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Bruieving that the facts in regard to the first resistance to
British tyranny at Lexington on the morning of the 19th of April,
1775, may be of interest to the American public at the present
time, we publish this facsimile of a little volume faithfully and
truthfully prepared by an eminent citizen of the town in conformity
with a vote passed Dec. 13, 1824.

To this we add a cut of the battle, from an old well-authenticated
picture, showing the position of forces, buildings, &e.

C. A. WELLINGTON.

LEXINGTON, April, 1875.
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PREFACE,

™

NO apology, it is presumed, will be decmed necessary for plac-
ing before the publick, at this time, the following statement of
facts, relative to the affair at Lexington, on the morning of the
19th of April, 1775. Those, who have undertaken to relate the
events of that day, have omitted many important facts and cir-
cumstances, the tendency of which has been to diminish, in the
publick estimation, the importance to the country of the stand
made by the militia of Lexington on that morning. The charac-
ter of the evidence, upon which historians have relied for inform-
ation on this subject, may, no doubt, be asciibed as the cause of
this omission. This conmsisted, principally, of certain ex parte
depositions and individual statements, taken and made for parti-
cular purposes, immediately after the affair happened.  Gen.
Gage, and other apologists of British outrage, had asserted, that
the people of Lexington commenced the attack upon the king’s
troops.  The records and statements® of the transactions of that
morning, which have been generally referred to, were made with
a view of contradicting these false accounts,—of giving to the
conduct of the British soldiery at Lexington the effect of rousing
the just indignation of an oppressed and injured people,—to
exonerate Capt. Parker, and the company under his command,
from the charge of rashuess, or of having done more than was
actually necessary in self-defence,—and also to persuade the
people of this country and of Great Britain, that the king’s troops,
in the attack made upon the militia at Lexington, had been guilty
of an act of the most deliberate murder.—The question, then, to
be decided was, whether the Americans fired FIRsT, not whether
they fired AT arL. Besides, the priuciple of law, that a person
was not bound to state any facts in evidence, which might tend
to criminate himself, was as well known at that day as at the
present. The struggle had just commenced, and the issue was

* Depositions of Capt. John Parker and otllcrs,—Nai'x'ativc by the
Rev. Jonas Clark,—and A Letter of Rev. Willlam Gordon to a Gentle-
man in England, published in this country in 1776.
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quite doubtfal. Tt could not have been expected of those, who
had taken an active part in the affair ab [exington, that they
would voluntarily disclose facts, which might, in all probability,
as they then considercd, expose themselves or their friends to the
British halter.

The inhabitants of Lexington feel it to be particularly incum-
bent on them to lay this statement of facts before the publick, at
this time, on account of some recent publications stating that
¢« pp CoONCORD THE FIRST BLOOD WAS SHED BETWEEN THE

BRITISH AND THE ARMED AMERICANS;’ and also, that the’

¢ FTRST FORCIBLE RESISTANCE’ was made at that place.

These statements, coming from very respectable sources,
were viewed by the people of Lexington as not only calculated
to give an erroneous impression to the world respecting the place,
where the revolutionary war commenced ; but, more particularly,
to deprive the town of Lexington of the honour of having raised
the first standard of an armed opposition to the unjust and (y-
rannical measures of the mother country. The citizens of Lex-
ington consider it also an indispensable duty, which they owe as
well to the memory of their fellow townsmen, whose blood be-
came the first offering upon the altar of their country’s freedom,
as to their survivors, who boldly dared to begin the bloody con-
flict for independence, to endeavour to show, by a simple state-
ment of well authenticated facts, the inaccuracy of these recent
publications. If these statements should be received and handed
down as correct matter for the historian, the people of Lexington
plainly foresaw, that, when the present generation shall have
passed away, and the hand of time shall have erased the inserip-
tion upon the humble, though imperishable monument, erected
in grateful commemoration of their brave and patriotick towns-
men, who fell in the first glorious attempt to defend the liberties
of the country,—future generations might ask, in vain, to know
the cause, for which this monument was raised.—Accord-
ingly, at a publick town meeting, recently called for the purpose,
the inhabitants appointed a committee, consisting of the Hon.
Nathan Chandler, Rev. Charles Briges, Elias Phinney, Abijah
Harrington, Amos Muzzy, Charles Reed, John Muzzy, Benja-
min O. Wellington, and Krancis Bowman, Jun. Esquires, to collect
and publish a statement of such facts, relative to the affair at
Lexingten, on the morning of the 19th of April, °75, as may be
supported by undoubted testimony, and which may be calculated
to place the transactions of that day before the publick in their
true light. In discharging this con mission, the committee have
strictly aimed at the truth, not assuming any thing for fact,
which was not proved by satisfactory evidence.

EISTORY.
&e.

IN the beginning of the year 1774, the British Parliament
passed an act ¢ for the better regulation of the goWmment of
the Provinee of the Massachusetts Bay in New England.””*
The object of this law was to enable the king to take the life of
any citizen of this Commonwealth at his pleasure ; not, however,
without the pretended solemnity of judicial proceedings. The

" dark and murderous designs upon the lives and liberties of these

colonial subjects were to be affected in the following manner:
The governour, who held his office by direct appointment from
the king, was to appoint the justices of the Supreme Court, and
the sheriffs. The jurors were not to be appointed by the free-
holders, as had before been the course, but to be summoned by
the sheriffs. Constables were required to deliver to the justices,
annually, a list of the persons qualified to be jurors, and the
justices were to deliver a copy of this list to the sheriffs, with
the intent, that the justices and the sheriff should ascertain the
political character of those on the list. In default of such list,
the sheriff was to summon whom he pleased from among the
people. If the list was returned, the selection was to be made
from that. Thas the governour was the creature of the king ;
the justices and sheriffs the creatures of the governour, appointed
without consent of the council; and the jurors the creatures of
the sheriff. The king therefore, when so disposed, could, by
means of this law, despatch any ecitizen of this Commonwealth
obnoxious to him, by merely intimating to the governour, that
such was his will and pleasure. But the same Parliament, judg-

* Ancient Charters, page 785.
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ing it highly probable, that the people of this colony .would resist
the execution of their bloody and tyrannical proceedings, passed
another law, about the same time, providing, that, if any person
ghould be indicted for murder or other capital offence committed
in aiding magistracy, the governour might s_"end such-person to
another colony, or to Great Britain, to be tried.® Th.ls was pro-
viding a more summary mode than a publick mock trial, to take
the life of the accused citizen, and subjected him at once to the
Britich bayonet.—In the first place, it was no.t I?robable, tha? a
grand jury, thus selected by the sheriff, w.oul(l mdlct. the' soldier,
who might be guilty of murdering a citizen ; but, if this unex-
pected event of being indicted should happen, the law provided
him a retreat from danger.

o Gen. Gage arrived ing Boston the 18th May, 1774. On the
6th September following, the delegates of Suffolk county re-
solved, that no obedience was due to the said acts. Gen. Warren
is supposed to have written these resolves, which were afterward
expressly sanctioned by the Clontinental Cong-ress. In the same
month, the Provincial Congress resolved to enlist men to turn out
at a minute’s warning, and clected three generals, Pre.blc, Ward
and Pomeroy. In November, they resolved' 'to raise twelve
thousand men, and that a fourth part of the militia should.be en-
listed as minute men, and notified the neighbouring eolonies, and
the ministers of the several towns in the provinee, of thest bold
and patriotick resolutions, and apprized tl.xem of the bloody
scenes, which they apprehended to be approaching. .

In the same month of November, the king informed l‘fls Par-
liament, that he had taken measures to carry these laws into ex-
ecution, which the House of Commons, in their answer, approved,
as did also the House of Lords. At this portentous moment,
Tord Chatham, who clearly perceived, that some catustroph_e,
awfal and tremendous to England, would soon take place in
Massachusetts, suddenly appeared in the House of Peers, and
exerted his utmost eloquence to have the Buitish troops removed
from Boston ; but in va'n. i

On the 9th February, 1775, the Tords and Common? jointly
addressed the king, and requested him to enforce obedicnce to

% Holmes’s Annals, Vol. II. page 308.
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these laws, and assured him they would stand by him with their
lives and property.*

On the same 9th day of February, the Provincial Congress of
Massachusetts, then in session at Cambridge, resolved, that ¢ Jede-
diah Preble, Artemas Ward, Seth Pomeroy, John Thomas, and
William Heath, be, and hereby are appointed general officers,
whose business and duty it shall be, with such and so many of
the militia of this provinee as shall be assembled by order of the
Committee of Safety, effectually o oppose and resist such attempt
or attempts as shall be made for carrying into execution an act of
the British Parliament, entitled ¢ An Act for the better regulation
of the government of the Province of Massachusetts Bay in New
England,” and who shall attempt the carrying into execution by
force another act of the British Parliament, entitled ¢ An Act
for the more impartial administration of justice in cases of per-
sons, who shall be questioned for any act done by them in the
execation of the law, or for the suppression of riots and tumults
in the Province of Massachusetts Bay,” so long as the said mili-
tia shall be retained by the Committee of Safety, and no longer.
And the said general officers shall, while in said serviee, com-
mand, lead, and conduct in the said opposition, in the order
in which they are above named.”” Preble declined the service,
and, on the 15th February, John Whitcomb was appointed in his
place. T

The nature and object of the laws mentioned in this resolve,
have been before explained. This resolve, which is, in fact, little
short of a declaration of war against an empire, at that time,
perhaps, the most powerful in the eastern hemisphere, by one
of its provinces, is very remarkable for its calm language, mi-
nute details, and great precision. It indicates the great dignity
and the exalted patriotism of the Provincial Congress, and, at
the same time, is demonstrative of a consciousness, that the jus-
tice of their cause did not admit of a doubt. The contrast ex-
hibited by the king’s speech, and the Parliamentary proceedings
of the same period, is equally remarkable. In them, violent de-
nunciations indicate the tumult and rage of unprincipled men,

* Holmes’s Annals, Vol. IL
2

t Heath’s Memoirs.




