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John Whelden was the only known son of Henry and Edith Whelden.  Sara Whilden, whose birth in the Plymouth records 
was documented as 21 June 1650, was the daughter of Henry Whelden and therefore John’s only known sibling.(1) Because 
Henry and Edith were married in January of 1648,(2)  John could have been born before or after Sara with a probable range of 
birth from 1648 to 1655.  He was the grandson of Puritan immigrant Gabriel Whelden originally from Nottinghamshire, 
England. We know nothing about John’s childhood in Yarmouth; but though his grandfather had moved to Malden in 
Massachusetts Bay Colony and was no longer close by, his parents, aunts, uncles, and cousins were still living there. (3) 

In the two decades preceding John’s birth, the tension between the Native Americans and the 
colonists continually escalated. In 1643, as a response to the anxiety caused by the Native raids and 
to present a united force, the New England colonies formed the New England Confederation.  The 
Confederation, often referred to as the United Colonies, included Massachusetts Bay Colony, 
Connecticut Colony, Plymouth Colony, and New Haven Colony.  Rhode Island, founded by Roger 
Williams and his followers, was not invited because that colony held beliefs unacceptable to the 
others.[4]    Nevertheless, many of the important events in the coming war would occur in Rhode 
Island.  As a result of raids in the early 1640s, John’s father Henry was called to serve in a military 
expedition in August/September of 1645. [5] As the years passed, tension remained high.  By 1662, 
Metacomet (who had taken the English name “King Philip”) was the new chief of the local 
Wampanoag.  King Philip strongly resented the colonists’ expansion into his tribal territory and raids 
on both sides became more frequent. [6] By the early 1670s, all out war was inevitable.  

Only the first four expeditions of King Philip’s War have lists that include Wheldens, so they will be our focus.  Also, keep in 
mind that history is written by the victors and most of what was written years ago is very ethnocentric!   According to early
works, the Wampanoag’s first true act of war, as opposed to raids on isolated homesteads, occurred 20 June 1675 when they 
laid siege to the town of Swansea, Massachusetts, a small settlement in Plymouth Colony across the river from Rhode Island 
and very close to King Philip’s home base at Mount Hope, R.I.  Within five days, the town was almost completely destroyed. [7] 
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How was our family involved with this war?
The transcribed documents of Yarmouth, Massachusetts do show a John Whelden serving in King Philip’s War. [8] But in 
information previously written about “my” John Whelden who later moved to the Carolinas, not much was discussed about 
his experiences.  To me, it seemed like an interesting and important topic to pursue.  But first I needed to prove (at least to 
myself) that it was definitely my “John Whelden” who served.  Maybe there could be a way to “test” the data.  Wars have 
historically been fought with young men comprising the majority of soldiers while the officers were older.  What follows is 
my process of making sure that the younger John Whelden, son of Henry, grandson of Gabriel was definitely the man who 
served in King Philip’s War and not his Uncle John Whelden.

As mentioned above, books about the early history of Yarmouth, 
Massachusetts have some transcribed lists that are fairly consistent listing the 
names of men serving for Plymouth Colony from Yarmouth in the first four 
expeditions of King Philip’s War.  Expeditions 2, 3, and 4 list a John/Jno. 
Whelden as serving, but never as an officer.   During the first four expeditions, 
the names of 45 different men are listed, some serving on only one expedition 
but others, like John, serving multiple times.  My research located 40 of the 45 
men which would calculate to 89%.  Sometimes the year of birth was a “born 
about” as not everyone’s actual year of birth was known in the mid 1600s. [9]

During colonial times, militia duty was required by all men between 16 and 60.  When Plymouth Colony needed to fill militia 
quotas, each town was told the number of men they would need to provide based on their population. Men would then be 
chosen by a committee called the “Council of War.” To learn more about the selection process and how the men were most 
likely chosen, please read the discussion in Appendix A. [10]



As one might expect, the captain of each expedition was never a young man.  For instance, John Gorham, the captain during 
the first two expeditions, [11] was baptized in January of 1621 making him about 55 years old. [12] In age, he was followed by 
Captain Thomas Howes, born in 1634 [13] and Sergeant Samuel Hall, born in 1635 [14] who both served in Expedition 3. [15]

Besides these men, the soldiers from Yarmouth appear to have been born between 1640 and 1655. Excluding these three 
older men and five men for whom a year of birth could never be located, the relative breakdown by year of birth and age 
was:

5 men born between 1640 and 1644  (ages 31-35)  13.5%
8 men born between 1645 and 1649   (ages 26 – 30)  21.6%
24 men born between 1650 and 1655   (ages 18 – 25)  64.9%

John Whelden was never identified as ever being an officer.  This data would strongly indicate that the John Whelden
serving in three expeditions would not have been John Whelden “Senior,” born in 1630, as he was much older than 
everyone except John Gorham.  By default, the soldier listed as serving must be John Whelden, Junior.  This perfectly fits 
with the range of his predicted year of birth (1648-1655) placing him within the 86.5 % of the younger men.

Other than experienced officers, the other soldiers would most likely 
have been men without large families depending on them but young 
and often, unmarried men. [16] In fact, while researching these men, 
many of them married after King Philip’s War.

On the right is a map showing the area of the United Colonies with just 
a few of the major towns shown.   By the time the war began, New 
Haven had merged with Connecticut. [17] Massachusetts Bay Colony, 
which was larger and more populated than Plymouth or Connecticut, 
always had a quota that required a much greater number of soldiers. [18]
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As seen below, Yarmouth called up six expeditions to service.  Sadly, the names were recorded for the first four but not the 
fifth and sixth. [19] This list, transcribed by Frederick Freeman, was the one used to collect the data previously discussed.  In 
references such as this one, abbreviations for names were often used.  Most are obvious such as Benj. for Benjamin, Thos. 
for Thomas, and Wm. for William.  It gets a little more confusing when trying to distinguish between John and Jonathan.  
Jno. does not refer to Jonathan but to JOHN. [20]   Only one man on the list was named Jonathan and he is listed as Jona. 
Smith. [21 ] Why was this important to prove?  This means that we know the man serving was not John’s cousin, Jonathan 
Whelden (son of Uncle John Whelden),even though he was born about 1658 and would have been of an age to serve.
Recall that militia duty was required of all men 
between the ages of 16 and 60.  Notice the first 
sentence on the right includes “pressed into the 
country’s service” which would indicate that the 
men listed were not volunteers but drafted.  The 
exception to this would be young men who 
actually wanted to go to war and the officers. 
The officers were often men in the community 
who had previous military experience and 
probably felt a social obligation to step up and 
lead the troops.  When Yarmouth would call up 
men to actively respond to a threat, one would 
hope that the council chose the men in the 
militia most combat ready.  Of the 45 men who 
served in the first four expeditions, John was one 
of only four men who served during three.  Two-
thirds of the men only served once.     

This list from Frederick Freeman.  
See Endnote



First Expedition
Yarmouth provided 29 men under the highly respected 
Captain John Gorham.  On 24 June 1675, only four days after 
the attack on Swansea, the men left Yarmouth to meet up 
with other Plymouth Colony troops with the objective of 
confronting King Philip and his Wampanoag warriors at their 
stronghold at Mount Hope, Rhode Island. [22]

In all likelihood, Native scouts were tracking their movements because once they arrived in Rhode 
Island, the Wampanoag had already left the area. [23] The men turned around and headed back 
toward home.  They were in the field until the end of September and served 14 weeks. [24] John 
Whelden was not on this expedition but two of his first cousins were –Richard Taylor, son of 
Richard and Ruth (Whelden) Taylor and Joseph Whelden, oldest son of John and Mary (Folland) 
Whelden.  There were also two “extended” family members on this expedition – Thomas and 
William Folland, who would have been the nephews of John and Mary (Folland) Whelden. [25]

As 1675 was ending, the colonial forces retaliated for the June destruction of 
Swansea by burning several Native villages that included some belonging to 
the mighty Narragansett tribe.  This made the Narragansetts furious.  Though 
they were long time allies of the colonists, they now began to question that 
choice and soon began openly attacking the settlements. [26] If they joined 
the Wampanoags, what was a bad situation would become an extremely 
dangerous one!  It was time for the colonies to work together as one entity.
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On 24 October 1675, Yarmouth once again impressed men.  The quota was for 
15 men who would again be under the command of John Gorham. [27] On 2 
November, the United Colonies declared war and voted that the three colonies 
should send 1000 men [28] to force the Narragansetts into honoring a previous 
treaty they had signed saying they would not join with the Wampanoags.  So 
the plan was to attack the Narragansett stronghold. [29] As seen above, 
Yarmouth records indicate that John Whelden was a member of this group as 
was his cousin, Richard Taylor, who had served in the first expedition. [30]

The first rendezvous occurred on 11 December 1675 when the troops from 
Massachusetts Bay Colony and Plymouth Colony met at Providence, Rhode 
Island. [31]  After waiting a few days for the Connecticut troops who had yet to 
arrive, the decision was made to move on to a nearby garrison (fortified and 
provisioned home) owned by Jiruh Bull to seek additional provisions before 
facing the formidable Narragansetts.  They arrived at Bull’s Garrison on 18 
December only to discover that the garrison had been destroyed and 15 people 
killed just two days before.  With no additional provisions available and the 
arrival of the Connecticut troops, the officers decided that regardless of the 
heavy snowfall and extreme cold, they had to continue with their mission.[32]

Second Expedition – The Narragansett Expedition
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In 1917, the remains of Bull’s Garrison was 
the focus of a archaeological study.  The 
foundation can be seen in the photo 
above.  Among the interesting things 
located:  old glass, gun barrels, andirons, 
and clay pipes from the time period. [33]



The troops set out about 5:00 the next morning.  After trudging through thick woods covered in deep snow, at about 1:00 in 
the afternoon of December 19 they stopped at the edge of a swamp.  They had arrived at their destination (now South 
Kingston, RI southwest of Mount Hope).  In the middle of the swamp was an island that was the palisaded fort/village of the 
Narragansetts.  This fort had two entrances, each with a tree over a watery moat that was frozen.  One of the entrances was 
through a large unfinished gap. [34] The Massachusetts officers lead the way through this gap with many of them 
immediately being killed or wounded. [35] Slowly the Narragansetts were pushed back into the fort.  After nearly four hours 
of fighting and with night coming on, the soldiers were told (or chose) to set fire to the entire fort.  Some Natives were able 
to get out of the fort but many, including women and children who had taken refuge inside the dwellings, died in the fires.  
Also destroyed were all the provisions the Narragansetts had stored away for the coming winter. [36]
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The Great Swamp Fight
Even though they won the battle, they knew it was not safe to 
remain in the area unprotected, so the English chose to walk 
16 miles through the snowy night to get to Smith’s Garrison 
(present day Wickford, R.I.) owned by Richard Smith. [37] They 
took with them about 210 wounded and dead and arrived 
there at about 2:00 in the morning.  The troops would stay at 
Smith’s Garrison until the end of January taking care of their 
wounded and fallen men and probably reconnoitering. [38]

This was a turning point in the war as it was the first decisive 
battle won by the colonial militia. The battle, known as The 
Great Swamp Fight, was a devastating blow to the 
Narragansetts from which they never truly recovered. [39]



Third Expedition 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mary_Rowlandson

John Whelden along with only eight other Yarmouth men were sent out in late winter for one month’s service under the 
leadership of Captain Thomas Howes.  Neither their destination nor terms of service have ever been located in the Plymouth 
records. [40] But if the second expedition ended in late January of 1676 and the men for the fourth expedition mustered 4 
March 1676,[41] then the third expedition would have had to occur between those dates and been for most of February, 1676.  
This expedition was probably sent out as a response to raids over the border in Massachusetts Bay Colony.  Time was likely 
spent reconnoitering, skirmishing, aiding settlers, and since it was winter, trying to stay warm.

In January/February of 1676, seeking more allies to help him 
win the war, King Philip and some of his warriors traveled to 
New York in an attempt to enlist the aid of the Mohawks.  
But they chose to stay out of the fight. [42] While King Philip 
was gone, violence exploded across Massachusetts. Between 
February 10 to 21, massive raiding occurred with Lancaster, 
Medfield, and Weymouth being hit the hardest.  Buildings 
were burned, crops and livestock killed, and many colonists 
killed or taken as captives. [43]

The war was so widespread that the countryside became dotted with burned, empty settlements.  
Among the captives taken were Mary Rowlandson and her three children.  They were at their home 
near Lancaster while her husband had gone to Boston to get help for the settlers.  Her youngest

https://www.britannica.com/event/King-Philips-War

child died while captured but she and two of her children were eventually ransomed by her husband.  She later wrote a 
book about her experiences that became a best seller and is still read today. [44]



Fourth Expedition 

For the fourth expedition, Yarmouth once again called up nine men.  Little did they know what was to come!  As a 
descendant of John Whelden, I am lucky to be here because very few men made it through this campaign!   The Yarmouth 
men were led by Captain Henry Gold and the officer in charge of Plymouth Colony’s troops was Michael Pierce of Scituate. [45]

On 8 March 1676, Pierce and an estimated 50 English and 20 
“praying Indians” (i.e. converted allies) left Plymouth and began 
moving west. [46] Because the Natives were so adapt at forest 
warfare, Pierce’s plan was to locate and engage the enemy while 
the trees were bare of leaves. [47] By 25 March 1676, they had 
reached Rehoboth, Massachusetts where Pierce’s men entered in  a 
small skirmish with some of the remaining Narragansetts.  
Afterwards, it was believed that they had been sent to gather 
information about the movements of the English. [48] On Sunday, 
March 26, after picking up some additional men from Rehoboth, 
Pierce marched his men toward Blackstone River near Pawtucket, 
Rhode Island.  As they got close to the river, the English came across 
four or five Natives who looked like they had sustained some 
injuries and were trying to get away before they were seen. [49]

https://www.uswars.net/king-philips-war/

When they jumped into the river and crossed over, the English gave chase.  It soon became obvious that they were decoys 
sent to set up an ambush.  As the English followed them across the river in pursuit, suddenly about 500 Natives came out of 
hiding.  The English were forced to take a stand in the difficult terrain beside the river. [50]



As the English pressed forward,  additional Natives joined the battle.  As various maneuvers to gain control failed, the 
English were soon surrounded on three sides with the river behind them. [51] Captain Pierce was wounded and died early in 
the fight.  According to survivors, after a couple of hours of fighting, those remaining saw there was no hope so they fought
their way out and left for home. [52 ] In a letter written soon after Pierce’s defeat by the Rev. Noah Newman of Rehoboth to 
Puritan minister, Increase Mather of Boston, he named each town’s causalities.  Five were named from Yarmouth.  But John 
Matthews, who was listed as dead, later made his way back home.  Evidently, he must have left the battle without being 
noticed.  Other Yarmouth men listed as having died were Captain Henry Gold, and three Gage brothers  – John, Henry, and 
William. [53] For some unknown reason, John Gage was not listed on the Fourth Expedition soldiers; but in a genealogy 
written about the Gage family of Yarmouth, all three are listed as sons of John Gage and all noted as having died on 26 
March 1676. [54]
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By looking at the enlistment list, the men who made it home can be 
determined.  They were:  John Matthews, John Taylor, John Whelden, 
James Maker, William Nickerson, and Benjamin Ryder. [55]

Eight days after Captain Pierce’s encounter by the river, the Connecticut 
troops heard that the Narragansett sachem, Canonchet, who lead the 
attack was still near the Blackstone River.  They went searching for him and 
on April 3, they located him as he was crossing the Blackstone River.  He 
was captured, surrendered, and taken to Stonington, Connecticut.  There 
he was told that if he stopped the war, he could live.  He chose death 
instead and was executed by three Native leaders allied with the English.  
Canonchet’s death proved to be a fatal, final blow to the once powerful 
Narragansetts. [56] This left only King Philip and his men. 



The End of King Philip’s War
Over the next few months, the Wampanoag began to suffer from constant movement and 
lack of food; and as a result, Philip’s entourage shrunk to just a few men.  In an attempt to 
return to his home at Mount Hope, he found himself hunted by a group of colonists and 
Indian allies lead by the legendary fighter, Benjamin Church.  On 12 August 1676, the 
momentum of the war irrevocably changed in favor of the English.  As Philip was crossing 
Misery Swamp near Mount Hope, Church’s group found him.  The story goes that an 
Englishman took a shot at Philip and missed.  The next shot was fired by an Indian named 
Alderman, who like Philip was a Wampanoag, but he did not miss.  After he was killed, 
Philip’s head was placed on a pike at Plymouth where it remained for over 20 years. [57]

Though a short war of only 14 months, it was so devastating that it came close to 
resulting in England’s loss of the entire northeastern territory.  Percentage wise, it was the 
costliest war ever fought on American soil.  During the war, 10% of all military aged men 
perished, 50% of all towns were attacked, and 12 completely destroyed.   Some areas took 
over 100 years to recover and were not settled again until after the Revolutionary War. [58]

This war was “the single most cataclysmic event of the seventeenth-century colonial New England” and has “become an 
obscure historical footnote for most Americans.” [59]  The effects of the war “established a pattern of paranoia and mistrust 
between English-speaking America and native peoples that would thrive for centuries.” [60]

By the end of the war, John Whelden was still a young man.   In 1679, the governor of Massachusetts made a public request 
to have settlers move to Maine to help repopulate the area after extreme loses during the war.  John Whelden made the 
decision to leave Plymouth Colony and to go to Maine. [61] Would he find a quieter life in Maine?
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Death of King Philip



In Maine, King Philip’s War was referred to as the First Indian War.  When King Philip was killed, the war with the United 
Colonies was pretty much over.  That was not the case in Maine.  While the colonies to the south were beginning to rebuild, 
violence actually increased in Maine.  Raids continued all along the coast.  In August of 1677, the Duke of York (who 
actually owned the colony and would later be King James II) decided it was time to get involved to stop the fighting in 
Maine.  With the Duke’s inducement, by April of 1678, England (not New England) had signed the Treaty of Casco which 
formally ended the hostilities. [62] To provide protection from future attacks by the Native Americans, Fort Loyal (Loyall) 
was built in 1678 in an area named Falmouth (today’s Portland). Though the fort no longer exists, its former location is well
known.  On today’s map, it was located where India Street meets the waterfront. [63] (See map below)

Wikipedia:  Public Domain

Google maps

Red star represents the location of Fort Loyal on a current map 
of Portland, Maine and a map done in 1763 by Henry Barnsley. 

A New Beginning in Maine

Before discussing John Welden’s life in Maine, a look at the political atmosphere in the area needs to be considered.  By the 
time Fort Loyal was constructed, one of the most influential men in the area was a wealthy merchant named Nicholas 
Shapleigh.  He arrived in Maine about 1644 with a good bit of capital and immediately began to build a dynasty.  His wealth 
enabled him to purchase large tracts of forest.  He also owned a sawmill and a gristmill.  By the 1650s, he had been 
appointed treasurer of the province and put in command of the Maine militia. [64]

Shapleigh was a complex man.  On one hand, he was a Quaker 
(who believed in pacifism) but also the leader of the militia.  
He lived in an area of the colonies where the monarchy was 
disliked but was himself a Royalist.  And though a Royalist, he 
had a business partner who was a Puritan.  More importantly, 
he was against the continual claims made by Massachusetts to 
incorporate Maine into their colony. [65]



In 1679, Thomas Danforth was appointed President of Maine by the Massachusetts Assembly. [66] This meant he would 
have to deal with Shapleigh’s hold on the province.   So why did this power struggle exist?  It is rather complicated but 
important as it explains the periodic shift of who controlled Maine.  The English Civil War (1642-1651) pitted the 
Parliamentarians, lead by Puritan Oliver Cromwell, against the Royalists, lead by Charles I, King of England.  When 
Cromwell’s troops gained control, Charles I was put on trial for treason and executed on 30 January 1649 which of course 
ended the Monarchy.  Soon after that, Massachusetts (mostly Puritan) saw this as a perfect time to annex the former 
Royal colony of Maine since there was no longer a “Royal” anything!  Cromwell became the “ruler of England” but when 
he died just 9 years after executing the king, another upheaval in the government was inevitable.  Now the Royalists took 
back control of England and within two years, the Monarchy was completely restored.  So in 1665, Charles II (son of 
Charles I) nullified the annexation of Maine by Massachusetts saying they had no rights to claim the land.  But in 1668, 
while England was involved with events occurring in Europe,  Massachusetts reannexed Maine. [67] Crazy, right? 

Nicholas Shapleigh’s influence was so great that soon after Danforth’s appointment in 
1679 he sent a petition (date unknown but thought to be early 1680) to King Charles II 
requesting that Maine be reinstated as a Royal Colony.  Because so many men from 
various parts of Maine agreed with Shapleigh, he was able to get about 115 men’s 
signatures (or marks).  If the King did as requested, the government of Massachusetts 
would have no legal rights to Maine.  Why were so many Puritan men choosing the 
“Royalist” side in the issue?  Money of course!  This petition gained widespread 
support because Massachusetts was planning to levy a huge tax on Maine for the 
enormous debt incurred by Massachusetts during King Philip’s War.  Among the 
names on the petition was  none other than “Jno. Whelding.” [68] This meant that John 
was definitely in Maine soon after his service in King Philip’s War which ended in 
Massachusetts after the death of King Philip in August of 1676.
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Remember, it took months for letters to get back and forth between England and New England.  British records indicate 
that Shapleigh’s petition was read to the Council in London 30 September 1680. [69] In the mean time, on 17 March 1680, 
Danforth went north to reinforce Massachusetts's claim to Maine.  While there, Danforth saw a need to cluster settlers’ 
homes around the fort so they could get to safety quickly. He returned in September with a plan – settlers would be given 
small “house lots” around the fort and additional acreage further out.  Of course, if he began granting free land, he could 
sway people to his side regardless of the King’s wishes.  On 23 September 1680, at a court held at Fort Loyal, Danforth 
proceeded to issue grants.  That day, John Whelden received a small house lot next to Fort Loyal for a house and 60 acres 
further out.  His neighbors were Joseph, George, and Samuel Ingerson (Ingersoll). [70]

Sir Edmund Andros
Life must have been busy over the next few years as Whelden served in the militia, 
built a home, and began a family.  But change was inevitable.  In 1685, King Charles 
II died and the crown went to his brother, James II.  James did a lot of things that 
upset both the citizens of England and New England.  One of the worst was his 
conversion to Catholicism. [71] Recall, England was mostly Church of England and 
New England was mostly Puritan/Protestant.  Even more important to the colonies, 
James II thought he could get more revenue from his colonies if he consolidated all 
of New England into one colony.  So he appointed one governor, named the area 
the Dominion of New England, and suspended all their individual charters.  This 
meant the colonies were no longer self governed.  Sir Edmund Andros, former 
governor of the Royal colony of New York, was appointed governor of the 
Dominion on 20 December 1686. [72]  In order to make sure they had clear title to 
the land granted to them by Danforth, settlers began petitioning Andros (the King’s 
representative) for confirmation of ownership.  By having a letter of confirmation, 
no one would then be able to dispute their claim. [73]
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Two wealthy business partners, Silvanus Davis of Maine and James English of Boston, wrote directly to James II to get 
confirmation of land ownership without going through Andros.  Because they were knowledgeable of the political climate 
and how to get what they wanted, on 12 January 1687, they received a confirmation from the King concerning their claims 
to about 1700 acres.  That is a lot of land!  There were 14 individual pieces of land described in detail and confirmed. [74]

Happily for us, two of the fourteen had direct references to John Whelden. 
1.  In describing a 55 acre piece that was on the south side of Stroudwater River, the description says to measure “West 
thirty two chaines to the fence on land of John Welding…” and “…Stroudwater River as it runnes to the sd oake where first 
begun bounded to the northeast by Stroudwater river aforesd Southwest by the land of John Weldin …” [75]

2.  A description of a 249 acre piece on a different side of Whelden’s property states “bounded to the north East by land of 
John Weldens …” [76] Obviously Davis and English owned the property on either side of Whelden’s on Stroudwater River.

Stroudwater River

About three miles from the 
fort as the crow flies

Google maps

By 6 October 1687, Davis and English had a warrant and the land 
was surveyed.  The survey descriptions once again mentions 
boundaries shared with John Whelden:
1.  Instead of measuring 55 acres, it was 60.  “bounded on the 
Northwt the River called Stroud Water on the West John
Welldings Improvements on the So with Georg Ingersolls…” and 
“32 Chains to the Fence of Jno Welldens Corn field then…”
2.  The 249 acre survey stated “…on the West with vacant lands 
on the East with Jno Weldin on the North with the River…” [77]

With all the surveyors tromping through the forests, numerous 
landowners in Maine felt compelled to file their own petitions to 
be sure their claims were still valid.   Many still exist today.



On 12 December 1687, Joseph Weber sent a petition to Andros.  In it, he asked for an additional 80 acres to give him a total 
of about 100 acres since he had previously purchased 18 acres from John Whelden.  The document states  “petetinor have 
purhesed a smalle Tracte of Land of John wellden nere strowd walter mills … of vpland Leying on the south side of Casco 
Riuer nere Adjoying to the Claimes of Georg Ingersoll Juner …” [78]

Fortunately, John Whelden, filed a petition too.  A full transcription can be found in Appendix B 
but here is the gist of what he said.  In this document, dated 15 December 1687, John stated that 
he had owned the land “ever sense the first settling the forte at Casco”  which was likely referring 
to his grant from Danforth.  He stated that he owned 150 acres near a mill on Stroudwater River 
next to the “Lands Granted to Siluanus Dauis,” a “house Loote abought too Acors nere Adjoying to 
the forte,” and “a sixe acre Loot…vpon the necke .”  Furthermore, he asked for “an Addition of a 
small Thatch Bancke Leying nere Copisiche Mill vpon the flatts ; that hee may haue a Convience to 
Cut a Littell thatch for to make Hay for winter fead for Cettell about one Acre…” [79]

Petitions to Andros

Within the series of petitions can be found one additional mention of John Whelden.  On 14 April 1688, a document was 
filed in court concerning claims made by a Mrs. Whitwell of Boston.  Her petition cannot be located but the particulars of her 
claim can be inferred from the court’s response.  She was evidently making a claim against 12 individuals’ land.  The names in 
order beginning with the third person were “John Ingersoll, Joseph Webber, Georg Ingersoll, Sam Ingersoll, Georg Ingersoll, 
Sr., Joseph Ingersoll, and John Wellding.”  Each was listed as a “howse Loot” signifying that it concerned the land beside the 
fort.  Her claim was denied. [80] The names are almost certainly listed in order of the owner which would indicate neighbors.  

To clarify what he was claiming: Whelden’s petition mentioned the following - 150 acres near a mill on Stroudwater River, a 
house lot of 2 acres next to the fort, 6 acres on the “Neck.” That would be the narrow area in the middle of the peninsula. 
Additionally, he asked for one acre of grassland on the flats near Capisic Mill so he could have grass to feed his cattle.

Seal of the Dominion of New England



Now that we have John Whelden in time and place in Maine, it is time to take a look at the ongoing political events.  
Because of the friction between the English in Maine and the French to their north, war was again inescapable.  This new 
war would be called King William’s War (1688 – 1697) after William of Orange (King of England in 1688), and was the name 
given to the North American events of the Nine Year’s War occurring between France and a good part of Europe.  Because 
England and France were so involved on the bigger, European stage, the colonists were left to take care of themselves. [81]

https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:NineYearsWar.png

What was happening in Maine?  Of course, it was about 
land.  New England and the French to the north both wanted 
to expand their territory.  By 1688, small raiding parties 
began attacking English settlements to the east of Fort Loyal.  
Because of the danger, many of these settlers soon moved to 
Falmouth to be near the fort.  In an attempt to control the 
situation, the English requested a conference with the local 
Natives.  No one showed up!  The English took some captives 
to force them to attend in order to get their men released.  
Instead, they began raiding more!  Governor Andros ordered 
the captives set free and no conference occurred. [82]

Periodic attacks continued but by early spring of 1690, the French and their Native allies had formed a plan to capture Fort 
Loyal and destroy Falmouth.  At this point, the fort was garrisoned with about 100 soldiers (not including local militia). 
Governor Andros decided it would be best to stop the French from joining the Natives at all and to do this by attacking the 
French forts in Nova Scotia.  On their way north, Andros’s expedition stopped at Fort Loyal on 28 April 1690 with orders to 
take most of the soldiers.  Of course, this left Fort Loyal almost bereft of soldiers and dependent on the local militia. [83]

French – green
Against the 
areas in blue

Arena of the Nine Year’s War



Notice that the “1690” map of the area is not 
drawn with north pointing directly up the page nor 
was the map drawn in 1690. 
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Garrison

Fort 
Loyal

https://www.mainememory.net/lessons/
resource/x8q5o9t6/Portland_Maps.pdf

The soldiers in the fort were aware that 
hostile Natives were constantly in the area.  
But things changed on 13 May 1690.  The tale 
goes that three or four Natives were seen 
outside the fort.  So about 40 men were sent 
out to see what was going on and were 
ambushed.  Fourteen men were killed but 
the rest made it back into the fort.  The next 
attack, with an estimated 400 to 500 French 
and Indians, was made against individual 
homes and the four garrisons in the area. [84]

One of the garrisons belonged to George 
Ingersoll, Sr.  and its location can be seen on 
this map.  As previously mentioned, garrison 
houses were very important to the settlers.  
They were homes constructed specifically to 
provide protection to nearby residents during 
attacks.  In New England, they were usually 
two story and made of log or timber.  The 
upper story overhung the lower on at least 
two sides.  For added protection, a stockade 
fence often surrounded the house. [85]
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In a letter written on 18 May 1690, William Vaughan of Portsmouth, New Hampshire 
recounted information he received from a ship that was just off shore during the 
attack of Falmouth.  Vaughan stated that the captain was “bound for Casco bay 
where he discovered ye Enemy & saw Eleven houses burning ye Enemy disposing 
themselves in Sundry places & by their shouting and firing of Guns, bespoke them to 
be numerous.  They were very Brisk in firing upon Engersons Garrison who made so 
briske a Return continuing to fire on Each other as long as they were in sight…” 
Engersons was noted as being a misspelling of Ingersoll. [87] At this point, the ship 
must have moved out of view of Ingersoll’s Garrison.

The next day, the full force of the French and Indians focused on the fort.  The enemy 
soon began to mine toward the fort’s walls by using a gully surrounding the fort.  
Sadly, the depth of the gully lay below an effective angle of the fort’s cannons.  
Because their fire power was now only guns, they soon ran out of ammunition and a 
siege began.  Two days later, a surrender was requested. [88]

Of course, there is no real way to determine what John Whelden was doing during all 
of this, but one has to assume that since he was in the area, he would have had no 
choice but to participate.

Remember, John Whelden’s name is often found in conjunction with the Ingersoll men and that George Ingersoll, Jr. 
actually shared a property line with him.  It is feasible that as the fighting grew more widespread and violent, Whelden
would have gone to help defend the Ingersoll garrison.  This garrison was said to have been located at the southern end of 
today’s Exchange Street. [86] When plotted on a map, Ingersoll’s garrison was only about 1700 feet from Fort Loyal.
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Not knowing exactly what the Native Americans would do to them, the English felt it would be safer to surrender to 
someone French as they would follow the rules of military conduct used by the Europeans.  When asked if the Natives 
had any high ranking French soldiers with them, they were told yes.  The English requested that quarter be given to all the 
people in the fort.  Whoever was in charge of the French swore they would be able to leave the fort unmolested.  The 
terms of surrender were not honored.  Instead, everyone inside the fort was either killed or taken captive.  Great detail is 
known about the events at Fort Loyal because several captives were able to make it back to Massachusetts and give a full 
accounting. [89] According to survivors, about 200 men, women, and children were in the fort at the time of the surrender.  
Fourteen were taken captive and everyone else was killed. [90] The total destruction of the area lead to the abandonment 
of this area of Maine as everyone still alive went south to Portsmouth, Salem, or Boston.

In 1692, on a Massachusetts 
expedition north to build a fort at 
Pemaquid (Bristol, Maine), 
Captain Benjamin Church stopped 
at the remains of Fort Loyal.  
There he found the bones of 
almost 200 people killed on 20 
May 1690 still on the ground in a 
huge pile in the middle of the 
fort.  He and his men buried 
them. [91]

On the right is a plaque honoring 
the events and site of Fort Loyal.New York Public Library - Public Domain, 

https://commons.wikimedia.org/w/index.php?curid=11689936

Captain Benjamin Church



As the Falmouth area emptied of settlers, where did John Whelden go?  Though still a young man of about 35 years old, 
John Whelden had already lead a very eventful life.  He had participated in two short but bloody wars.  While in Maine, he 
had been granted land, constructed a home, started a family, and served in the militia.  He was even involved indirectly 
with world politics as a signer of a petition sent to the King of England.  Considering the circumstances of his leaving Maine 
as the colony collapsed, John would now have to start a new life with only the possessions he was able to carry with him 
when he left.  Though his father, Henry Whelden, was still alive in Yarmouth (Plymouth Colony), he did not go there.  
Instead he followed the Ingersoll family to their former home in Salem, Massachusetts.  We know he was there because on 
25 November 1690, one finds the name of John “Weldin” in the Salem records being levied a tax. [92]

What about John’s personal life?  So far, nothing 
has been mentioned about his family life.  What 
was happening during his ten years in Maine?  
Salem church records listed the following children 
born to John and his wife Mary during the time 
they lived in Maine:  Greshom, born in October of 
1681, John about 1684, Mary about 1685, 
Jonathan about 1687, and Joseph about 1690 
(who could have been born in Maine or Salem 
depending on when they arrived in Salem). [93]

What is next for this man?  Will he ever find a safe 
harbor?  John has many more years to live and 
more amazing events to experience!  The 
remainder of his incredible life will be covered in a 
separate article.

New beginnings are often disguised as painful endings!



Appendix A
Kyle F. Zelner, A Rabble in Arms:  Massachusetts Towns and Militiamen during King Philip’s War (New York: New York University Press, 2009)

Kyle Zelner has done some amazing research in discovering how Massachusetts militiamen were chosen to serve in King Philip’s War.  In order to collect manageable data, he chose to 
focus only on the towns in Essex County.  His analysis of how and why men were impressed (drafted) to serve was meticulous and detailed.  Because towns all over Massachusetts Bay 
Colony were settled and governed in a similar way, his findings could (and should) be applied to other area of Massachusetts and even applicable to Plymouth Colony.   After reading 
his book, I decided to scrutinize the small group of Plymouth troops from the town Yarmouth in a way similar to what Zelner did with the Essex men.

When militiamen from all the colonies were needed to deal with an intercolonial threat, the New England Confederation would, based on militia needs, determine exactly how many 
men would serve from each colony.  This number would be sent to the governing body of the colony who would then determine the number from each town. Once a town received 
their allotment number, how would they determine who to impress?  In Massachusetts, each town had a “Committee of Militia” composed of the top three military officers.  These 
men would have to decide who to send.  (Zelner, 53-54) 

They had to choose wisely!  Some able-bodied men would need to remain at home to protect the town.   This meant that the committee would be choosing men who would be forced 
to leave home and maybe never return.  Once the men had been chosen, warrants for impressment would go to the town constable who had the task of serving the papers to the 
individuals.  (Zelner, 36)

How did the committee of militia choose men?  Through his research of individuals impressed by each town under study, Zelner uncovered quite an array of extremely interesting 
circumstances.  Keep in mind that the committee had to answer to two incongruent, societal obligations – On one hand a need to send men who could actually be an asset in battle 
and the other to protect against the loss of men from influential families. (Zelner, 53) 

Zelner’s data uncovered some interesting trends including the following:

1. Some towns specifically targeted men who were involved in criminal activities or were known troublemakers.  If these men were chosen, this would allow a higher percentage of 
the “good” men to guard the town and stay out of battles.  (Zelner, 76)

2.  The less affluent families generally reflected a higher number of impressments.  This was easily proven by comparing impressment lists with tax lists.  (Zelner, 106, 129) 

3.  Unless serving as officers, these soldiers were usually unmarried and in their twenties.  Sending men into war who did not have a wife or children would protect the town’s young 
families from the hardships that would occur with the loss of a husband to support them. (Zelner, 142)

4.  For some towns, church membership and attendance were important.  Many older Puritans believed that the war was a result of the poor behavior of the members of the “second 
generation.” They believed the younger men were too worldly and were not as pious as they should be and were bringing down the “wrath of God” on the colonies.  Men identified as 
not attending church or too focused on worldly possessions were often impressed.  (Zelner, 3, 155)



What can be discerned about John Whelden and his fellow soldiers?  
Massachusetts used the name “committee of militia” while Plymouth used “the council of war.”  In 1653, the court records of Plymouth Colony (which included Yarmouth) state “That 
the counsel of warr shall haue full power to yssue out warrants to presse such a number of men in euery towne as by proportion the said towne is sett forth; and alsoe to yssue forth 
warrants…” (PCR 3:26)

During King Philip’s War, Yarmouth’s council of war was composed of Edmund Hawes, John Miller, and Jeremiah Howes.  These three men chose the men to be impressed, wrote out 
impressment papers, and had the constable serve the papers. (Swift, 104)  

Since I was not writing a book and did not want to spend months on this topic, I chose to use two sources that contained lots of specific details about court records - Swift’s History of 
Old Yarmouth (see note 7) gave a social look at Yarmouth and the Plymouth Colony Records (see note 2) written during court sessions provided a legal one.  In some cases, it was the 
father of the soldier who was found in the court records.

Troublemakers and religious issues:

1. Three sons of Francis Baker (Daniel, Samuel, and William), served.  Francis was charged with selling wines without a license (Swift, 84)  and was known to be “in not full accord to 
the Puritan notions” and had friends who were Quakers.  (Swift, 63)

2.  John Berry was the oldest son of Richard and Alice Berry.  Richard and his wife had quite a bit written about them in the Plymouth records.  Richard’s name appears in court several 
times for acts  of being “A grossly scandalous and debauched person…and convicted of filthy obscene practices.”  His wife, Alice, was placed in the stocks multiple times for stealing.  
(PCR 3:28, 36, 37, 74, 75, 82) and (PCR 4:47 and 183)

3.  John, William, and Henry Gage were the sons of Thomas Gage.  In 1653, Thomas was presented in court of not attending church but sailing a boat from Sandwich to Boston.  (Swift, 
84)  All three soldiers died the same day during Expedition Four.  What a family tragedy!

4.  The soldier, James Meker, got into a good bit of trouble when he was about 18 years  old.  One shocking example was that on 29 October 1668, James along with Edward Crowell 
were charged with going into the home of Samuel Worden while he was gone.  The two men were charged with “attempting the chastity of his wife and sister…” (PCR V:8-9)

5.  The name William Nickerson appears often in the court records but since the family is quite large, it is hard to tell exactly who was who.  Some events of note include: William, Sr. 
was disfranchised for attempting to buy land directly from the Indians.  (Swift, 93)  In 1667, William, Sr. was called to answer words spoken against the Preacher’s sermons.  Also that 
year, his sons were put in the stocks for interfering with the constable in the performance of his duties. (PCR 4:184)  

6.  Benjamin Rider (Ryder) was the son of Samuel Rider.  Samuel was a Lieutenant in the Militia in the 1650s.  In October of 1654 he was in court for sedition and for his treatment of 
the constable when he was impressing men for a 1654 expedition.  (PCR 3:68-69)

7.  Samuel Sturgis was the son of Edward Sturgis.  Edward’s license for selling liquor was revoked for selling too much and bringing it into the colony illegally.  (PCR 4:107).  Samuel 
himself was accused with others of going into a house while no one was home and “behaved themselves uncivilly within.”  (Swift, 91)



8.  William and John Chase were the sons of William Chase.  Father William was known to dislike the minister, Marmaduke Matthews and was called to court about his language.  
(Swift, 36-37)  Later, the family was accused of “latitudinarian” beliefs.  (Swift, 57)

9.  In March of 1675, John Matthews was in court for “divers filthy, flagicious, and abseane (obscene) expressions by him spoken, was sentenced to pay a fine of five pounds or to be 
publicly whipt.”  PCR 5:163.  Three months after being in court, the council of war impressed him to serve in the first expedition.  He also served in the third and fourth expeditions, 
making him one of four men who served in three expeditions.

10. In June of 1675,  Thomas Baxter and Joseph Egleston were taken to court by Edward Sturgis, Sr.  Thomas and Joseph entered his house on a Sunday in April by breaking locks  and 
while in his house, robbed him of money.  (PRC 5:168)  They were to appear in court in October of 1675 but in the meantime the Yarmouth council of war sent them on the first 
expedition in June of 1675!  Neither of these surnames (Baxter or Egleston) appear in the 1676 tax list.

These records concerned the behavior of 16 soldiers or their families.  As one would hope, none of the seven officers were mentioned in a negative way by the courts.   By removing 
the officers from the calculation, that means 16 of 38 or 42% of the “regular” soldiers may have been purposefully chosen by the council of war.

Wealth: Based on what Zelner discovered about wealthy families having sent fewer men to war than the relatively poor, I decided to take a look at data for Yarmouth. This data was 
inherently much harder to decipher.  There is no definitive way to determine which men were impressed and which chose to enlist.  Some of the 38 men who were not officers could 
have made a conscience choice to go to war for any number of reasons.  I was able to compare the men who served on expeditions with a Yarmouth tax list levied in 1676 to pay for 
the expenses incurred by Plymouth Colony because of King Philip’s War.  The tax was based on the person’s taxable property.  Consequently, more property meant more taxes to pay 
(given in pounds, shillings and pence).  In the village of Yarmouth, there were 99 people taxed. The wealthiest person listed was a man named Mr Yesson at 18 pounds (written as 18 –
0 – 0) and the poorest was Thomas Folland, Sr. paying a mere 5 shillings 6 pence (0-5-6). (Swift, 104-106) 

There were 14 individuals who paid under a pound, so that seemed like a reasonable place to start.  These 14 households represented the bottom 14% of those taxed.  Of the 14 
households, there were 12 men who served.  At no other point on the sorted tax list did this kind of clustering occur!  Three of the men in this tax bracket (James Meker, John Chase, 
and Daniel Baker) were mentioned above in the court cases making it highly probable that they were impressed.  In three cases, the households listed were the parents of soldiers.  
This  included John Whelden’s father, Henry, who was the eighth from the bottom on the tax list paying 0-13-01.  Also, recall from my previous article on Henry Whelden that he was 
himself impressed in 1645 with only 4 other men!  Thirty years later, his son John was impressed.  

The reason for each town’s choice of soldiers was made by a select few and would obviously vary based on the men serving on the council of war.  In the few hours I spent looking into 
the “perceived character” of the men who did serve from Yarmouth, it became obvious that Yarmouth (and likely all of Plymouth Colony) was often impressing men for similar reasons 
as Massachusetts Bay Colony.  I am sure that given more time, additional data could be discovered.  In any case, the possible disparity in the selection of who would serve was a 
compelling side issue!



Appendix B – Petition of John Whilden
Note: During this time period, a U and a V was often written in opposite locations – for example vpon for upon and haue for have.  If you quicky sight read the document instead of 
looking carefully at each word, it will be much easier to understand!

To his Excellence Sr Edmund Andros Kntt Captt Generall and Governour in Chief in and ouer his Majstis Territorie & Dominion of New England

Ffallmouth prouince

Of Mayne 10br 15th 1687

The petetion of John Whilden of The Town of ffallmouth in the prouince of Maine humble sheweth That whare as yor petetinor is posessed and in Actuall
improuement: ever sense the first settling the forte at Casco a persell of Land Lyinge situate on ye south side of Casco Riuer : neare Adjoyning to Strowdwater mills Lying & Adjoyning
Next Southerly to the Lands Granted to Siluanus Dauis his Grants to the said mills to the quantity of on hundred and fifty Acres all soe a howse Loote abought too Acors nere Adjoying to 
the forte & a sixe acre Loot belongin to said Loot vpon the necke all which Lands ware Granted mee Laid ought & Recorded according to former Coostom & yor petetinor hath Bin at Grate 
Charge in bwilding & fensing vpon the seurall Tracts of Lands  yor petetinor Humble prayeth an Addition of a small Thacth Bancke Leying nere Copisiche Mill Vpon the flatts : that hee may 
haue a Convenience to Cut A Littell thach for to make Hay for winter fead for Cettell about one Acre & that yor excelence woold Grante yor Confirmation for the sd seurall Tracts of Land 
that a warrant may Granted to yor servoyer to servoy the same    that Returen may be made in order that a pattent may be Confermd for the same to yor petetinor vpon such essay quit 
Rent as yor Excellence shall see meete & yor petetinor as Bownd in Duty shall ever pray –

John Whilden

To his Excellence Sir Edmund Andros Knight Captain General and Governor in Chief in and over his Majesty’s Territory and Dominion of New England

Falmouth Province

At Maine December 15th 1587

The petition of John Whilden of the town of Falmouth in the province of Maine humbly shows that whereas your petitioner is possessed and made improvements ever 
since the first settling the fort of Casco on the following:   A parcel of land situated on the south side of Casco River near Stroudwater Mills  adjoining on the south to the lands granted to 
Silvanus Davis and his grants to the said mills  - to the quantity of one hundred and fifty acres.  Also, a house lot of about two acres adjoining the fort and a six acre lot on the neck - all 
which lands were granted me, laid out and recorded according to former custom (Massachusetts).  And your petitioner has been at great charge in building and fencing upon the several 
tracts of land.    Your petitioner humbly prays an addition of a small thatch bank lying near Copisic Mill upon the flats that he may have the convenience to cut a little thatch to make hay 
for winter feed for cattle of about one acre.  And that your excellence would grant your confirmation for the said several tracts of land.  That a warrant may (be) granted to your surveyor 
to survey the same, that return may be made in order that a patent may be confirmed for the land to your petitioner.  And upon such evaluation of the land, quit rent (yearly fee) be 

determined by your excellence;  and your petitioner is bound in duty shall ever pray -
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