragement of Manufactures and Use

ful Arts" (Category 12), the first joint stock company for textile 

manufacturing in North America. Founded in 1775, this company is said 

12 
to have initiated a rapid advance in American textile manufacturing. 

The premise of this discussion is that membership in one or 

more of these organizations reveals some degree of social prominence. 

Figure 2 presents nonpacifists holding one or more positions, in the 

simplified form of a bar graph and, to permit comparisons, includes the 

total number of nonpacifist Quakers disowned in each of the three coun

ties. Figure 3 , another bar graph, also compares the total number of 

nonpacifist Friends in each of Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks counties 

11. Originally chartered by the Continental Congress on May 
26, 1781, the Bank of North America was actually a prototype of the 
First Bank of the United States. In the following year, the Bank was 
granted a charter by the State of Pennsylvania and ceased to function 
as a national institution. Mathew S. Clarke and David A. Hall, Legis
lature and Documentary History of the Bank of the United States. In
cluding the Original Bank of North America (Washington: Gales and Sea-
ton, 1832), pp. 10, 25; Cope, Lewis Family Genealogy, Cope Collection, 
LI. 

12. Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XXIV, 437; Paul A. 
Wallace, Pennsylvania, Seed of a Nation (New York: Random House, 1962), 
p. 199; Sylvester K. Stevens, Pennsylvania, the Birthplace of a Nation 
(New York: Random House, 1964), p. 1. 
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with the total number of nonpacifists within each county who held mem-

13 
berships in the organizations surveyed. 

An examination of Table 5 and Figure 2 reveals that nonpacifist 

Quakers in Philadelphia County held 200 (74.97«) of the total of 267 

positions held by nonpacifist Quakers in all three counties, and a 

study of Figure 2 shows that of the total of 171 nonpacifists who held 

one or more positions, 112 (65.57.) were from Philadelphia County. 

Philadelphia Monthly Meeting had the highest number of positions with 

104. Thus, 112 (57. 77°) of the 194 nonpacifists in Philadelphia County 

held positions, 55 (28.47°) of whom came from Philadelphia Monthly Meet

ing alone, which might be expected because the membership of that Meet

ing comprised over half of the total membership of Philadelphia 

14 
County. More significantly, 25 of the 28 nonpacifists in all three 

counties who held two or more positions came from Philadelphia County. 

Table 5 and Figure 2 show that nonpacifist Friends in Chester County 

held far fewer positions (55) than nonpacifists in Philadelphia County. 

The 51 individuals in Chester County who held positions comprised only 

307o of the 170 nonpacifist Quakers in that county. However, the same 

13. Monthly Meeting Minutes: (Philadelphia County) Abington (1774-
1782, 1782-1797), Gwynedd (1767-1779, 1779-1786), Philadelphia (1771-
1777, 1777-1781, 1782-1789), Philadelphia, N.D. (1772-1781, 1782-1789), 
Philadelphia, S.D. (1772-1780, 1781-1793); (Chester County) Bradford 
(1765-1781, 1781-1788), Chester (1745-1778, 1778-1802), Concord (1757-
1776, 1777-1795), Darby (1763-1783), Goshen (1766-1787), Kennet (1739-
1791), New Garden (1768-1778, 1779-1790), Nottingham (1766-1778, 1778-
1792), Radnor (1772-1782, 1782-1784), Uwchlan (1763-1776, 1776-1795); 
(Bucks County) Buckingham (1763-1792), Falls (1767-1788), Middletown 
(1754-1801), Richland (1767-1786), Wrightstown (1734-1788). 

14. Ibid.; Marietta, "A Note on Quaker Membership," pp. 43-44. 
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urban concentration prevailed in Chester County as in Philadelphia 

County. Chester County's greatest concentration of nonpacifist Quakers 

in social positions, 18, came from Radnor Meeting, situated in a Phila

delphia suburb. Chester Meeting, located in the county's only sizable 

urban area, included the second greatest number of positions, 13. 

Eight positions were held by nonpacifist Quakers coming from Darby 

Meeting, in a township near Chester. These areas also contained the 

greatest number of nonpacifists (see Figure 9, p. 88). 

Finally, Table 5 and Figure 2 show Bucks County with the few

est positions of the three counties, 12, which were held by eight non-

pacifist Quakers. These eight holders of positions represented only 

14.3% of the 56 nonpacifist Quakers disowned in Bucks County, the low

est percentage of nonpacifists to hold positions of the three counties. 

Most of these positions were of a political nature. The greatest single 

concentration of positions was among those disowned from the Buckingham 

Meetings, situated in central Bucks County, relatively far from any 

large urban area. This Meeting disowned only nine members for bearing 

arms. In fact, most of the positions in Bucks County were held by non-

pacifists living in rural areas, a factor differentiating this county 

from the other counties, where the prominent nonpacifist Quakers were 

concentrated in urban areas. The fact that most of the positions were 

held by a few influential families living in remote areas may explain 

this exceptional distribution of prominent nonpacifist Friends in Bucks 

County. 
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Table 5 and Figures 2 and 3 have shown that 171 out of the 420 

(40.7%) nonpacifist Quakers in Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks coun

ties held 267 positions in secular society which gave them varying de

grees of social prominence and indicated their affinity for that 

society. Such affinity for the secular community would suggest that non-

pacifism was one aspect of their overall interest in the profane world. 

Another way of determining the nonpacifists' affinity for non-

Quaker society would be to reveal their dissatisfaction for Quaker so

ciety. Such dissatisfaction is partly evident in the nonpacifists' 

acceptance of Quaker beliefs or the rejection of them. Such acceptance 

or rejection of Quaker beliefs, in turn, can be ascertained by discov

ering whether nonpacifist Quakers committed offenses in addition to 

armsbearing and, if so, examining the nature of these offenses. That 

some nonpacifist Friends committed offenses other than armsbearing im

plies a rejection of Quaker beliefs in addition to nonpacifism, and 

alienation from the sect. Offenses such as marriage to non-Quakers or 

such aggressive behavior as fistfighting perhaps underscore such rejec

tion and alienation. Conversely, from no or few multiple offenses, one 

may infer that nonpacifist Quakers were at least satisfied with their 

religious affiliation and that the Revolution positively appealed to 

them in a degree that overbore their satisfaction with their religion. 

Table 6 and Figure 4 show the multiple offenses (offenses in 

addition to armsbearing) of nonpacifist Quakers and the number of in-

15 
dividuals who committed them. Table 6 shows 23 multiple offenses 

15. Monthly Meeting Minutes, see p. 51, n. 13. 
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Table 6. Attitudes of Nonpacifist Quakers: Disownments of Nonpacifist 
Quakers Committing Multiple Offenses. 
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Nonpacifists. 



arranged horizontally from "improper marriage" on the left to "acting 

as musician in military" on the right. At the far right, the number of 

multiple offenses is given by Monthly Meeting and county, with a total 

at the bottom. The number of nonpacifists who committed these addi

tional offenses and the total number of disownments for armsbearing is 

given in the same manner. Monthly Meeting, county, and overall totals 

are given vertically for each of the 23 offenses. 

From the offenses described in Table 6 , one may determine the 

ethical scrupulousness, disinterestedness, or dissoluteness among the 

nonpacifist Friends who committed them. The greatest single offense, 

for example, was "neglecting meeting attendance," an offense committed 

16 
by few Orthodox Quakers. This offense comprised 41 (26.5%) of the 

155 multiple offenses, and all but one of these offenders were located 

in Philadelphia and Chester counties. The second most numerous offense 

was "undergoing or assisting in an improper marriage," including marri

age without parents' consent, marriage to a non-Friend, or marriage 

with the assistance of a minister. Thirty-nine out of 155 offenses 

(25.2%) were of this nature. These two types of offenses combined ac

counted for over half (51.7%) of all multiple offenses, and repeated 

instances occurred in the three counties. The remaining number of 

multiple offenses were committed by smaller numbers of nonpacifist 

Quakers. 

16. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution, p. 351. 
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Obviously all of these 23 types of offenses demonstrated vary

ing degrees of disinterest in the ethics of the Society of Friends,and 

were all considered evidence of moral laxity from an Orthodox point of 

view. But from the perspective of an outsider, they appear to indicate 

interest in the non-Quaker community and disinterest in the beliefs of 

their religion, an attempt to make an accommodation with the outside 

world and adjust to its pressures, a desire for material or monetary 

gain, with only a few offenses which violated civil law and the secular 

standards of personal behavior and thereby indicated a commonly acknow

ledged moral dissoluteness. 

Offenses revealing the influence of the non-Quaker community 

and indifference to the beliefs of Quakerism might include: "improper 

marriage," "neglecting meeting attendance," "visiting another religious 

society," "frequenting taverns," being "lukewarm to the Quaker religion," 

"gaming (gambling), horseracing," "attending a stageplay," "declining to 

give Friends opportunity" (to convince him of his wrongdoing), "fancy 

dress," "removing without a certificate," and "acting as musician in 

military." These offenses accounted for 91 (58.7%) of the 155 multiple 

offenses. 

Attempting to make an accommodation with the outside world and 

adjusting to its pressures might include: "taking a Test Oath or Af

firmation," "paying a fine for not taking a Test," and "acting as a 

government agent or representative." These offenses accounted for only 

thirteen (8.4%) of the total multiple offenses. A desire for material 

or monetary gain might include "privateering" and "purchased effects 
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taken by decrees," accounting for a mere seven (4.5%) of the total mul

tiple offenses. Lastly, what non-Quakers as well as Quakers might re

gard as moral dissoluteness might include: "drinking to excess," "dis

orderly conduct," "keeping bad company," being a "runaway apprentice," 

"fornication," "neglecting business," and "disobeying parents," ac

counting for 41 (26.5%) of all multiple offenses. 

In short, all of these multiple offenses shown in Table 6 in

dicated disinterest by some nonpacifist Quakers in many other facets of 

their own religion and ethics. However, since only 22.l7o of all non-

pacifist Friends committed offenses in addition to armsbearing, the 

vast majority of nonpacifists were definitely not dissolute. The small 

number of nonpacifist Quakers who committed offenses other than bearing 

arms is clearly shown in Figure 4 , which indicates the number of multi

ple offenses in each Monthly Meeting. Furthermore, the fact that 77.97» 

of all nonpacifist Friends were disowned solely for armsbearing, and 

that none of the nonpacifists were guilty of past delinquencies, tends 

to strengthen the contention that these individuals were motivated pri

marily by something other than a discontent with Quakerism or impatience 

with the life that the Quaker community imposed upon its members. 

It may still be possible to determine the degree of conviction 

that nonpacifist Friends had about Orthodox Quakerism by discovering 

how many of them were reinstated to membership in the Society. If non-

pacifists had strong convictions about Quakerism, they may have been 

deeply committed to their sect and may have taken up arms only in a 

moment of temporary impulsiveness. Upon later regretting their 



military deviations, they may have desired to return to their foi-mer 

Orthodox communities. Reinstatements to membership were always possi

ble since the Society permitted disowned Friends to return voluntarily 

upon publicly renouncing their deviant actions. A high number of non-

pacifist reinstatements to Meetings might indicate such contrition 

among military offenders. A low number of reinstatements, however, 

might indicate a lack of conviction about Quaker beliefs, permanent 

alienation from the Orthodox community, and a sturdy belief in the 

patriot cause. 

Table 7 shows the number and percentage of nonpacifists re

instated by Monthly Meeting and county.^ Obviously, few nonpacifist 

Friends were ever reinstated. Out of the total of 420, only 31 (7.4%) 

eventually returned to their respective meetings. No meeting had more 

than 29% of its military deviants repent their martial actions; more

over, eight of the twenty meetings liad no reinstatements of nonpaci

fists whatever. Evidently, most nonpacifist Quakers had strong secular 

motives, perhaps patriotic sentiments, which determined their martial 

actions. 

One final means is possible in order to determine whether non-

pacifist Friends held any Quaker beliefs other than pacifism, or re

vealed any desire to be a part of a Quaker community after disownments. 

There was an opportunity for such nonpacifist Quakers to join a religion 

in Philadelphia which bore some resemblance to the Society of Friends. 

In February, 1781, three disowned Friends, Samuel Wetherill, Jr., 

17. Ibid. 
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Table 7. Disovmments and Reinstatements of Nonpacifist Quakers. 

Monthly Number of Number of Percentage of 
Meeting Disownments Reinstatements Reinstatements 

Philadelphia County 194 10 8.556 

Abington 20 2 10 56 

Gwynedd 10 1 10 % 

Philadelphia 69 7 10.2% 

Philadelphia N. D. 50 4 8 % 

Philadelphia S. D. 45 2 4.4J6 

Chester County 170 14 8.2% 

Bradford 6 0 0 % 

Chester 28 6 21.4% 

Concord 26 2 7.755 

Darby 26 0 0  %  

Coshen 1M 2 11.3% 

Kennet 7 2 28.6% 

New Garden b 0 0 % 

Nottingham 17 1 5.956 

Radnor 36 0 0 « 

Uwehlan M 1 2.556 

Bucks County 56 1 1.856 

Buckingham 9 1 11.156 

Falls 19 0 0 % 

Middletown 16 0 • 0 56 

Richland 3 0 0 % 

Wrightstown 9 0 0 % 

Total 420 31 7.456 
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Timothy Matlack, and Christopher Marshall, Jr., founded a new denomina-

18 
tion called the Free Quakers. The Free Quaker Meeting differed sig

nificantly from the Orthodox Meetings. There was no written credo, 

offenses in marriage matters were abolished, no provision was made for 

disownments of any kind, where differences between Free Quakers oc

curred, appeals could be made to civil, courts, although this Meeting 

still encouraged the settlement of disputes in private, if possible, 

and most significantly, members were urged to participate in the coun

try's civil affairs and military defense. Only the meetings for 

worship and business were to be conducted in the same manner as the 

Orthodox Quaker Meetings. The Free Quakers so differed from the 

18. Matlack had been disowned by the Philadelphia Monthly Meeting 
in 1765 for failxire to r.cet hie business obligations. During the "evo
lution, he held the rank of colonel in the Continental Army and was 
secretary of the Executive Council of Pennsylvania. Samuel Wetherill, 
Jr., the leading minister and clerk of the new Meeting, was disowned by 
the same Monthly Meeting fourteen years later for taking the affirma
tion of allegiance to the new State Government. Just before the con
flict began, he and Christopher Marshall had established the province's 
first weaving factory. Christopher Marshall, a member of the Committee 
of Safety, had been disowned by the same Meeting in 1776. Two nonpaci-
fist Quakers, Clement Biddle and William Crispin, actually became im
portant members of the Free Quaker Meeting. Clement Biddle had been 
Commissary General of Forage under General Mifflin, while William Cris
pin was Commissary in Washington's army. Both men had been disowned by 
the Philadelphia Monthly Meeting in 1776. Monthly Meeting Minutes: 
Philadelphia (1765, 1776-1779); Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revo
lution," pp. 269-270; Wetherill, History of the Free Quakers, pp. 15-
16, 18-19; see also Asa M. Stackhouse, Col. Timothy Matlack. Patriot 
and Soldier (Haddonfield, N.J.: New Jersey Historical Society,1910), 
pp. 9-15; Miriam Hussey, From Merchants to Colour, Five Generations of 
Samuel Wetherill's White Lead Business (Philadelphia: Univ. of Pennsyl
vania Press, 1936), pp. 1-11; William Duane, Jr., ed., Extracts From 
the Diary of Christopher Marshall Kept in Philadelphia and Lancaster 
During the American Revolution, 1774-1781, 3 volumes (Albany: Joel 
Munsell, 1877). 



Orthodox Society in ethics and practices that they might hardly be con

sidered Quakers at all. Yet, the new religion may have retained 

enough Quaker beliefs and the Free Quaker Community may have been ap-

19 
pealing enough to attract some nonpacifist Quakers. 

By 1800,'there were well over 100 members in the Free Quaker 

Meeting in Philadelphia, and other Meetings had sprung up in other 

states. Thirty-five of these Quakers had been disowned by the three 

Orthodox City Meetings, 13 by Meetings in Chester County, 16 by Meet

ings in Bucks County, and one member had been expelled from the Burl

ington Monthly Meeting in New Jersey. The Free Quaker group in Phila

delphia never expanded beyond its small meeting house at 4th and Arch 

Streets and had begun to decline two decades after its founding. Its 

20 
regular meetings ceased after 1830, 

Figures 5 and .6 indicate how many nonpacifist Quakers joined 

the Free Quaker Meeting in Philadelphia. Figure 5 reiterates, in the 

form of a bar graph, the number of disownments and reinstatements by 

Monthly Meeting and county, but also contrasts these figures with the 

number who joined the Free Quakers. One can readily see that few non-

pacifist Friends ever joined the new Meeting. Only 37 nonpacifists 

19. Free Quaker Records, American Philosophical Society 
Records, The American Philosophical Society, Philadelphia, Pa.; Mekeel, 
"Quakers in the American Revolution, pp. 272-273; Wetherill, History 
of the Free Quakers, pp. 26-30. 

20. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," p. 274. 
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joined altogether, 26 of whom came from the three Orthodox City Meet-

21 
ings in Philadelphia County. 

Figure 6 compares the number of nonpacifist Friends in the 

Free Quaker Meeting with that Meeting's total membership. The solid 

line shows the total Free Quaker membership between 1781 and 1790, and 

the dotted line indicates the number, with percentages, of nonpacifist 

Quaker membership over the same decade. It is apparent that the non-

pacifist Friends never comprised more than a fraction of the total 

Meeting, and increased only gradually during those ten years, while the 

total membership climbed rapidly. In short, few nonpacifist Quakers 

showed any interest in joining the Free Quaker Meeting and comprised 

22 • 
only a minor part of its total membership. It is obvious that what

ever religious convictions that the majority of nonpacifist Friends may 

have had, these armsbearers apparently were not sufficiently Quaker to 

cause the nonpacifists to renew their memberships in Orthodox Meetings. 

Nor were they attracted to the greatly adulterated Quakerism of the 

Free Quaker group. 

As previously indicated, nonpacifist membership in reputable 

non-Quaker organizations revealed a possible affinity for secular soci

ety and suggested that these nonpacifist Quakers were prominent. Such 

21. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Philadelphia (1783). Free Quaker 
Records; Owen Biddle, a prominent nonpacifist Friend and Free Quaker, 
was reinstated by the Philadelphia Monthly Meeting on May 30, 1783. 

22. The Free Quakers included only a small portion of those 
Quakers who had been expelled from Orthodox Meetings. They were joined 
in the new Meeting by a number of non-Quakers who lacked any religious 
persuasion but who were attracted by the new expression of Quaker ide
ology. Mekeel, "Quakers in the American Revolution," p. 271. 
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membership may also reveal a nonpacifist leadership. Because social 

prominence is an indication of influence, one could postulate that at 

least some of these 171 nonpacifists were leaders. One could also as

sume that the more positions held by each nonpacifist Quaker, the more 

social prominence those individuals might possess, and consequently the 

greater likelihood that they were leaders. In other words, the concen

tration of positions among a limited number of nonpacifists may indi

cate their leadership. 

As stated earlier, twenty-eight nonpacifist Friends from Phil

adelphia, Chester, and Bucks counties held two or more positions, re

flecting their diverse interests and possible influence as well as their 

social importance. There is some evidence to indicate that these twenty-

eight nonpacifist Quakers may have exercised a charismatic leadership. 

The mean date of the memberships of these twenty-eight nonpacifists in 

prominent organizations is 1773, indicating their possible influence on 

other Quakers at the beginning of the Revolution, as well as their af

finity for secular society prior to their disownment. Furthermore, 

twenty-seven of these twenty-eight nonpacifists were disowned during 

the first two years of the fighting, and came from Meetings that had 

high concentrations of disowned armsbearers (Philadelphia; Philadel

phia, N. D.; Philadelphia, S. D.; Darby; and Radnor), whi.ch suggests 

that they may have induced lesser known Quakers to follow their example 

23 
and take up arms. 

23. The twenty-eight nonpacifists who held two or more posi
tions were: Moses Bartram, Clement Biddle, Owen Biddle, James Cannon, 
William Crispin, David Evans, Jacob Garriques, Joseph Howell, Samuel 
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Besides noting membership in various organizations, another 

means exists to measure the involvement of nonpacifist Quakers in secu

lar society. Such nonpacifist involvement can be measured by commer

cial and political advertising. In the eighteenth century, as in the 

twentieth, advertising increased the conspicuousness of merchants and 

politicians. Frequent advertisements in a popular newspaper, for ex

ample, may have increased the Pennsylvania consumers' knowledge of a 

merchant's goods, and may have increased his sales as a result. A 

politician's frequent soliciting for votes was at least intended to 

heighten public recognition of him and gain his election to office. 

Table 8 and Figure 7 relate to advertising taken from the Penn-

24 
sylvania Gazette. the leading weekly newspaper in colonial and 

Howell, Richard Humphries, John Lacey, Jr., Mordecai Lewis, John Lukens, 
Jesse Maris, Jonathon Mifflin, Jr., Thomas Mifflin, William Moore, 
Anthony Morris, Jr., Anthony G. Morris, Thomas Morris, Jr., David Pan-
coast, Joseph Wetherill, Richard Wells, James Wharton, John Wharton, 
Joseph Wharton, Jr., Enion Williams, Joel Zane. 

Only 3 of these nonpacifists lived outside Philadelphia County, 
David Evans, Richard Wells (both from Chester County), and John Lacey, 
Jr. (from Bucks County). 

The average year of their memberships in prominent organiza
tions was 1773, whereas the average year of memberships in organiza
tions for all 171 nonpacifists was 1774. Monthly Meeting Minutes: 
(Philadelphia County) Philadelphia (1771-1777, 1777-1-781, 1782-1789); 
Philadelphia, N.D. (1772-1781, 1782-1789; Philadelphia, S.D. (1772-
1780, 1781-1792); (Chester County) Darby (1763-1783), Radnor (1772— 
1782, 1782-1784). 

24. The Pennsylvania Gazette was founded by the renowned 
printer, Benjamin Franklin, in 1728. He was the sole publisher until 
1748 when he entered into partnership with William Hall. In 1766, 
Franklin sold his interest in the paper to his partner, and 11 years 
later, Hall, in turn, formed a new partnership with John Sellers. They 
continued to publish this paper until 1815. Publication was temporar
ily discontinued during the British occupation of Philadelphia in 1778, 
Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), Introduction, i-ii, XXIV-XXV. 



Table 8. Nonpacifist Quakers Who Advertised in the Pennsylvania Gazette. 
1773-1789, Number and Type of Advertisements. 

Yean Type of Advertisement and (faster Participating 

Rent or sale of 
Property or Business 

New 
. Business 

Established 
Business 

Prior to 1773 Bankruptcy 
Running for 

Office 

Proclamations 
as 

Public Official. 

Members of 
Institutions, 
Organizations 

Total Number 
Ads 

Number 
Contributors 

1773 1 17 1 19 10 

177*1 2 3 10 5 6 26 19 

1775 2 S 3 1 7 13 31 17 

1776 8 « 2 2 16 11 

1777 6 2 8 ti 

1778 0 0 

1779 «? 8 2 16 35 Id 

1780 1 3 in 5 23 7 

1781 11 9 15 9 Ml 15 

1782 19 3 9 31 11 

1783 16 6 11 8 2 M3 15 

178*) 11 3 13 6 36 13 

178S 22 16 9 5 52 13 

1786 H 1 58 1 7 8 2 81 18 

1787 11 W 2 9 66 12 

1788 3 9 11 2 3 28 7 

1789 7 25, 8 1 3 MM 

583 

10 

202 
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Figure 7. Nonpacifist Quakers Who Advertised in the Pennsylvania 
Gazette, 1773-1789. 



Revolutionary Pennsylvania. Table 8 shows advertisements by nonpaci-

fist Quakers placed in the Gazette just prior to, during, and immedi

ately after the Revolution. The advertisements are divided into seven 

different categories in ordei- to illustrate their nature. In addition, 

the total number of advertisements and contributors for each year is 

shown for 1773-1789, as well as the grand totals for the whole period. 

Figure 7 is a line graph which utilizes a portion of the information 

given in the two right-hand columns in Table 8 , The number of adver

tisements and contributors are indicated from 1773 to 1789 for compara

tive purposes. 

Looking at Table 8 and Figure 7, from top to bottom, one sees a 

rise in the number of advertisements until the outbreak of the Revolu

tion with only a slight rise in the number of contributors. In the 

first three years of the Revolution, 1775 to 1778, advertising and ad

vertisers rapidly declined in number., whereas in the last five years of 

the conflict both rose and remained comparatively constant. Then the 

volume of advertising grew spectacularly between 1784 and 1786, only to 

fall abruptly after 1787. The British occupation of Philadelphia in 

1777-1778 caused the fluctuations in advertisements and contributors 

during those years. 

The significant trend shown in Table 8 and Figure 7 lies in the 

general increase in both advertisements and contributors between 1773 

and 1789 which possibly reflected the improved economic and social 

position or aspirations of these advertisers, but in order to assess 
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advertising as a measure of social prominence it is necessary to place 

a value on what was being advertised. If the articles or ideas being 

advertised lacked monetary or political value, the advertisements them

selves might not indicate the advertiser's importance. One must actu

ally read their contents in order to discover what was being advertised. 

Generally, these advertisements dealt with items of importance, such as 

sale and rentals of large properties of several hundred acres or more, 

25 
businesses dealing in a large variety of goods, bankruptcies of well 

known merchants, campaigns for popular political offices (usually sher

iff ), encouragement of memberships in reputable organizations, such as 

the Pennsylvania Society for the Encouragement of Manufactures and 

the Useful Arts. 

Another way of gauging advertisements as a means of gaining im

portance within a community is to determine their frequency of appear

ance. Approximately 757o of all advertisements for businesses, for ex

ample, were run at least once every three weeks and continued for up to 

25. The advertisements of Cadwalader and David Evans, for ex
ample, Philadelphia "wholesale and retail" merchants, revealed an im
pressive assortment of items: "Lisbon, Teneriffe, and Foyal Wines, 
Jamaica Spirit, West India, New England and Country rum, Brandy and 
Gin, Annified Cordial Molasses, Lamp Oil, Hyfon, Soucheng and Bobea 
Teas, Coffe [sic] Chocolate and Mufcanado Sugars, Rice, Raisins, 
Shelled Barley, Pepper Alfpica, Gives [sic], Cinnamon, Cloves, Nutmegs, 
Mustard, Indigo, Starch, Snap, Candles, Snuff, Tobacco, Powder, Shot, 
Bar Lean, Cotton & C." Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XXV, 305, 
310, 318, 321. Another example of a significant business was that of 
William Kerlin who entered into a partnership with six other men to 
run regular weekly stage lines between New York City, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore. Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XXV, 118, 122, 128, 
132, 138. 
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26 
five years. Solicitations for political office appeared more fre

quently, probably to catch the voter's eye, and ceased at election 

time. Proclamations of public officials and advertisements for sale or 

rental of property were inserted at least every other week. Therefore, 

these advertisements were not haphazardly placed, but, instead, their 

regularity reveals a constant commitment to business, and, perhaps, 

politics. Advertising provides an indication of the importance, or the 

desire for importance, by almost half (202) of the nonpacifist Friends. 

Furthermore, every nonpacifist Quaker who was deemed socially signifi

cant by membership in organizations on Table 5 , later advertised in the 

Gazette. They comprised 171 (84.7%) of the 202 advertisers (the aver

age date of membership for the 171 nonpacifists in prominent organiza

tions was 1774 indicating their prominence before the Revolution). 

The appearance of these 171 holders of positions among the 202 

advertisers establishes a link between pre-1776 social prominence and 

post-1776 attempts, through advertisements, to succeed in secular soci

ety. The correlation between those who were prominent before the Revo

lution and those who advertised later seems to indicate that these 171 

nonpacifists were socially aspiring before the Revolution. In other 

words, these 171 nonpacifists Friends who advertised during and after 

the Revolution may have wanted to do so before the conflict because of 

their secular aspirations. 

26. The firm of Willing, Morris, and Stanwick, for instance, 
specializing in "Imported goods of all kinds (china, lace, silk, clothes, 
teas, wines, boxes)" ran 15 advertisements between November 16, 1785, 
and September 6, 1786, averaging approximately one ad every three weeks, 
frequent advertising in a weekly newspaper. Pennsylvania Gazette (Phil
adelphia), XIV, 52, 68, 153, 158, 162, 172, 184, 192, 196, 200, 204, 208, 
220, 221. 
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Further discussion of the evidence just described will be post

poned until some additional social characteristics of nonpacifist 

Quakers are investigated in Chapter IV. 



CHAPTER IV 

SOCIAL BACKGROUND OF NONPACIFIST QUAKERS, 
NON-TROELTSCHIAN MOTIVES 

Chapter III dealt with those possible motives in the social 

background of nonpacifist Quakers which were hypothesized by Ernst 

Troeltsch. Chapter IV concerns possible motives which are foreign to 

his archetypal concepts. 

Age is the first of these possible, non-Troeltschian motives 

and may be the most important aspect of social background, because it 

underlies and even determines other social conditions, for example, 

participation in politics. For most men, age bears strong correlation 

to achievement in society and may approximately indicate one's station 

in economic, political, military, literary, and humanitarian organiza

tions, because most young men of potential need time to prove them

selves. A man over 30 years of age, for example, is more likely to 

possess property, political influence, a high military rank, and to 

have made some literary or humanitarian contribution to society than 

someone still in his twenties.''' 

1. Ages of nonpacifist Quakers were obtained from four sources: 
William W. Hinshaw, American Quaker Genealogies, II (Richmond, Ind.: 
Friends Book and Supply House, 1936); Monthly Meeting Minutes (see p. 
51, n. 13); Cope, Cope Collections, Chester County Historical Society, 
West Chester, Pa., II, III, VIII, IX, XI, XVII, XVIII, XX, XXII, XXV, 
XXXVIII, XL-LII, LIV-LXII, LXV-LXXXII, LXXXIV-LXXXV, LXXXVII-XC, D.A.R. 
Patriot Index, pp. 10-763; Ellwood Roberts, Old Richland Families (Mor-
ristown, N.J.: Morgan R. Wills, 1898), pp. 41, 68, 97, 101, 137, 145, 
149, 201, 216-217. 
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Table 9 shows the ages of nonpacifist Friends to determine the 

significance of age in their social background. The ages of 298 non-

pacifist Quakers are divided into nine groups, starting with the young

est group on the left and extending to the oldest group on the right. 

The number of nonpacifist Quakers in each group is indicated by county 

and Monthly Meeting. Total numbers of nonpacifists in each age group 

are given at the bottom of the table. The number and percentage of 

known ages for each Meeting is given to the right of the age groups, 

with totals also at the bottom of the table. Lastly, the average or 

mean ages, modal ages, and ranges of ages are given for each of the 

twenty Monthly Meetings and three counties. These are totaled at the 

bottom, right-hand portion of the table. 

One obvious characteristic emerges from this table : the rela

tive youth of nonpacifist Quakers. The modal age group was 21 to 25, 

with 91 ex-Friends out of the total of 298 whose ages were ascertain

able falling within this age group. This category alone comprises 

30,57o of the 298 nonpacifists. The ages of 210 of the total 298 non-

pacifist Quakers were between 14 and 30, representing 70.57» of all en

tries on Table 9 . Only one individual was in the oldest age group, 

and only 10 were between 46 and 60, or less than 4%. 

Looking at the age groups by county, one also notices that the 

ages tended to be slightly higher in Philadelphia County than in Chester 

and Bucks. The modal age group for Philadelphia County was 26 to 30, 

as opposed to 21 to 25 in Chester and Bucks counties. Thirty-five (257..) 

of the ex-Friends in Philadelphia County were between 26 and 30 years 



Table 9. Ages of Nonpacifist Quakers. 

Monthly » . Age 
Meetings Croup* 

Total* ftsifeer Percentage of Mt*n 
14-20 21-25 26*30 31-3S 36-40 41-45 46-50 51-55 56-60 «f Ages Kno»n «gti Age 

Modal Age 
Age Ktng« 

Mean Modal Age AgtRangi m n  Modal Agr 
Ag» Range 

Bitladelphla County 26 30 35 21 16 140 72.1% 30.2 27 15-58 

Ablngton 

Cwynedd 

Ifciladelphia 

Rilladelphia N. D. 

Billadelphla S. D. 13 

12 

7 

10 

7 

52 

36 

37 

xd % 

70 % 

75.4% 

72 X 

82.2X 

32.1 

28.7 

28.3 

29.5 

32.2 

17-42 

26 19-50 

21 16-45 

22 15-58 

27 15-50 

Cheater County 68.8X 

Bradford 

Cheater 

Concord 

Darby 

Coshen 

Rennet 

New Cardan 

Nottingham 

Radnor 

Uwchlan 

3 

17 

13 

22 

9 

7 

3 

13 

26 

4 

50 % 

10.7% 

50 X 

e«.6% 
60 % 

100 % 

37.SK 
76.5* 

68.4# 

100 % 

21.7 

26.3 

27.2 

25.7 

25.4 

3d.6 

22 
29.9 

25 

28.8 

25 
22 
22 
16 

24 

25 

27 

18-25 

16-49 

17-42 

14-50 

16-42 

20-29 

18-27 

21-51 

14.37 

24-34 

Bucks County 73.2X 29.5 21 18.53 

Buckingham 

Falls 

Kiddie towr. 

Richland 

Wrlghtatwo 

9 

13 

10 

3 
6 

100 % 

68.4X 

62.SK 

100 X 

66.7% 

27.6 19.5 19-45 

21.7 19.7 18-** 

26.4 28 16-42 

43.3 23-53 

28.3 23 19.51 

All Three Cotsitlea 71 X 
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of age. However, only 19 (16.2%) of the extant ages of Chester County 

were in age group three, whereas Bucks County had a mere 6 (10.7%). 

Philadelphia had 56 (407o) between 14 and 25. Chester County had the 

highest number (70) and highest percentage (59.9%) between those ages, 

whereas Bucks County had 24 (33.8%) in this age group. Philadelphia 

County had the highest number (49) and the highest percentage (35%) of 

ages over 30. Chester County had only 28 (23.9%), whereas Bucks County 

had 11 (26.8%). 

The mean ages of nonpacifists in the Monthly Meetings in Phila

delphia are also slightly higher than those of the other two counties. 

Two of these Meetings (Abington, Philadelphia, S.D.) had mean ages in 

excess of 32. Philadelphia Monthly Meeting had the lowest mean age of 

any Monthly Meeting in that county with 28.3. The mean age for the en

tire county was 30.2. 

The mean ages in the Chester County Monthly Meetings extended 

from a high of 29.9 in Nottingham down to a low of 21.7 in Bradford. 

The mean age for Chester County was 25.6, almost five years lower than 

the mean age of Philadelphia County. Richland Monthly Meeting in Bucks 

County had the highest mean age, 43.3. This unusually high figure was 

due to the advanced ages of two of the three disowned armsbearers in 

that Meeting. Falls Monthly Meeting had the lowest mean age for Bucks 

County, 21.7 (the same as the mean age for Bradford Meeting. Due to the 

high mean age of Richland Meeting, the mean age for Bucks County was 

also rather high, 29.5, almost four years above that of Chester County 

and only eight and one-half months less than that of Philadelphia 

County. 



The modal ages of nonpacifists offer the most significant sta

tistics on their youth since they represent the most frequently occur

ring number of ages. The modal age for Philadelphia County was 27, 

while Chester County had a much lower 22, and Bucks County had the low

est with 21. The mode for all three counties was only 22, 6.4 years 

less than the overall average for the three counties. Goshen Monthly 

Meeting in Chester County, containing 15 of the 420 nonpacifist, had 

the lowest mode of the twenty Monthly Meetings, with a very youthful 

16, whereas Middletown Monthly Meeting in Bucks County, containing 16 

nonpacifists, had the highest modal age, with 28. 

Despite the large numbers of young nonpacifists, armsbearers 

in the three counties differed greatly in age. Philadelphia County 

had the greatest range (15 to 58); however, there was a narrow age var

iance within some of the Monthly Meetings in Chester County. Bradford, 

for example, had only a 7-year variance (18 to 25), Kennet had only 9 

(20 to 29), New Garden had the same variance (18 to 27), Radnor had 23 

(14 to 37), and Uwchlan had 10 (24 to 34). Falls Monthly Meeting with 

a range of only 18 years (18 to 36) was the only Meeting in Bucks County 

with such a narrow variance. 

Most nonpacifist Quakers, then, were young at the time of their 

respective disownments, even in Philadelphia County where nonpacifists 

2 
tended to be slightly older than those in Chester and Bucks counties. 

2. Nonpacifist leaders, concentrated in the three city Meet
ings, also appeared to be slightly older than most of their militant 
comrades. The average age for the 28 nonpacifist Quakers who held two 
or more positions is 33.8 years, 5.4 years above the mean age for 298 
nonpacifist Friends. However, these nonpacifist leaders may have been 
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The youth of most of these 420 Quakers at the time of their disownments 

might suggest that their armsbearing was the result of impetuosity. 

Young Friends in 1775, and later in the conflict, may have taken up 

arms in fits of heedless emotion, as a former generation of young 

3 
Quakers had done after the Paxton Crisis of 1764. 

Previous evidence, however, indicated that remarkably few non-

pacifists were ever reinstated. The fact that only 31 of the 420 arms-

bearers returned to their Orthodox Meetings suggests not only a lack of 

conviction about Quaker beliefs and permanent alienation from the Ortho

dox community, but a sturdy belief in the patriot cause as well. 

considerably younger than those Orthodox Quaker leaders in southeastern 
Pennsylvania who gained important positions in their Meetings after many 
years of serving on committees and performing many other tasks in the 
service of their religion. Israel Pemberton II, for example, became 
Clerk of the Yearly Meeting in 1750 and was well past sixty years of age 
by the beginning of the Revolution. Unfortunately, no mean ages are 
available for the Orthodox leaders. Marietta, "Ecclesiastical Disci
pline," p. 87; Jones, Quakers in the American Colonies, p. 306. 

3. In February, 1764, 140 Philadelphia Friends, mostly young 
men, took arms to defend their religious brethren and groups of hap
less Indians against the menacing advance of 500 or more frontiersmen— 
the Paxton Boys. These frontier farmers were eager to march on the 
capital and avenge themselves for former Indian attacks by indiscrimin
ately slaughtering some terrified Indian refugees and punishing their 
Quaker protectors. Fortunately, the Paxton Boys never reached Phila
delphia, due to a last minute persuasion by Benjamin Franklin, and the 
conflict did not occur. After 15 months of inquiry by the Philadelphia 
Monthly Meeting, all of the Quaker armsbearers had repented of their 
nonpacifist deviations. The reaction of young Friends to the Paxton 
Rebellion would indicate that armsbearing among Quaker youths was not a 
novel experience at the time of the Revolution. Marietta, "Ecclesias
tical Discipline," pp. 86-87; John R. Dunbar, ed., The Paxton Papers 
(The Hague: M. Nijhoff, 1957), p. 3; Theodore Thayer, Pennsylvania 
Politics and the Growth of Democracy (llarrisburg, Pa.: The Pennsylvania 
State Historical and Museum Commission, 1953), p. 88. 
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Family environment has an important bearing on behavior and may 

4 
have had an even greater influence in eighteenth-century America. 

Table 10 and Figure 8 deal with family relationships."' Table 10 attempts 

to emphasize family ties by indicating the number of blood relationships 

among nonpacifists--father-son, brothers and half-brothers, cousins, and 

uncles-nephews--existing in each of the twenty Monthly Meetings in the 

three counties. Note, however, that these categories include the num

ber of relationships, not individuals. In other words, a nonpacifist 

Quaker may have been disowned for armsbearing at the same time as his 

father, brother or half-brother, and cousin. In short, there are one 

father-son relationship, two brother relationships, and two cousin re

lationships making a total of five family relationships among those 

4. Arthur W. Calhoun, A Social History of the American Family 
From Colonial Times to the Present. I (New York: Barnes and Noble, Inc., 
1945), pp. 199-214. 

5. The family relationships of nonpacifist Quakers were ob
tained from the following sources: William J. Ashbridge, The Ashbridge 
Book Relating to the Past and Present Ashbridge Families in America 
(Toronto: The Capp, Clark Co., Ltd., 1912); Cope, Cope Collections, 
LXXXVII-SC; William F. Crispin, The Crispin Family (Akron, 0.: The Com
mercial Printing Co., 1901); Gartril, Gatchel Families, Laimbeer Papers, 
RG 5, Series I, Friends Historical Library, Swarthmore College, Swarth-
more, Pa.; Paul Gay, Genealogy of the Biddle Family, Historical Society 
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa., 1933; Hinshaw, American Quaker Gen
ealogies, II; Charles Jenkins, Foulke Family Genealogy, Friends Histori
cal Library, Swarthmore College, Swarthmore, Pa.; Merrill, Memorandum 
Relating to the Mifflin Family; Robert C. Morris, The Morris Family of 
Philadelphia (Philadelphia: Bourquin and Co., 1898); Charles B. Ogden, 
The Quaker Ogdens in America (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott Co., 1898); 
Clara D. Rhome et al., The Buffington Family in America (Houston: 
Rhome, Palmer, and Buffington, 1965); Roberts, Old Richland Families; 
Sophie S. Rogers, Vernon Genealogy, Sophie Sheldon Rogers Collection, 
Historical Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa.; Jonathan W. 
Schoonover, The Brinton Genealogy, Chester County Historical Society, 
West Chester, Pa.; Wharton, Ledger Book, 1775-1783. 



Table 10. Family Ties of Nonpacifist Quakers and Type of Relationship. 

Monthly Meetings 
Fathers -
Sons 

Brothers and 
Half Brothers Cousins 

Uncles -
Nephew* 

Total Nuafeer 
of Relationships 

Unrelated 
Individuals 

Islstienshlps 
ODfam 

Philadelphia County 13 M7 17 7 8>4 78 *1 

Ablngton 5 5 9 6 

Bwynedd 1 1 2 7 

Philadelphia 1 20 7 2 30 28 11 

Philadelphia N. 0. 5 11 2 2 20 24 8 

Rilladelphia S. D. 7 10 8 3 28 15 9 . 

Cheater County 13 62 25 7 107 63 18 

Bradford 2 2 3 1 

Cheater 5 8 9 *2 10 2 

Concord 11 3 It  13 1 

Darby 10 3 2 IS S 2 

Goahen 5 « 9 3 2 

Kennat 1 1 S 1 

New Garden 0 5 3 

Nottingham 2 6 M 2 m 9 

Radnor 6 17 % 27 7 S 

Uwehlan 3 3 1 

Bucks County 2 21 u 2 32 18 7 

Buckingham 2 2 2 6 2 1 

FaUa 9 9 S S 

Mlddletown 8 3 U 6 

Richland 3 

Wrists town S 1 6 2 X 

Total for All 3 
Counties 28 133 46 16 223 159 66 
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disowned. This figure also includes those nonpacifist Friends who were 

not related and those whose relationship is unknown due to insufficient 

data. Figure 8 is a bar graph showing the number of related and un

related nonpacifists, and those whose relationship is unknown. This 

data is also presented by county and Monthly Meeting. 

Two apparent features revealed in Table 10 are the greater 

number and percentage of interrelationships in Chester and Bucks coun

ties than in Philadelphia County and the preponderance of brothers and 

half-brothers among the family relationships of nonpacifist Quakers in 

all three counties. Philadelphia County had 84 relationships (includ

ing 73 persons), 78 of whom came from the three City Meetings. This 

same County, however, also had 78 individuals who were not related at 

all, 67 of whom came from those same City Meetings. Forty-one addi

tional individuals left no record of any relationships, 28 of these 

also being in the City Meetings. Forty-seven (567o) of all the rela

tionships in this County were brothers and half-brothers, all but six 

of whom were in the City Meetings. Cousins formed the second largest 

number of relationships with 17 (20.2%), while father-son and uncle-

nephew relationships numbered only 20. 

Chester County had the greatest number of interrelationships 

(107) and individuals (90) of the three counties. All but six of these 

blood relationships came from six of the county's ten Monthly Meetings. 

Only 63 out of 170 individuals had no nonpacifist relations in this 

county, and a mere 18 left no record of any kinship whatever. A greater 

number (62) and almost the same percentage (57.9%) of the relationships 



in Chester County were brothers and half-brothers compared with Phila

delphia County. All but five of these brother, half-brother relation

ships came from the six Meetings having the preponderance of total 

nonpacifist relationships. As in Philadelphia County, cousins formed 

the second most numerous relationship, but in greater quantity (25). 

Chester County had the same insignificant number of father-son, uncle-

nephew relations, with 20. 

Bucks County had the fewest interrelationships due to the 

smaller number of disowned nonpacifist Quakers (56). However, there 

were still 32 blood relations, involving 31 persons, all rather evenly 

distributed throughout four of the county's five Monthly Meetings. On 

the other hand, 18 were unrelated while seven left no record of any re

lationship. This county also had the highest percentage of brother and 

half-brother relationships (75%). Cousins comprised the second most 

numerous interrelationship (4), as in the other two counties, while 

father-son, uncle-nephew relations had the same small number. 

Despite the varying number of interrelationships in each county, 

it should be noted that only two Monthly Meetings out of 20 had no blood 

relationships at all among nonpacifist Quakers (New Garden in Chester 

County and Richland in Bucks County), whereas an additional two Monthly 

Meetings had less than two relationships (Gwynedd in Philadelphia County 

and Kennet in Chester County). 

Figure 8 compares nonpacifist individuals who were interrelated 

to those who were not, and to those who left no record of kinship. As 

in Table 10, comparisons are made by county and by Monthly Meeting. 



Philadelphia again emerges as the only county in which there were more 

unrelated nonpacifist Quakers than those with family ties. Seventy-

eight (51.77o) were unrelated, five more than the number who had some 

sort of blood relationship. Only two of the five Monthly Meetings in 

that county had more related than unrelated ex-Friends (Philadelphia 

and Philadelphia, S.D.), and only by narrow margins. This county also 

had the highest number of nonpacifist Friends who lacked information 

concerning their relationship (43), comprising 22.2% of the total num

ber disowned in that county. The majority of unrelated nonpacifist 

Quakers (67), as well as those who left no record of relationships 

(28), came from the three populous City Meetings, which had 84 . 57» of 

all the disownments in Philadelphia County. 

Chester County (as shown in Figure 8) had a far higher number 

of related nonpacifist Quakers, 90 out of 154 (58.4%), far more than 

the 73 out of 151 (48.3%) for Philadelphia County. 

Bucks County also had more related than unrelated nonpacifist 

Quakers, 31 out of 49 (63.37o, the highest percentage of the three coun

ties). These relationships, as Table 10 and Figure 8 indicate, were 

fairly evenly distributed over four of the five Monthly Meetings. 

The cosmopolitan character of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania's 

largest city, may account for the higher number of unrelated nonpaci-

fists and nonpacifists with no record of any relationship within that 

county. And the more static and homogeneous character of rural areas, 

together with the sparser population, might account for the higher num

ber of related nonpacifists within Chester and Ducks counties. The 
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more scrupulous maintenance of family records in these rural areas 

might also explain why far more nonpacifist Quakers left information 

concerning their family relationships. 

Family members, especially younger relatives, possibly influ

enced nonpacifists to join the patriot cause, as indicated by the high 

number and percentage of interrelated nonpacifists, especially in 

Chester and Bucks counties. Moreover, 179 of all 223 family relation

ships shown in Table 10 were brothers and cousins, whereas only 44 

were father-son, uncle-nephew. Unless fathers who did not bear arms 

urged all of their sons to do so, family influences apparently came 

mostly from within the younger generation rather than from older to 

younger members of the family. The preponderance of young nonpacifist 

Quakers in the age groups of Table 9 tends to support the apparent 

influence of young nonpacifists upon their peers. Large numbers of 

youthful Quakers possibly bore arms more readily than older Friends 

since they did not bear the same weight of responsibility for the 

economic welfare of other family members. Such relative lack of re

sponsibility may help explain the few paternal relationships among 

nonpacifists. 

Geographic location may have influenced nonpacifists. If non-

pacifist Quakers lived in populous urban areas, they would have had 

greater opportunity to hear and be influenced by Revolutionary argu

ments of non-Quaker friends and neighbors than Quakers in isolated, 



g 
rural areas. Figure 9 shows the location of 20 Monthly Meetings in 

Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks counties with the number of nonpaci-

fists disowned from each. Two semicircles are drawn with a radius of 

fifteen miles apiece, each extending from the two urban centers of the 

tri-county area, Philadelphia, and Chester. Fifteen miles represents 

a day's journey on horseback and indicates a short distance to those 

cities. 

It can be readily seen that most of the Monthly Meetings with 

the largest number of disownments of nonpacifist Quakers fell within 

the two radii. Eight of the 20 Monthly Meetings (40%) lay within a 15-

mile radius of what were the two largest cities in Pennsylvania. These 

eight Meetings contained 300 (71.4%) of the 420 nonpacifist Friends in 

the three counties (total Orthodox mernbei-ship for five of these eight 

Meetings is unavailable for 1776, but records for 1760 showed a member

ship of 4,704 for the eight meetings within the two radii, and 8,293 

for the twenty Meetings, representing approximately 56.77.. of the total) 

(see Table ll). Only five of the dozen Monthly Meetings outside of these 

two radii had ten or more disownments for patriotic armsbearing. (Not

tingham had 17, Goshen had 15, Gwynedd had 10, Middletown had 16, and 

Falls had 19.) 

These nonpacifist Quakers living within the two radii were not 

only in close proximity to one another but were also more likely to 

6. This map is a composite of two others of southeastern Penn-
synvania: Robert Sayer and John Bennet, "Map of Chester, Philadelphia, 
and Bucks Counties," (London: By the authors, 1775); "Map of Eastern 
Pennsylvania," Commercial Atlas (Philadelphia: M. P. Lippincott, 1894), 
p. 86. 
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Figure 9. Location of Twenty Monthly Meetings in Philadelphia, 
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owned in Each Monthly Meeting. 
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Table 11. Membership of Monthly Meetings in Philadelphia, Chester, and 
Bucks Counties, 1760. 

Monthly Meetings Membership 

In Philadelphia County 

Philadelphia Monthly Meeting 2,250 
(Two other Monthly Meetings, Philadelphia, N.D., 
and Philadelphia, S.D., were created in 1772.) 

Abington Monthly Meeting 1,023 

Gwynedd Monthly Meeting 409 

Total for Philadelphia County 3,682 

In Chester County 

Bradford Monthly Meeting (Uwchlan Monthly 
Meeting was set off from Bradford Monthly 
Meeting in 1763.) 170 

Chester Monthly Meeting 443 

Concord Monthly Meeting 425 

Darby Monthly Meeting 222 

Goshen Monthly Meeting 460 

New Garden Monthly Meeting • 298 

Newark (later Kennet) Monthly Meeting 316 

Nottingham Monthly Meeting 367 

Radnor Monthly Meeting 341 

Total for Chester County 3,042 

In Bucks County 

Buckingham Monthly Meeting 409 

Falls Monthly Meeting 409 

Middletown Monthly Meeting 273 

Richland Monthly Meeting 205 

Wrightstown Monthly Meeting 273 

Total for Bucks County ' 1,569 

Total8 for all three counties 8,293 

a. In 1760, the total number of Friends in Pennsylvania was 
8,345. Marietta, "A Note on Quaker Membership," 42-43. 
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absorb the inflammatory rhetoric of patriotic non-Quakers living in 

urban areas than were their more isolated, rural brethren. Geographic 

location, in conjunction with non-Quaker influences, apparently may 

have had much to do with their decisions to violate the pacifist doc-

7 
trine of their faith. 

The importance of geographic location is underscored by a study 

g 

of the Preparative Meetings from which the military offenses of non-

pacifist Quakers were first reported. Data from these Preparative Meet

ings, located within each Monthly Meeting, permit more precise location 

of disowned nonpacifist Friends because these smaller meetings covered 

a very limited geographic area. Table 12 shows the Preparative Meet

ings and the number of nonpacifist Quakers in each. Unfortunately, the 

records of eight of the 20 Monthly Meetings, containing 222 (52.97o) of 

the 420 nonpacifist Friends, did not indicate the Preparative Meetings 

of the bellicose deviants. Therefore, it is necessary to rely upon 

7. David Hawke, In the Midst of a Revolution (Philadelphia: 
Univ. of Pennsylvania Press, 1961), pp. 59, 64, 67-68, 70-71, 75, 77, 
78, 83, 85, 86. Hawke points out that radicals in the city of Phila
delphia began to agitate for independence in the spring of 1775 and 
steadily gained political influence. In July, 1776, they won control 
of the Philadelphia City Government and successfully urged the rest of 
the province to declare for independence. This concentration of in
fluential revolutionaries in Pennsylvania's largest city indicates the 
importance of geographic proximity to urban centers in the armsbearing 
decisions of 300 nonpacifist Quakers. 

8. Preparative Meetings are the lowest level of meeting in 
the Society of Friends. These are held twice a week, once on Sunday 
morning and once on some other weekday. Breaches of discipline were 
initially dealt with at this level. If the subject proved recalci
trant, the matter was referred to the Monthly Meeting. James, A People 
Among Peoples, p. 8. 
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records of the twelve Monthly Meetings which did indicate the Prepara-

9 
tive Meetings of the nonpacifists. 

It is apparent from this table that nonpacifist Quakers within 

each Monthly Meeting tended to be concentrated in one Preparative Meet

ing.'^ In Abington Monthly Meeting, for example, 12 out of 20 non-

pacifist Friends came from the Abington Preparative Meeting, and in 

Nottingham Monthly Meeting an overwhelming 16 out of 17 came from East 

Nottingham Preparative Meeting. New Garden was the only Monthly Meet

ing which had an even distribution of nonpacifist Quakers from its 

Preparative Meetings, four came from Londongrove Preparative Meeting 

and four from New Garden Preparative Meeting.^ 

In order to determine further the concentration of nonpacifist 

Friends in the recorded Preparative Meetings, Table 13 gives individual 

and cumulative totals of nonpacifists in the thirty meetings. These 

Preparative Meetings are listed according to the number of nonpacifists 

disowned from each, from the greatest to the least number. Individual 

9. Monthly Meeting Minutes: (Philadelphia County) Abington 
(1774-1782, 1782-1797); Gwynedd (1767-1779, 1779-1786); (Chester County) 
Bradford (1765-1781, 1781-1788), Chester (1745-1778, 1778-1802); Con
cord (1757-1776, 1777-1795); Goshen (1766-1787); Kennet (1739-1791); 
New Garden (1768-1778, 1779-1790); Nottingham (1766-1778, 1778-1792); 
Radnor (1772-1782, 1782-1784); (Bucks County) Buckingham (1763-1792); 
Falls (1767-1788). 

10. It is impossible to determine the overall concentrations of 
members in Preparative Meetings and compare that data with concentra
tions of nonpacifist Quakers because membership records for these Meet
ings do not exist. 

"11. 'Ibid. " 
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Table 13. Concentration of Nonpacifist Quakers in Thirty Preparative 

Meetings. 

preparative Meetings Number Disowned 
Cumulative 

Number Dlaowned 
Percentage 

l«f 198) Dlaowned 
Cunulotlvc 

Percentage Dinowned 

1. Rodnor 27 27 13. t% 13.656 

2. Edit Nottingham 16 43 . 8.1% 21.7X 

3. Falls 16 59 8. IK 29.8X 

4. Springfield IS 74 7.6* -37. MX 

5. Birmingham in 88 7.196 MM.SX 

6. Ablngton 12 • 100 6. 1% S0.6X 

7. Concord 11 111 5.5% 56.IX 

8. Goshen 9 ) 20 4.5% 60.6X 

9. Buckingham 8 128 3.9% 6M.5X 

10. Cheater 8 136 3.9% 68.MX 

11. Newtown 6 142 3. 71.MX 

12. Plymouth 6 148 3.OX 7M.MX 

13. Kcnnet S 1S3 3.0* 77.MX 

14.- Oxford S 156 3.OX 80. MX 

IS. Brad ford 4 162 2.0% 82.2X 

16. Cwynedd 4 .166 2.0% 8M.2X 

17. Londongrove 4 170 2.0% 80. JX 

18. Marlon 4 174 2.0% . 88.2X 

19. Hew Cordon 4 178 2.0% 90.2X 

20. Horahom 3 181 1.4% 91. W, 

21. Providence 3 184 1.4% 93.OS* 

22. Cain 2 186 1.0% 9M. X 

23. Center 2 1B8 1.0% 95. X 

24. Haverford 2 190 1.0% 96. X 

25. Hokefield 2 192 1.0% 97. X 

20. Mlddletown 2 194 1.0% 98. X 

27. * Bristol 1 19S •s* • 98.SX 

28. Chlcheater 1 196 .*x 99. X 

29. Little Britain 1 197 .w 99.SX 

30, Plums tead 1 198 • SX 100.OX 
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and cumulative percentages of the 198 disownments are also given for 

each Meeting.^ 

13 
Table 13 reveals a concentration of nonpacifist Quakers in a 

few Preparative Meetings. One hundred of the 198 nonpacifists Cover 

50%), for example, were located in the first six Preparative Meetings; 

136 nonpacifists (over 68%) were located in the first ten Meetings; 162 

nonpacifists (over 82%) were found in the first fifteen Meetings. Since 

most of these 198 nonpacifist Friends were concentrated in a few Prepar

ative Meetings, it may possibly be inferred that most of the other 222 

nonpacifists were similarly concentrated. Such a concentration of non-

pacifist Quakers in a few intimate meetings might indicate that many of 

these nonpacifist Friends were familiar with one another and that they 

were friends or, at least, close associates. Therefore, these Quaker 

friends and associates may have influenced one another to bear arms. 

The previous paragraphs have included a discussion of the 

Troeltschian and non-Troeltschian motives. The obvious motive of pa

triotism remains. It was mentioned previously that genuine feelings of 

patriotism possibly motivated nonpacifist Quakers to bear arms. Con

tagious republican idealism may have infected Quakers, firing their 

zeal for revolution and, in turn, prompting their early enlistment. 

The alacrity of response by nonpacifist Quakers to political and 

14 
military events of the Revolution is shown in Table 14 and Figure 10. 

12. Ibid. 

13. See p. 92, n. 9. 

14. See p. 51, n. 13. 
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Table 14. Disownments of Nonpacifist Quakers, 1775-1783, in 
Each County and Monthly Meeting. 

County and Meeting Years 

1775 1776 1777 1778 1779 1780 17B1 1782 1783 

Philadelphia County 20 89 36 11 12 7 9 6 l» 

Abington 5 11 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 

Gwynedd 0 3 2 1 3 . 0 0 0 1 

Philadelphia 3 36 12 5 2 M 3 2 2 

Philadelphia N. I). 10 18 9 1 1 3 5 2 1 

Philadelphia S. D. 2 21 12 3 M 0 1 2 0 

Chester County 36 M7 16 22 11 11 10 11 6 

Bradford 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 

Chester 16 2 M 1 2 1 1 1 0 

Concord 1 5 1 5 2 M 2 5 1 

Darby 13 8 0 0 2 1 1 1 0 

Goshen 0 5 2 0 1 1 0 2 

Kennet 0 2 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 

New Garden 0 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 2 

Nottingham 3 S 3 3 2 0 0 1 0 

Radnor 0 16 1 M 0 3 M 1 1 

Uwchlan 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Bucks County 10 111 6 5 1 2 3 11 1 

Buckingham 1 2 2 1 1 1 0 0 1 

Falls 8 1 1 1 1 0 2 5 0 

Middletown 0 10 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 

Richland 0 0 X 0 1 0 0 1 0 

Wrightstown 1 I  ' 2 1 0 1 0 3 0 

Total 66 150 58 38 27 20 22 28 11 
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Table 14 shows disownments from the 20 Monthly Meetings in the three 

counties of Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks for each year of the con

flict (1775-1783). Figure 10 presents the same information in linear 

fashion. As was stated previously, over half of these nonpacifists 

(216 out of 420, comprising 51.4%) were disowned in the first two years 

of the fighting. The peak year was 1776, with 150 (35.7%) being dis

owned. The second greatest number was disowned the previous year, with 

66 (15.7%). After 1776, disownments for armsbearing in the three coun

ties showed a steady decline until 1781, when a slight increase began 

and continued until the final year of the War when the figure reached 

the lowest level, 11 (2.6%). The three counties experienced only slight 

variations from this trend throughout the entire conflict. The Monthly 

Meetings themselves showed a wider variation from the general trend in 

annual disownments. 

Table 14 and Figure 10 show that, on the whole, the majority of 

disownments of nonpacifist Friends occurred in the early years of the 

conflict. The momentous Revolutionary ideas and events of those years 

(1775-1776) may have influenced the armsbearing decisions of these non-

pacifists. Many Revolutionaries in 1776 shared Charles Lee's idea*'"' of 

a spartan, egalitarian society where every citizen was a soldier, master 

of his own soul and his own land, and trained from childhood to expect 

to sacrifice his individual concerns to those of the State. The sacri

fice of individual interests to the greater good of society formed the 

15. Gordon S. Wood, The Creation of the American Republic, 
1776-1787 (Chapel Hill: Univ. of North Carolina Press, 1959), p. 53; 
Charles Lee was a prominent Virginia Whig. Ibid. 
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essence of republicanism and was for many Americans the idealistic g^l 

of the Revolution. This republican .ideology both presumed and helped 

mold the American conception of the way their society and politics 

16 
should be created and operated. 

Despite the considerable opposition to the Revolution in Penn

sylvania, the idea of liberty and republicanism influenced segments 

of the non-Quaker population, and may have influenced the early Quaker 

volunteers who were over half the 420 nonpacifist Friends. Subsequent 

enlistments of Quakers in 1777, however, were probably motivated by the 

more immediate crises caused by General Howe's invasion of Pennsylvania 

and the military struggles at Brandywine and Germantown, rather than 

exclusively patriotic sentiment or republican zeal. Conversely, the 

shifting of the conflict to the southern colonies after 1778 might have 

caused the general decline in the number of military disownments during 

the last six years of the war.^ 

As additional evidence of patriotism among nonpacifist Quakers 

Meetings reported that many of these armsbearers vindicated their bel

licose conduct. Overseers (officials in charge of maintaining 

16. According to Professor Wood, this ideal conception was 
"so divorced from the realities of American society, so contrary to the 
previous century of American experience, that it alone was enough to 
make the Revolution one of the great Utopian movements of American his
tory." By the end of 1776, the Revolution came to represent a last 
attempt by many Americans "to realize the traditional Commonwealth 
ideal of a corporate society in which the common good would be the only 
objective of government." Ibid., p. 54. 

17. Ibid., pp. 85, 86, 88; John R. Alden, The American Revo
lution, 1775-1783 (New York: Harper and Row, 1954), pp. 112-128. 
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discipline) who dealt with these militants referred to many instances 

in which nonpacifists offered arguments in defense of their martial ac

tions. The need to defend their country against British aggression was 

an argument frequently employed by these nonpacifists. In short, they 

probably felt some sort of conviction about the Tightness of their 

18 actions. 

A shallow desire for mercenary gain among nonpacifists appears 

to be almost totally lacking. Only eight out of 420 were disowned in 

Meetings for engaging in mercenary activities. Six were found guilty of 

privateering, whereas one purchased confiscated property of a loyalist, 

and one hired himself as a substitute for militia duty. Nor do fear or 

coercion appear to be significant motives for nonpacifists to bear arms 

since intimidated Friends enjoyed many alternatives to armsbearing, for 

example, the payment of militia fines and the hiring of substitutes for 

militia duty (as indicated in Table 6). Furthermore, only 31 of the 

420 nonpacifists ever deserted or changed sides during the conflict, de

spite the hardships of inadequate food, clothing, housing, pay, and 

medical care. Such steadfastness might indicate a seriousness of pur

pose and a genuine desire to defend their country, rather than a momen-

19 
tary heedlessness of youth. 

18. See p. 51, n. 13. 

19. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Philadelphia (1771-1777, 1777-
1781, 1782-1789); Philadelphia, N.D. (1772-1781, 1782-1789); Philadel
phia, S.D. (1772-1780, 1781-1792); Sabine, Loyalists of the American 
Revolution. I, 292, 304, 387, 488, 494; II, 548, 598, 600. 
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The preceding study of the social background of these 420 

Quakers in Chapter III and Chapter IV has provided evidence to support 

several of the previously stated possible motives for their nonpaci-

fism. Most of these motives have revealed nonpacifist affinity for the 

Revolutionary non-Quaker community and alienation from the Society of 

Friends. 

First of all, the degree of conviction or disinterest by non-

pacifist Friends in Quaker beliefs and interest or disinterest in the 

Quaker community has been investigated and does not reveal definite 

evidence of motivation to bear arms. Only 93 (22.1%) of the 420 non-

pacifists were disowned for offenses in addition to armsbearing, too 

small a number and percentage to draw any definite conclusions concern

ing nonpacifist convictions about Quakerism or the rejection of those 

precepts. An examination of these additional offenses showed that all 

of these multiple offenders either had a definite affinity for the 

secular world or merely showed no interest in Quaker practices. Three 

hundred twenty-seven (77.9%) were disowned solely for armsbearing and 

there were no records of previous delinquencies among the 420 nonpaci-

fists, which actually might indicate the positive strength of some 

other motive rather than a discontent with their religious society. 

A study of reinstatements reveal that only 31 (7.4%.) of the 420 

nonpacifists ever returned to membership. Another 37 (8.8%) joined the 

splinter Free Quaker Meeting, comprising only a small minority of the 

total membership. Therefore, it appears that most nonpacifist Quakers 

were not interested enough in Quaker precepts to return to their 
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Orthodox Meetings or join the Free Quaker group. This apparent apathy 

is made more plausible by the fact that no nonpacifist Quaker held any 

important position in his Meeting prior to disovmment. However, indif

ference toward Quaker ethics, the Quaker community, and the Free Quaker 

Meeting shows only a lack of concern for Quaker precepts and does not 

reveal any specific motivation for armsbearing. The records of disci

pline and the records of reinstatement and Free Quaker membership to

gether describe nonpacifist Quakers as formerly nominal Friends-

possessing neither a sturdy commitment to their denomination nor any 

animosity toward it--who found a commitment outside their church which 

supplemented any need they might later have felt for their religious 

society. 

Another possible motive for nonpacifism was the desire for ad

vancement in non-Quaker society. One hundred seventy-one of the 420 

nonpacifist Friends held one or more important positions in the non-

Quaker community, and 202 became conspicuous through advertising in a 

leading newspaper. This sudden i~ise of these 171 nonpacifist Quakers 

in Revolutionary society just prior to their disownments would indicate 

affinity for that society and an acceptance of its standards of achieve

ment before their severance of membership from their sect. 

It has been indicated that some of the nonpacifist Quakers who 

gained prominence in Revolutionary society may have exerted influence 

as leaders and may have induced other Friends to follow their example 

and take up arms. The 28 nonpacifists who held two or more positions 

in prominent non-Quaker organizations may have had much charisma. Hie 
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mean date of the memberships of these 28 nonpacifists is 1773, indicat

ing their possible influence on other Quakers at the beginning of the 

Revolution. In addition, 27 of these 28 nonpacifists were disowned be

fore 1777, and came from Meetings containing high concentrations of 

disowned ai-msbearers, thus suggesting that they may have induced lesser 

known Quakers to bear arms as well. 

Considerable evidence indicated a high correlation between youth 

and nonpacifism. Over 707= of the recorded ages of these armsbearers 

were thirty years or younger. The mean age for 298 nonpacifists was 

28.4 and the more significant modal age was a vex*y youthful 22. Even 

the leadership consisted of fairly young men, in their thirties. Quaker 

youth apparently was as sensitive to the events around them as were 

their non-Quaker contemporaries and may have been as much involved with 

Revolutionary affairs in 1775 as a former generation of young Quakers 

had been with the Paxton disorders in 1764. Emotional involvement in 

secular affairs, together with youthful tendencies to take drastic 

physical action in times of crisis, and the lack of family hindrance 

that older men might have had seem, by inference, to have enabled these 

young Quakers to ignore their sect's pacifist precept and take up arms. 

It is, of course, possible that 707» of the soldiers in the Continental 

Army and Pennsylvania militia were also under 30 years of age. In that 

case, the youth of nonpacifist Quakers should not be considered unusual 

compared to the non-Quakers who also served and would indicate that the 
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reasons shared by nonpacifist Friends for bearing arms were the same as 

21 
those who generally went to war. 

Family ties also appear to have supported the nonpacifists, 

judging by the large number of interrelated nonpacifist Quakers; 46.4%. 

of the 420 were related, 37.9% were unrelated, and 15. TL left no re

cord of any family relationship. Some members of families may well 

have become attracted to the Revolutionary rhetoric of non-Quaker so

ciety and convinced relatives to take up arms with them. Young peer 

group influence prevailed among blood relationships, comprising over 

80% of the total family relationships. This predominance of young 

peers among related nonpacifists correlates with the large number of 

youthful ages previously mentioned. Thus, family members, especially 

youthful kinsmen, may have had an affinity for Revolutionary society 

which made them willing to bear arms and risk disownment. 

Geogi-aphic location seems to be another motive for nonpacifism. 

Eight of the 20 Monthly Meetings lay within 15 miles (a day's journey) 

of Philadelphia or Chester, the two largest urban areas in southeast

ern Pennsylvania during the eighteenth century. These Meetings con

tained 300 (71.4%) of the 420 nonpacifist Quakers indicating the 

probable exposure of their members to the Revolutionary influences of 

the non-Quaker community in those urban areas. Any affinity non-

pacifists had for non-Quaker society may have been augmented by such 

proximity to secular influences. 

21. Unfortunately, no records exist which indicate the ages 
of Continental soldiers and Pennsylvania militiamen. 
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Close proximity, if not acquaintanceship, among nonpacifist 

Quakers seems to be another possible source of motivation to bear arms. 

Quakers generally lived in the vicinity of each other in the eighteenth 

century and were often neighbors. The study of nonpacifists according 

to their local or Preparative Meetings collaborated this proximity. 

Some of these Meetings, which covered a restricted geographic area, 

showed high concentrations of nonpacifist Quakers, indicating that many 

of them may have been friends. Over half of the 198 nonpacifists were 

in only six of the 30 Preparative Meetings which left records, and 

over 82% were in half of these Meetings. Therefore, one can infer that 

Quaker friends, like family members, might have become interested in 

the Revolutionary struggle, rejected the pacifist belief of their sect, 

and urged their comrades to do the same. 

Finally, patriotism appears to be a motive for nonpacifism. 

The influence of patriotic sentiment was substantiated by a considera

tion of the reaction of nonpacifists to the political ideas and military 

events of the Revolution. During those first two years of fighting, 

216 (51.4%) of the 420 nonpacifists were disowned for bearing arms, 

indicating that nonpacifist Quakers may well have become concerned with 

political ideas in the early years of the Revolution, ignored the pre

cepts of their Society, and took up arms to defend their country. Fur

thermore, the fact that many nonpacifists repeatedly justified their 

martial behavior before the overseers, and that only 31 out of the 420 

disowned ever deserted or changed sides might indicate the steadfast 

convictions of the majority. The influence of youth, family, friends, 
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arid location of many nonpacifists near urban areas may have helped in

tensify this patriotic feeling. 



CHAPTER V 

THE DESCRIPTION OF TWO NONPACIFIST QUAKERS, 
OWEN BIDDLE AND JOHN LACEY, JR. 

Thus far, this study has employed statistics to indicate impor

tant characteristics of nonpacifist Quakers. This chapter describes 

two nonpacifist Friends, Owen Biddle and John Lacey, Jr., to illustrate 

some traits common among nonpacifists as a group. 

Owen Biddle, unlike most of his nonpacifist comrades, was born 

into a distinguished family. His great-grandfather, William Biddle, 

brought the family to America in 1681, settling in New Jersey. Owen's 

grandfather, the second William Biddle (1669-1743), who had migrated 

with his parents, became a large landowner and public official. John 

Biddle, Owen's father, together with his brother William, moved to 

Philadelphia between 1720 and 1730 and prospered as a merchant.^ 

Owen's younger brother, Clement (1740-1814), held the same rank 

during the Revolutionary War, colonel, and was Owen's superior for 

three years as Commissary General of Forage in the Continental Army 

(1777-1780). Clement later became an influential member of the Free 

2 
Quaker Meeting. Ann Biddlc (d. 1807), Owen's youngest sister, married 

1. Gay, Genealogy of the Biddle Family; John Biddle, Letters, 
1744, 1751, 1769, Biddle MSS, Friends Historical Library. 

2. Gay, Genealogy of the Biddlc Family; Hinshaw, American 
Quaker Genealogies, II, 337, 464-465; Owen Biddle, Letter Book, 1775-
1780; Free Quaker Records; Mekeol, "Quakers in the American Revolution," 
p. 273; Wetherill, History of the Free Quakers, p. 19. 

106 
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the infamous General James Wilkinson (1757-1825), Aaron Burr's machia

vellian associate. Owen's younger cousin, Charles Biddle (1745-1821), 

was a major in the Continental Army. Another of Owen's cousins, 

Charles' younger brother, Nicholas (1750-1778), was captain of the ill-

fated frigate, Randolph, lost at sea in 1778 after a fierce engagement 

3 
with the British frigate Yarmouth. Perhaps the best known member of 

the Biddle clan was the second Nicholas Biddle (1786-1844), Charles 

Biddle's third son, who, as the President of the Second Bank of the 

United States (1823-1836) fought the long, unsuccessful "Bank War" 

4 
against President Andrew Jackson. 

As indicated earlier, in 1737 Owen was born into the affluent 

family of a Philadelphia Quaker merchant. Owen was the eldest of five 

children. After eight years of formal education, possibly more than 

the average nonpacifist Quaker, Owen remained in the city and took up 

the trade of watchmaker. In 1760, he married Sarah Parke of Downing-

town, and within two decades, fathered ten children. Several years 

prior to the Revolution, Owen engaged in the hazardous shipping trade. 

3. Timothy Matlack's favorite son, Mordecai, was a midshipman 
aboard this ill-fated vessel. Stackhouse, Col. Timothy Matlack, Patriot 
and Soldier, p. 19; Gay, Genealogy of the Biddle Family; Monthly Meet
ing Minutes: Philadelphia, S.D. (1773-1780), pp. 231, 239, 242-243; Ann 
Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 1842, Biddle MSS, Friends 
Historical Library; Henry D. Biddle, "Owen Biddle," Pennsylvania Maga
zine of History and Biography. XVI (Jan., 1892), 299-309; James R. 
Jacobs, Tarnished Warrior. Major General James Wilkinson (New York: The 
Macmillan Co., 1938), pp. 53, 59-60. 

4. Gay, Genealogy of the Biddle Family. 

5. Ibid.: Ann Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 1842; 
Pennsylvania Gazette (Philadelphia), XIX, 242. 
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Unfortunately, Biddle was far less capable in the trans-Atlantic trade 

than his nonpacifist associates. He was so unsuccessful, in fact, that 

he was eventually compelled to assign all of his property for the bene-

fit of his creditors. 

Owen, like many of his nonpacifist comrades, was evidently at

tuned to the political events of his time and did not hesitate to act 

when he felt the situation justified radical measures. He had been a 

signer of non-importation resolutions in 1765 which were drawn up in 

retaliation against the infamous Stamp Act. In January, 1775, he was a 

delegate to the Provincial Conference, a radical convention called in 

Pennsylvania to consider the possibility of independence from Great 

Britain. Biddle's politics and activity as a colonel of militia caused 

his disownment from the Philadelphia Monthly Meeting on October 26, 

1775, after confronting the overseers and defending his conduct for 

several months. His disownment at the age of 38, however, was atypi

cal, because he was ten years above the mean and sixteen years above 

the mode for nonpacifist Friends.^ 

On July 24th of the following year, he was appointed to the Com

mittee of Safety (a committee selected by the State Assembly to expedite 

the State's military opei-ations), and served in that body until March 

13, 1777, when the Pennsylvania Assembly appointed him to the Board of 

6. Ann Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 1842. 

7. Owen's brother, Clement, was disowned three months later by 
the same Monthly Meeting. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Philadelphia (1771— 
1777), pp. 335, 351; Ann Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 
1842. 
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War, an adjunct to the Committee of Safety. I"wo months later, the Con

tinental Congress appointed Colonel Biddle Assistant Commissary General 

under his brother, Clement, and he held that difficult post until August 

15, 1780, when he was replaced as the result of departmental i-eorganiza-

tion. Owen also had a hand in creating the State Constitution. Nine 

days before joining the Committee of Safety, he had served in the Penn

sylvania Constitutional Convention, which produced that state's radical 

frame of government.^ 

Owen Biddle encountered formidable problems in public life. Un

doubtedly, his greatest difficulties as a public official occurred dur

ing his service as Assistant Commissary General of Forage. He and his 

brother Clement, in laboring for three years to obtain provisions for 

arrny horses and other draft animals, faced four chronic and intractable 

problems: a lack of funds, rampant inflation, a shortage of trained 

and trustworthy subordinates, and the apathy or hostility of many farm

ers. Biddle frequently discussed these problems at great length in the 

correspondence that he carried on at that time with his brother and 

9 
subordinates. 

8. Colonial Records of Pennsylvania. X, XI; Pennsylvania Ar
chives. 8th Series, VIII, 7569; Henry D. Biddle, ed., Extracts From the 
Journal of Elizabeth Drinker (Philadelphia: J. P. Lippincott, 1889), 
p. 96. 

9. Owen Biddle to Colonel Vinnie, October 28, 1778; Owen Bid
dle to Major Craig, November 11, 1778; Owen Biddle to Colonel Robert 
Hooper, Jr., January 27, 1779, Letter Book, 1775-1780. 



Yet, despite these difficulties, Owen continued to serve at his 

post until August of 1780, when Colonel Samuel Miles relieved him.^ 

The sense of duty that Owen felt toward the army and the country during 

those years was expressed in a letter from his brother Clement, written 

at Morristown, New Jersey, on May 5, 1777: . . my presence here is 

necessary. I never will quit with Dishonour and am ready to render my 

Service which my Country may require of me . . . 

Unfortunately, Owen Biddle's problems extended beyond his pub

lic life. The British razed his fine country residence, "Peel Hall," 

during their occupation of Philadelphia in 1777-1778. As mentioned 

previously, his creditors assigned most of his worldly possessions to 

pay for his numerous debts. So pressing were' Owen's economic problems 

that he asked his eldest son, John, to give up his legal study in order 

to work behind the counter of a small drugstore to help support his 

numerous siblings. Biddle was finally able to pay off all of his fi-

12 
nancial obligations before his death on March 10, 1799. •' 

It was during these personal trials that Owen decided to rejoin 

his Orthodox Meeting, an unusual decision among nonpacifist Quakers. 

He submitted his acknowledgment—written statement of error—on May 29, 

10. Congress passed a law on August 15, 1780, reorganizing the 
Quartermaster Department which resulted in the resignation of General 
Greene (Owen and Clement Biddle's superior who happened to be a non-
pacifist Quaker from Massachusetts), and the replacement of Owen and 
Clement. Owen Biddle, Diai-y, August 31, 1780, Biddle MSS, Friends His
torical Library. 

11. Clement Biddle to Owen Biddle, May 5, 1777, Letter Book, 
1775-1780. 

12. Henry D. Biddle, Extracts From the Journal of Elizabeth 
Drinker, p. 96; Ann Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 1842. 
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1783, just 25 months after joining the splinter Free Quaker Meeting, 

another decision made by few nonpacifists, and 67 months after being 

disowned from his Orthodox Meeting. Unlike most of his belligerent 

co-religionists, Owen had never completely severed his contacts with 

Orthodox Friends and was welcomed back without animosity or suspicion. 

In fact, his interest in youth permitted him to lead the significant 

Committee on Education which founded the first Quaker boarding school, 

Westtown. This secondary school began instruction in July, 1799, only 

13 
four months after his death. Biddle was evidently the only nonpaci-

fist Friend who became important in non-Quaker society after disownment, 

returned to the Society of Friends, and then achieved prominence within 

his Quaker community. 

Despite the great responsibilities of his public and private 

life, Owen Biddle possessed an amazingly intense scientific curiosity. 

His daughter Ann related many years after his death that although her 

father was "a man of good natural abilities, improved by the acquaint

ance with the standard authors of that time, . . . his chief attention 

was directed in early life to mechanics and scientific subjects . . . 

14 
which led him ... to astronomical studies." 

13. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Philadelphia (1782-1789), p. 85, 
(1789-1795), pp. Ill, 118. Social contact between Owen Biddle and 
Orthodox Quakers was noted in the Journal of Elizabeth Drinker. Eliz
abeth Drinker was a sprightly and informative Quaker lady of Philadel
phia, who carefully recorded daily events in the city from 1759 until 
her death in 1807. Such an example of social contact between this 
Orthodox Quakeress and the militant, ex-Quaker Owen Biddle was recorded 
by her on April 12, 1778: "In ye afternoon Parson Burton and wife, Owen 
Biddle and wife, and some others, came to see us," p. 96; Ann Biddle to 
John Biddle, letter, September, 1842. 

14. Ann Biddle to John Biddle, letter, September, 1842. 
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As a longtime secretary and curator of the American Philosophi

cal Society, Biddle associated with the noted astronomer and mathema

tician, David Rittenhouse, and other devotees of scientific learning. 

He was one of the thirteen appointed by the Society to view the transit 

of Venus on June 3, 1769, his station being Cape Iienlopen, in Delaware. 

Scarcely were the British out of Philadelphia in 1778 before he and-

Rittenhouse were peering through a telescope at an eclipse of the sun. 

In fact, his lifelong interest in science was equaled in later years 

only by his interest in the education of young Quakers.''""' 

Owen Biddle was undoubtedly an exceptional man. His long serv

ice to his country, his interest in education and science, and his 

ability to deal with a multitude of staggering problems made him an un

usually able leader. Yet, despite certain exceptions, such as his re

conversion to Orthodox Quakerism, his life reveals characteristics of 

many other nonpacifist Quakers. 

Another such able nonpacifist Friend was John Lacey, Jr. Lacey, 

unlike his urban associate, Owen Biddle, and most other nonpacifists, 

grew up in the rustic environment, of Bucks County. He was a descendant 

of William Lacey, an early immigrant from the Isle of Wight, who set

tled near Wrightstown sometime in the 1680's. Lacey's exact birthdate 

is uncertain. It was long thought to be February 4, 1755, but the 

records of Wrightstown Monthly Meeting indicate December 4, 1752. His 

15. Ibid.; Biddle, Owen, Receipt from Thomas Hoombe (Treasurer) 
for Annual Dues to the American Philosophical Society, February 7, 1772, 
Biddle MSS, Friends Historical Library; Henry D. Biddle, Extracts From 
the Journal of Elizabeth Drinker, p. 96; Jacobs, Tarnished Warrior, p. 
59. 
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parents were John Lacey and Jane Chapman, and His grandparents were 

John Lacey and Rachel Heston. His grandmother was a native of New Eng

land who had migrated to Pennsylvania in the late seventeenth cen-

16 
tury. 

Lacey1s ancestors were all farmers and members of the Society 

of Friends. Lacey was raised in this faith. Probably like the major

ity of nonpacifists, he enjoyed few of the advantages of formal educa

tion. After eight years of learning incorrect spelling and reading 

portions of the Old Testament, his father put fourteen-year-old Lacey 

to work at his saw and grist mills and cooper shops, typical occupa

tions for many nonpacifist Quakers in rural areas. To Lacey's credit, 

he made every effort to overcome the defects of his education by read-

17 
ing and private study during his leisure hours. 

In the summer of 1773, after seven uneventful years, twenty-one-

year-old Lacey glimpsed the outside world. At that time, his Uncle 

Zebulon Heston, a Quaker minister, obtained permission from the Wrights-

town Monthly Meeting to visit the Delaware Indians in Ohio. Taking his 

eager young nephew with him, he journeyed the entire distance on horse

back. Leaving Philadelphia on July 9, they reached Pittsburgh nine 

days later. After resting a few days, they crossed the Allegheny River 

16. Monthly Meeting Birth and Death Records: Wrightstown (1716— 
1815) (microfilm) Friends Historical Library, p. 38; Davis, "General 
John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 32. 

17. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 32-33. 
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in a canoe, swimming their horses, and entered the great wilderness of 

18 
the "northwest.11 

After a successful ministry to the Delawares, they returned by 

way of Virginia, reaching Wrightstown on September 14, having traveled 

1,000 miles over a period of two months and seven days. Lacey kept a 

journal in which he noted things that captured his interest. Lacey's 

father placed him in charge of the mills when he returned to Wrights-

19 
town. 

Lacey was still working in his father's trade when fighting 

broke out between British troops and Massachusetts militiamen in 1775. 

He had observed these events closely and rapidly came to the conclu

sion that Britain was the aggressor. Lacey, like so many other non-

pacifist Friends, soon declared his intention of enrolling in the 

Continental Army in order to defend his homeland. He was one of the 

first in his neighborhood to take up arms, and, in July, 1775, became 

standard bearer of the second battalion, Bucks County Militia. Almost 

simultaneously, the young men of the area organized their own volunteer 

company and elected Lacey their captain. These martial actions obvi

ously violated the pacifist creed of his religion and, despite repeated 

entreaties by Quaker overseers to cease such activities, he remained 

adamant. His formal disownment on February 6, 1.776, was the necessary 

20 
consequence. Lacey•s disownment occurred two months after that of 

18. Ibid.. 33. 

19. Ibid. 

20. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Wrightstown (1734-1788), p. 336; 
Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 33-34. 



115 

his armsbearing cousin, Isaac Heston, and twenty months before his 

21 
younger brother, Ben. Such disownments of relatives were typical 

among nonpacifist Friends. Furthermore, Lacey's age at disownment, 23, 

was five years below the mean age and only one year above the modal age 

for all nonpacifist Friends, and therefore typical of nonpacifists. 

One month prior to John's disownment from Wrightstown Monthly 

Meeting, the Supreme Executive Council had commissioned him a captain 

in the newly created Fourth Pennsylvania Regiment, commanded by Colonel 

Anthony Wayne. Lacey participated in the arduous campaign to invade 

Canada during the summer and fall of 1776. After this expedition ter

minated in complete failure, he returned to Bucks County in November, 

1776, and resigned his commission. Lacey revealed in his memoirs that 

much friction had developed between himself and Colonel Wayne, his su

perior officer, and his resignation was the only logical course open 

22 
to him. 

Captain Lacey soon reentered public life. On March 22, 1777, 

he was commissioned a sub-lieutenant of Bucks County, a county offi-

23 
cial in charge of recruiting soldiei-s for the state militia. Lacey 

performed his duties efficiently and on May 6 he was appointed a lieu

tenant colonel of the militia in his district. In October, 1777, he 

21. Monthly Meeting Minutes: Wrightstown (1734-1788), pp. 331, 
362. 

22. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 34-35; 
William H. Davis, ed., "Memoirs of Brigadier-General John Lacey of 
Pennsylvania," Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography (April, 
1902), XXV, 351. 

23. Davis, "Memoirs of Brigadier-General John Lacey," XXVI, 
108-109; Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 36-37. 
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took part in the Battle of Germantown as a volunteer, not having his 

own command. That same month, Lacey was given a regiment and joined 

General Potter's brigade at Whitemarsh, where they engaged the enemy 

for several days. At Gulph Mills, a few miles west of Philadelphia, 

the British temporarily routed Lacey's forces and he narrowly avoided 

24 
capture and death. 

This ex-Quaker saw more action that year, and in late December 

he participated in the attack on the British outposts at the Northern 

Liberties, suburbs north of Philadelphia. On January 9, 1778, he ac

cepted the commission of a brigadier general, at twenty-five years of 

age, the youngest officer of that rank in the Continental Army. This 

appointment by the Supreme Executive Council of Pennsylvania was all 

25 
the more flattering because it was unsolicited. 

Lacey's assumption of this command marked the beginning of the 

most severe ordeal of his entire military career. Taking charge of 

General Armstrong's depleted army (reduced from 3000 to 600 due to de

sertion and sickness), his command lay between the Delaware and Schuyl

kill rivers. While the British forces wintered comfortably in Phila

delphia, the Continental Army gradually starved at Valley Forge. To 

make matters worse, the enemy periodically attacked the American 

24. Davis, "Memoirs of Brigadier-General John Lacey," XXVI, 
108-109; Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General, 36-37. 

25. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 37. 
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positions and induced many of the local farmers to sell their produce 

26 
in the city at a high price. 

General Lacey was fully occupied with the seemingly impossible 

task of controlling this area west and north of Philadelphia during 

the winter, spring, and early summer of 1778. Lacey became so dis

couraged by incessant British raids and Tory dealings with the enemy 

that he wrote this very pessimistic message to General Washington on 

March 29, 1778: 

Every kind of villany is carried on by the people near the 
enemy's lines, and, from their general conduct, I am induced 
to believe but few real friends to America are left within 
ten miles of Philadelphia.27 

Ey the end of March, this traffic with the enemy had reached 

such alarming -proportions and had become so injurious to the Revolu

tionary cause that a plan to depopulate the country between the Dela- ; 

ware and Schuylkill rivers within 15 miles of Philadelphia was given 

serious consideration.^ 

In May, 1778, British forces under Lt. Colonel Abercrombie and 

Major Simcoe surprised Lacey with a sudden attack and he narrowly 

avoided defeat and capture. Lacey repulsed the enemy forces, however, 

much to the relief of his military superiors. The Supreme Executive 

Council of Pennsylvania congratulated him on May 16th for his "highly 

26. Ibid.; Davis, "Memoirs of Brigadier-General John Lacey," 
XXVI, 297. 

27. Davis, "Memoirs of Brigadier-General John Lacey," XXVI, 
297; Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 38-39. 

28. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 40. 
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29 
approved . . . conduct" and praised his men "for their bravery." 

This was General Lacey's last field command, but he continued to dis

charge his important duties as sub-lieutenant of Bucks County, and dis

patched his brigade to harass the retreating British after their 

30 
evacuation of Philadelphia, in June, 1778. At this time Lacey as

sumed his first political office, that of County Commissioner of Con

fiscated Property. That autumn, he won a seat in the State Assembly, 

taking his seat in November, and in 1779 became a member of the Supreme 

31 
Executive Council, holding that office for the next two years. In 

September, 1781, Lacey assembled the state militia at Newtown to resist 

a threatened attack on Pennsylvania by the British Army in New York— 

32 
the attack never materialized. 

In that same year, John Lacey, still in his twenties, decided 

to devote more time to personal matters. On January 18 he married 

Anastatia Reynolds, the daughter of Colonel Thomas Reynolds, of New 

Mills (now Pemberton), in Burlington County, New Jersey. In January 

of the following year, Lacey moved to this little New Jersey town, and 

spent the remainder of his life there as an iron merchant and exhibited 

the same economic improvement that other nonpacifists experienced. He 

soon became a prominent member of his adopted community, and filled 

29. Ibid., 41; Colonial Records of Pennsylvania, XI, 490, 

30. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 41. 

31. Colonial Records of Pennsylvania, XI, XII, XIII; Pennsyl-
sylvanla Gazette (Philadelphia), XXI, 122, 136; Davis, "General John 
Lacey, Our Quaker General," 41. 

32. Davis, "General John Lacey, Our Quaker General," 41. 
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several important public offices, including Assemblyman, judge, and 

33 
County Justice. 

John Lacey's service as a military officer and elected public 

official distinguished him from most nonpacifist Quakers, as Owen Bid-

die's service had done for him. Both nonpacifist leaders, however, had 

traits common to many other nonpacifistis. First of all, they both ad

vanced rapidly within Revolutionary society. Secondly, they attested 

their patriotic convictions at the time of their disownments and main

tained these beliefs for many years afterward, despite considerable 

hardships as patriots. Both had relatives (brothers and cousins) who 

were also disowned for bearing arms. 

Owen Biddle, however, differed from most other nonpacifist 

Friends in many other respects: he was born into a prominent Quaker 

family, although like most other nonpacifist leaders, he did not 

achieve prominence within the non-Quaker community until after his dis

ownment; his economic situation, unlike his social status, did not im

prove after his disownment; he may also have been better educated than 

most of his nonpacifist co-religionists; and he was a full decade older 

than the average nonpacifist at the time of disownment (38 years old); 

he joined the Free Quaker Meeting, then rejoined the Society of Friends, 

and subsequently became an influential member of his Meeting. 

John Lacey, on the other hand, was similar to most of his fel

low nonpacifists in almost all respects: he was born into a family of 

low social status and few material possessions, but greatly increased 

33. Ibid. 
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his estate and raised his status after his disownment; his lack of 

formal education was probably typical and his age at disownment (23) was 

closer to the mean and modal ages for nonpacifist Friends than Biddle's; 

he did not join the Free Quakei-s and did not return to his Quaker Meet

ing. However, unlike most nonpacifist Friends, Lacey was raised in an 

isolated rural area, whereas Biddle lived in an urban area, as did many 

other Quaker militants. The only trait which Biddle and Lacey held in 

common that distinguished them from most other nonpacifist Quakers was 

their occupations. Both were merchants. 

In short, John Lacey, Jr., was similar to the majority of non-

pacifist Friends in most respects, and Owen Biddle was not. 



CHAPTER VI 

CONCLUSION 

In reviewing and evaluating the evidence in the background of 

the nonpacifist Quakers, an examination will be made of the compara

tively important and unimportant factors gleaned from the research 

first. One unimportant factor is the desire for economic gain and im

provement in occupational status, because there were few prospects of 

economic gain by serving in the Continental Army and state militia. 

Yet, all but 31 of the 420 nonpacifists served steadfastly. Moreover, 

few nonpacifists at the time of their disownments indicated a desire to 

profit by the conflict with Britain. Eight were disowned for privateer

ing, and one for hiring himself as a substitute. Finally, only five 

nonpacifist merchants took advantage of the military situation and sold 

supplies to the Continental Army. 

The vast majority of nonpacifist Friends had little property at 

the time of their disownments but acquired a considerable wealth within 

a few years. However, 183 Orthodox Quakers advanced comparably within 

the same length of time, indicating that nonpacifists probably shared 

the desire for improvement in economic status and that armsbearing was 

not a prerequisite for such advancement. Nonpacifists had humble oc

cupations at the time of their disownments, but it is not known whether 

they improved or altered them. Furthermore, many Orthodox Quakers 

121 
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prior to the Revolution probably followed occupations as humble as 

those of the nonpacifists, but if they desired to improve or alter 

their status, they apparently saw no need to take up arms in order to 

achieve this end. 

A characteristic which might conceivably have accompanied and 

fostered armsbearing was a positive show of disinterest in Quaker be

liefs and mores, from which one may infer nonpacifists' interest in 

secular socicty. However, the study of offenses committed by nonpaci-

fists in addition to armsbearing indicates no previous dissatisfaction 

with the rules which guided Quaker conduct and life. The vast majority 

of nonpacifist Quakers, 77.9%, were guilty of armsbearing alone. Of 

the 22,l7o who did commit multiple offenses, only half indicated a def

inite lack of interest in Quakerism by committing offenses unrelated to 

the conflict with Britain. The lack of serious offenses would actually 

suggest that nonpacifists were not t.otally lacking in Quaker convic

tions. A study of nonpacifist reinstatements to Orthodox Meetings, how

ever, reveals evidence to the contrary. The very small number of non-

pacifist reinstatements to Orthodox Meetings, 31 out of 420 (7.4%), 

together with the low number who joined the Free Quaker Meeting, 37 out 

of 420 (8.8%), indicates a general apathy among nonpacifist Friends for 

Quaker precepts of any kind. Such general apathy by nonpacifists for 

their former religion suggests their possible affinity for non-Quaker 

society. In sum, no determination is certain because of the conflict

ing evidence. 
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The youth of the nonpacifist Quakers was their most uniformly 

shared characteristic and in that respect the most significant of any 

discovered trait. Most nonpacifists were in their twenties. The mean 

age of 298 nonpacifist Friends was 28.4. More significantly, the modal 

age was a far younger 22, indicating that the greatest concentration of 

nonpacifists occurred among people in their early twenties. Such youth

ful Quakers were probably less encumbered with the responsibilities of 

family and property than older Quakers. Furthermore, young Quakers 

were generally more inclined to act in crises, as shown in the Paxton 

riots of 1764. Although no records of age are available, the majority 

of the non-Quaker soldiers in the Continental Army and Pennsylvania 

militia might have been as young as the nonpacifist Quakers, indicating 

that nonpacifists shared a characteristic in common with armsbearers in 

the secular community. 

Family kinship was another widely shared characteristic among 

nonpacifist Quakers and, therefore, possibly an important influence in 

their decision to bear arms. Two hundred twenty-one out of 382 (58.5%) 

nonpacifists were related by blood and were mostly peers—brothers, 

half-brothers, and cousins—which is also another reflection of their 

youth. Also, only in Philadelphia County were less than half of the 

nonpacifist Friends related by blood, out of the total number whose 

genealogies were found. Therefore, it appears that immediate family 

relationships influenced nonpacifism. 

Geographic location is a third important factor, because it de

termined the proximity of most nonpacifist Friends to radical influ

ences. Three hundred of the 420 (71.4%) nonpacifists lived within 15 
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miles, a day's journey on horseback, from either Chester or Philadel

phia. Living such a short distance from the two urban centei-s of south

eastern Pennsylvania indicates that these 300 nonpacifists were close 

enough to absorb Revolutionary rhetoric from the non-Quaker population, 

or that they at least had a better opportunity of doing so than the 120 

nonpacifists who lived in more remote areas. 

Many nonpacifists were from one Preparative Meeting within their 

Monthly Meeting districts. In fact, 162 out of 198 ( over 82%) non-

pacifist Quakers were from 15 of the 30 known Preparative Meetings in 

Philadelphia, Chester, and Bucks counties. Therefore, many nonpacifists 

must have been friends and associates, indicating the influence of these 

relationships on their armsbearing decisions. 

Patriotism, which was the most obvious motive for nonpacifism, 

has also proven to be one of the most apparent characteristics among 

the 420 nonpacifist Quakers. It was mentioned previously that republi

can and Revolutionary rhetoric was prevalent in Pennsylvania, especi

ally during the early years of the Revolution, and that over half of 

the nonpacifist Quakers were disowned during the first two years of the 

fighting, 1775-1776. Also, only 14 nonpacifist Friends engaged in mer

cenary activity of any kind, and all but 31 of the 420 nonpacifists 

served steadfastly. 

The investigation of the offenses of nonpacifist Quakers other 

than armsbearing revealed few, from which it was inferred that nonpaci

fist Friends were satisfied with Quaker society. An alternative means 

of seeking nonpacifist affinity for secular society offers positive 
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evidence of such affinity. One hundred seventy-one of the 420 nonpaci-

fist Quakers held at least one position in a well-knovm organization in 

the non-Quaker community, and 28 of these held two or more positions in 

such organizations. Furthermore, the mean year for the memberships of 

these 171 nonpacifists in the organizations was 1774, and the mean for 

the 28 nonpacifists was 1773, indicating that these armsbearers had some 

overall affinity for non-Quaker society before and at the time of their 

disownments. Nonpacifism may have been but one aspect of this larger 

affinity. 

Charismatic leadership is the last important factor in nonpac-

ifist motivation. It is assumed that the 28 nonpacifists who held two 

or more positions in important non-Quaker organizations were leaders. 

Also, the mean date of the 28 nonpacifist memberships in these organi

zations was 1773, indicating prominence at the time of their disown

ments. Therefore, these 28 nonpacifists possibly influenced other 

Quakers to bear arms. Furthermore, 27 of the 28 assumed leaders were 

disowned before 1777 and came from Meetings containing high concen

trations of nonpacifists. Thei*efore, these 27 nonpacifists could have 

induced other Quakers in these meetings to join in the • fighting. Al

though there is no evidence to indicate definitely the existence of a 

nonpacifist leadership and its decisive influence on the decisions of 

other Quakers to bear arms, there is sufficient information to warrant 

the speculation that these 28 nonpacifists attracted at least a frac

tion of the remaining 392 schismatics. 
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In this study, Ernst Troeltsch's church-sect concept has pro

vided directions in the search for common characteristics in the back

ground of nonpacifist Quakers. In some respects the searches were 

fruitful and in others not. Troeltsch's thesis that certain actions 

form a syndrome has not been reaffirmed by this study. 

The first of Troeltsch's characteristics applicable to this 

study was wealth and property. Because the vast majority of nonpaci-

fists possessed no wealth and little property at the time of their dis-

ownments, they resemble Troeltsch's sect members rather than his 

churchman.'" The second characteristic was culture and social organiza

tion. Because 171 nonpacifists were members of at least one reputable 

non-Quaker organization, and 28 were members of two or more such organ

izations, it appears that many nonpacifists resembled Troeltsch's 

2 
archetypcal churchman. 

Yet the fact that nonpacifists lacked histories of delinquency 

prior to their disownments, and 77.9% were disowned solely for arms-

bearing indicates that the nonpacifists were comfortable with the 

strict religious teachings of the sect, despite their violation of the 

3 
pacifist precept of their religion. 

In short, nonpacifist Quakers appeared to be church-oriented in 

roughly half of the characteristics that are part of the church-sect 

typology. The church-sect criteria are equivocal in meaning, half 

1. Pope, Millhands and Preachers, p. 122. 

2. Ibid. 

3. Ibid., p. 123. 
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indicating that they had a sect orientation. In other words, these men 

were as likely as they were unlikely to have borne arms, according to 

Troeltsch's thesis. 

From the enumeration of the most valid motives for armsbearing 

it is possible to describe the typical nonpacifist Quaker. He was, 

first of all, young, in his early twenties, at the time of his disown-

ment in Chester and Bucks counties, but slightly older, in his late 

twenties if he came from Philadelphia County. If he lived in Chester 

and Bucks counties, he was disowned along with a close familj' relative, 

usually a peer—a brother, half-brother, or cousin—but he was less 

likely to be disowned with a family member if he lived in Philadelphia 

County. He might also have been disowned with a friend or associate 

from the same Preparative Meeting. He lived within a day's journey of 

either Philadelphia or Chester, He was poor, and had a humble occupa

tion at the time of his disownment. He probably held no important po

sition in secular society. He accumulated property a few years later, 

however, and he may have acquired more status in secular society. He 

did not return to his Orthodox Meeting, nor did he join the Free Quakers, 

and, finally, he apparently held some degree of patriotic conviction at 

the time of his disownment, expressed this view openly to his Meeting 

overseers, and consistently maintained this view throughout the Revo

lution. 



APPENDIX 

NONPACIFIST QUAKERS AND THE PROGRESSIVE HISTORIANS 

Some of the evidence presented in this study is relevant to 

certain aspects of the Progressive thesis on colonial and Revolutionary 

history. The Progressive historians rejected the nineteenth-century 

Whig explanation of the American Revolution as a simple struggle for 

political liberty. The Progressives also rejected the Imperialist 

conception which contended, as did the Whigs, that the ultimate cause 

of the Revolution was the long-developing desire for independence among 

the colonists, and also stressed the imperial side of American develop

ment. 

The Progressives focused attention on internal divisions with

in the American colonies. Where Whi-g historians, such as George Ban

croft,''' found unanimity among the patriots, the Progressive historians 

found dissension. Where Imperial historians, such as George L. Beer 

2 
and Charles M. Andrews, emphasized political and constitutional as

pects of the conflict, the Progressives stressed social and economic 

1. George Bancroft, History of the United States. From Dis
covery of the American Continent, 10 vols. (Boston: Little, Brown, 
1834-1874). 

2. George L. Beer, British Colonial Policy, 1754-1765 (New 
York: The Macmillan Co., 1907); Charles M. Andi-ews, "The American 
Revolution: An Interpretation." American Historical Review. XXI (Jan., 
1926), 219-232; Charles M. Andrews, Colonial Background of the Ameri
can Revolution: Four Essays in American Colonial History (New Haven: 
Yale University Press, 1924). 
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ones and believed that all of American history was dominated by a 

basic contest between groups which championed human rights and democ

racy, and the upper classes, which advocated property rights and the 

power of influential interest groups. The Progressive historians thus 

conceived of the American Revolution as an example of class conflict 

and internal political and social revolt similar to those of the French 

3 
Revolution. 

Progressive historians automatically assumed that man was pri

marily motivated by economic interests and that such interests largely 

determined political affairs: men could see their economic interests 

clearly and perceive the best way to further them. Therefore, these 

historians suspected all ideas, which they regarded as simple reflec

tions of deeper social forces or mere deceptions designed to hide ac-

4 
tual motives so selfish that they had to remain concealed. 

Two pioneer works provided the foundations for the Progressive 

interpretation of the Revolution: Charles H. Lincoln, The Revolution

ary Movement in Pennsylvania. 1760-1776. and Carl L. Becker, History 

of the Political Parties in the Province of New York, 1760-1776. Lin

coln and Becker discovered that the Revolutionary controversy in both 

colonies was greatly influenced by pre-existing conditions."* In 

3. Jack P. Greene, The Reappraisal of the American Revolution 
in Recent Historical Literature (Washington: American Historical Asso
ciation, 1967), pp. 7-8. 

4. Ibid.; p. 8. 
5. Charles H. Lincoln, The Revolutionary Movement in Pennsyl-

sylvania, 1760-1776 (Philadelphia: Univ. of Pennsylvania Press, 1901); 
Carl L. Becker, History of Political Parties in the Province of New 
York. 1760-1776 (Madison, Wisconsin: Univ. of Wisconsin Press, 1909). 
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Pennsylvania, according to Lincoln, there were two antagonistic groups, 

the radical one composed of Scotch-Irish Presbyterians and Germans in 

the west and non-Quaker lower and middle class Philadelphians in the 

east, and the other "conservative," consisting of the Quaker mercantile 

oligarchy in the oast. In New York, according to Becker, the radical 

unprivileged and unfranchised common freeholders, tenants, mechanics, 

and artisans opposed a closely knit landowning and commercial aristoc

racy. In Pennsylvania and New York the conflicts between these forces, 

and the struggle of the radicals to achieve the political franchise and 

a larger degree of economic and social freedom—the fight over "who 

should rule at home," and the radical demands for the "democratization 

of . . . politics and society," and not the controversy with Great 

Britain, were most important in determining political developments in 

the years between 1763 and 1776.^ 

According to Greene, the remarkable similarity that these Progres

sive historians found between developments in Pennsylvania and those in 

New York strongly suggested that what occurred in those two colonies may 

have occurred in the other eleven as well, that the controversy with Britain 

had everywhere been accompanied by an internal struggle for democracy 

between radicals and conservatives, poor and wealthy, democrats and 

aristocrats. Added evidence was given to this suggestion in 1918 with 

the publication of Arthur M. Schlesinger's The Colonial Merchants and 

7 
the American Revolution. In this work, Schlesinger argued that 

6. Greene, The Reappraisal of the American Revolution, pp. 8-9. 

7. Ibid.; p. 9; Arthur M. Schlesinger, The Colonial Merchants 
and the American Revolution. 1763-1776 (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 1918). 
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merchants in all of the colonies exhibited a similar pattern of behav

ior between 1763 and 1776. Strongly opposed to the new commercial re

strictions introduced between 1763 and 1776, they led the protest 

against the Stamp and Townsend Acts. When, however, they began to lose 

control of the situation to radical agitators and lower class elements, 

first during the Stamp Act riots and then during the enforcement of non

importation from 1768 to 1770, they were unleashing disruptive forces 

which they could no longer control. Thereafter, they attempted to mod

erate the intensity of further opposition to British policy. Only when 

the 1773 Tea Act introduced the possibility of parliamentary-granted 

monopolies did the merchants again encourage a firm stand, and the re

sults confirmed their previous fears as the lower class radicals seized 

the initiative, forced the colonies down the road to independence and 

to a more democratic government, and left the merchants with the un

satisfactory alternative of either becoming loyalists or accepting the 

g 
political domination of their "natural" rivals. 

There may be some evidence in the economic background of non-

pacifist Quakers to support the Progressive thesis of class divisions. 

The study of occupations of nonpacifist Quakers at the time of their 

respective disownments revealed that the vast majority held positions 

of low status-mostly artisans and small farmers. Furthermore, it ap

pears that a large percentage of Orthodox Quakers held more prestigious 

occupations—those of wholesale merchants and wealthy farmers, for ex

ample. 

8. Greene, The Reappraisal of the American Revolution, pp. 
9-10; Ibid.. pp. 17-79. 
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The evidence of nonpacifist occupations, however, does not sup

port Schlesinger1s merchant thesis, since a small but active minority 

of Quaker merchants, mostly in the city of Philadelphia, not only 

joined the Revolution in the early days of the fighting but also ap

peared to comprise most of the leadership of Quaker armsbearers (18 of 

the 28 nonpacifists who held two or more positions in the secular com

munity were merchants). Therefore, the presence of a merchant-oriented 

leadership among these Quaker armsbearers tends to refute Schlesinger's 

contention that merchants withheld their support from the Revolutionary 

cause. 
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