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ABSTRACT

British military uniform buttons are a common type of artifact recovered
archaeologically from military and domestic sites dating to the late eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries in North America and the Caribbean. An example of this occurrence
is the recent archaeological investigations conducted at Paget Fort, Bermuda. Excavated
from the artifact-rich layers within a large defensive ditch was an impressive assemblage
of 793 metal and bone buttons. Within this assemblage, 345 buttons exhibited diagnostic
information relating to particular British regiments or specialist service units. These
diagnostic buttons provide the foundation on which much of this work is based.

By employing artifact pattern recognition, documentary research, and
anthropological interpretation, this thesis examines the various contextual dimensions —
physical, archaeological, historical, functional, and symbolic - of the Paget Fort buttons.
This contextual approach, which draws freely upon scientific and technical analysis, and
combines it with anthropological interpretation, is characteristic of what is called the
‘reinvented historical archaeology.’

Through the interpretation and integration of these various contextual dimensions
this work has produced an accurate chronology of British units serving in Bermuda
between 1778 and 1820, an understanding of the archaeological deposit and development
of Paget Fort, and an insight into the complex world of control and pride experienced by
the British soldier.
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INTRODUCTION

The closing decades of the eighteenth century and the beginning decades of the
nineteenth century was a turbulent period for Great Britain and its colonies in the New
World. Britain was almost continuously at war, first with its thirteen rebellious colonies
in America, then with France, and later with the newly formed United States. Much was
at stake, especially Britain’s commerce and trade, including the lucrative sugar trade of
the Caribbean. The threats to commerce and trade not only came externally from enemy
nations, but internally slave revolts threaten the basic means of sugar production and civil
order. The protection of Britain’s interests was therefore the responsibility of its Army
and Navy. As a result, the British military was an integral and often ever-present
component of English society in North American and the Caribbean during this time.
Evidence of this presence is commonly observed archaeologically on both military and
domestic sites with the recovery of British military uniform buttons. A remarkable
example of this occurrence is the recent archaeological excavations conducted at Paget
Fort, Bermuda. Excavated from the stratified fill of a large defensive ditch were nearly
800 British military metal and bone buttons in association with a rich assortment of other
artifacts made of metal, bone, stone, glass and ceramic.

In themselves, the Paget Fort buttons are an impressive collection of British

military artifacts. Viewed simply in this manner these objects are nothing more than that



— a collection. However, as an archaeological assemblage, the buttons take on a more
profound meaning because they have been recovered from and exist within context. This
idea of context does not refer exclusively to the soil and rubble layers from which the
buttons were unearthed. This is only one of their relevant dimensions — the
archaeological. In addition to this, the Paget Fort buttons exist within several other
contextual dimensions — the physical, historical, functional, and symbolic. The objective
of this thesis is to interpret and integrate these various contextual dimensions for the
purpose of understanding the progression of British military forces in Bermuda, the
analysis of the archeological deposit and development of Paget Fort, and ultimately, to
gain an insight into how the uniform button functioned within the British Army and what
these objects meant to the soldiers who wore them. To achieve this goal, this study has
combined multiple approaches that include artifact pattern recognition, documentary
research, stratigraphic archaeological analysis, artifact seriation, material culture
research, and anthropological interpretation.

This concern with context in essence is what defines the field of archaeology
(Hodder 1995). In the past twenty-five years historical archaeology has moved away
from the science-based, pattern-logic, approach of what is called the ‘New Archaeology.’
Recently, many archaeologists have moved toward interpretive approaches rooted in
anthropology and other fields that stress context and meaning and the communicative
aspects of culture (Beaudry 1996). This ‘contextual’ or ‘postprocessual’ archaeology
examines the dynamics of material remains as active objects of cultural expression.

This thesis builds upon the earlier scholarship devoted to the study of military

uniform buttons by archaeologist and military historians. Important studies include those



from Fort Michilimackinac (Stone 1974), Fort Mackinac (Dunnigan 1975; Campbell
1965), Fort Ligonier (Grimm 1970), Fort Stanwix (Hanson and Hsu 1975), Valley Forge
(Norris 2000), Fort Ticonderoga (Calver 1935), the Ottawa Lockstation (Bradley 1991),
fortifications in Florida (Olsen and Campbell 1962), and the Greater New York City area
(Calver and Bolton 1950). Many of these publications are the cornerstones in the
material culture study of military buttons and are typical of the ‘New Archaeology.’
These studies are often criticized because of their concern with identification, typology,
and chronology (see Beaudry, Cook and Mrozowski 1991).

My work seeks to bridge the gap between this type of study and those more
characteristic of the ‘contextual’ approach (see for example: DeCunzo and Herman 1996;
Last 1996; Deetz 1995; Ferguson 1992). The goal of this research is to ultimately
identify the cultural significance of British military buttons by using examples recovered
from Paget Fort. Yet, all of the analysis and interpretations presented in this material
culture study are grounded in the science-based attributes of observed artifact patterns
and the chronologies established by historical and archaeological research. I justify my
approach in the “reinvented historical archaeology” described by Mary Beaudry:

A reinvented historical archaecology moves freely across disciplinary boundaries,

but it does not reject the old positivist, cultural materialist approach in its entirety;

in fact, the emphasis placed on context in all its manifestations necessarily fosters

a grounded empiricism and an openness to scientific procedure and technical

analysis [1996:496].

The Paget Fort archaeological investigations, which provided the data for this

study, are part of the ambitious “First Bermuda Forts” project. Since 1993,

archaeologists from the College of William and Mary and the Bermuda Maritime
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based on the material of manufacture, buttons size, and diagnostic regimental
information. The significance of each of these patterns is interpreted and provides a basis
in which to draw upon in the following chapters.

Building on the pattern of diagnostic regimental information, Chapter 2 addresses
the issue of placing the buttons within their historical context. This is achieved by
constructing a chronology of troops serving in Bermuda between the years 1778 to 1820.
Without access to military records from this time period, the documentary resource used
to accomplish this task was the historic newspaper of the day. Chronicled in each issue
of the Bermuda Gazette and Weekly Advertiser are the weekly island reports that often
contain important details of British troop movements in and out of Bermuda. A
discussion of historical world events is woven into this chapter to provide a better
understanding of the factors that influenced the movements of British forces in Bermuda.
When available, an image of each regiment’s or specialist unit’s buttons recovered from
Paget Fort is included in the text for the purpose of providing a tangible link between the
archaeological evidence, the historic record, and the soldiers who formed these garrison
units.

Chapter 3 interprets the archaeological context of the Paget Fort buttons by
employing several methodological archaeology techniques. The method of visually
depicting stratigraphic relationships, called the Harris Matrix, is used to establish the
relative time sequence of the soil layers from which the buttons were excavated. This is
combined with the historic chronology constructed in the previous chapter as a means in
which to order the diagnostic buttons in absolute time and to apply the method of

seriation. Based on this comparison and the use of the diagnostic buttons as indicators of
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terminus post quem (the date after which), several interpretations are made about the
archaeological deposit and the development Paget Fort.

The concluding chapter utilizes the Paget Fort buttons as a unique assemblage to
investigate how the button was employed on British Army uniforms. It opens with a
discussion of the evolution of the British Army uniform, with particular attention devoted
to the placement and quantity of buttons for the purpose of establishing a functional
context. This is followed by an examination of the button within a symbolic context.
Here it is argued that the numbered British military button served a purpose beyond that
of a simple clothing fastener. Through subtle cues communicated by imagery, type of
metal used in button manufacture, and button size, the button became an object that
asserted control and discipline over a soldier; while at the same time, these characteristics
also served as a way of embodying regimental esprit de corps that appealed to a soldier’s
sense of military pride. Buttons of the 7" (Royal Fusiliers) Regiment of Foot excavated
from Paget Fort are used as a case study to illustrate this relationship.

Several appendixes are provided as a supplement to the body of this thesis.
Appendix A addresses the intensive conservation process that was preformed on nearly
every button in the assemblage. Appendix B summarizes the availability of the surviving
issues of the historic newspapers used in this research. Appendix C is the database that
was used to examine the metal buttons recovered from Paget Fort. Appendix D is a

similar database used to study the bone buttons recovered from the site.



CHAPTER 1

THE PHYSICAL CONTEXT

The first step in any material culture study is to approach the objects at their most
basic level — their physical context. In doing this, several questions immediately arise.
First, how does the group of artifacts to be studied compare to similar assemblages found
on other archaeological sites? Second, what are the patterns that can be identified by
examining the physical attributes of the objects? And, finally, what do these observable
patterns mean? These are the central questions that guide this chapter as they relate to the
Paget Fort buttons. The resulting observations and interpretations form the basis on
which the following chapters of this thesis draw upon.

The buttons recovered from Paget Fort represent a large sampling of the types of
buttons that were in use on British military uniforms between the years 1778 to 1820.
(This concise date range is established through historical research presented in Chapter
2). Other large assemblages of uniform buttons have been recovered from controlled
archaeological excavations on military sites in North America. Important studies include
those from Fort Michilimackinac (Stone 1974), Fort Stanwix (Hanson and Hsu 1975),
and Fort Ligonier (Grimm 1970). On certain levels each of these assemblages is
comparable to the Paget Fort collection. However, the Paget Fort assemblage is uniquely

different from these other assemblages when considering the exclusive British origin of

11
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its buttons and the time period from which they date. This comparison is summarized in
Table 1.

Table 1

A Comparison of Archaeologically Recovered Button Assemblages

Site Nationality Time Period Assemblage
Size
Paget Fort British 1778-1820 793

Fort Michilimackinac

(Stone 1974) French, British 1715-1781 1,333
Fort Stanwix British,

(Hanson and Hsu 1975) “American” 1758-1781 338
Fort Ligonier .- 442 of 485
(Grimm 1970) British 1758-1766 studied

The exclusive British origin of the Paget Fort assemblage set it apart from either
of the collections from Forts Michilimackinac and Stanwix. Each of these assemblages is
comprised of buttons from more than one of the successive armies that vied for control of
Eastern North America during the colonial era. British Bermuda, however, was spared
occupation by a foreign army because of its geographic location and system of island
fortifications.

A more important difference then nationality is the time period from which the
Paget Fort buttons date. Each of the forts compared in Table 1 differs from Paget Fort in
its time period of British occupation. This temporal difference directly relates to the
types of British uniform buttons that are contained within each of these assemblages,
because of the military regulations that governed the changing styles of the British
military dress.

Forts Ligonier and Stanwix were occupied by British forces prior to the 1768

Royal Warrant that established the practice of placing regimental designations on the
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buttons of British army uniforms. As a result, no regimental buttons were recovered from
Fort Ligonier (Grimm 1970). Only three British regimental buttons of the 26", 29" and
53" Regiments were recovered at Fort Stanwix. Each of these regiments had stores
captured by American forces between 1775 and 1777. Hanson and Hsu attribute the
presence of these buttons to reuse by the Americans who occupied Fort Stanwix during
the American Revolution (1975).

The period of British control at Fort Michilimackinac span the years from 1760 to
1781. Approximately 302 of the 1,333 buttons recovered from the site can be positively
identified as belonging to a particular British regiment (Stone 1974). Of these, the 291
cast pewter regimental buttons with iron wire shanks (Stone’s Class I, Series D, Type 1,
Varieties a-g, and i-j) are similar to many of the buttons found at Paget Fort. The
difference between the two collections, however, is that the buttons from Fort
Michilimackinac are from a style of British military uniform that predates the ones that
would have been worn by the majority of the regiments serving at Paget Fort. The Fort
Michilimackinac buttons therefore, represent a better collection in which to examine the
evolution of the British regimental button, in conjunction with the Paget Fort assemblage,
rather than to use it as a close comparative collection.

Each of the buttons assemblages recovered from Forts Michilimackinac, Stanwix,
and Ligonier are important to the material culture study of British military uniform
buttons. The exclusive British origin and time period of the Paget Fort assemblage sets it
apart from these other large collections of buttons. These unique characteristics provide a
basis on which the symbolic interpretation of British regimental buttons in Chapter 4 is

based. Before this is possible, it is necessary to continue the discussion of the physical
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were made from a durable alloy consisting of approximately 83% tin and 17% lead and
antimony (Albert and Kent 1949). The high frequency of pewter buttons in the Paget
Fort assemblage is attributable to the private soldiers that formed the majority of the
garrison forces.

The military clothing regulations stipulated in the 1768 Royal Warrant called for
the coats of all private men to “have white buttons™ (Strachan 1975:174). This practice
was maintained in all of the subsequent clothing orders that followed. White (pewter)
buttons not only appeared on the coats of the private soldier, but were also present on the
waistcoat, breeches, and gaiters. Because enlisted men wore the pewter button almost
exclusively it became a ubiquitous trademark that identified their rank within the British
Army.

Pewter buttons were a logical choice for enlisted men’s uniforms due to the
interrelated factors of cost effectiveness, ease of production, durability, and the ability to
meet British Army regulations. Pewter has a low melting point allowing it to be rendered
to a liquid state at a relatively low temperature. This required less fuel and furnace
sophistication than that of other alloys, resulting in a lower production cost. The molten
metal was easily cast and could be poured into pre-made brass button molds. In the case
of British military buttons following the 1768 Royal Warrant, these molds were almost
always inscribed with a regimental number, device, or approved design that imparted the
raised image on the finished button. The ease of casting also allowed for the buttons to
be fitted with an iron wire shank as exhibited by nearly all of the regimental pewter
buttons recovered from Paget Fort. The pewter face and iron wire shank resulted in a

button that afforded a good level of durability even under rigorous conditions. The
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higher quality pewter characteristic of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries
allowed for the buttons to be brightened by polishing; a practice that was mandated by
military regulation (Strachan 1975). The sheen achieved by polishing, however was
never to a state of brilliance obtainable with plated or copper alloy buttons that typified
officer’s uniforms. All of these attributes combined to provide a minor economic
advantage to the enlisted men who were required to pay for their annual or biannual
regimental uniform issue.

All of the copper alloy buttons in the Paget Fort collection are made of brass.
Brass is an alloy of copper with varying amounts of zinc, ranging between 10-30%. The
characteristics of this metal allow it to be finished with a thin layer of silver or gold
plating. Brass and plated brass buttons were more expensive due to the greater level of
sophistication in manufacturing technique and the cost of the metal. As a result, British
military buttons made of this metal were reserved exclusively for the regimental and
marine officers and the men who were members of the specialist units under the direction
of the British Board of Ordnance.

The bone buttons are another important component of the Paget Fort button
assemblage. These can be divided into two groups between those of off-site manufacture
and those of on-site manufacture. Only nine buttons of off-site manufactured were
recovered and are of the three-, four- or five-hole button variety. These were used as
utilitarian buttons likely on the shirts of both officers and enlisted men.

Single-hole bone discs comprise the majority of the bone button collection with
121 examples (Plate 4). These objects have traditionally been identified as the supporting

cores for thread or cloth covered buttons (Hinks 1988). Unlike the multi-hole buttons,
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with cast shanks used to close the gaiters. The gaiter was an article of the soldier’s
uniform made of a stiffened durable cloth for the purpose of protecting the hose and
preventing dirt, mud, and stones from getting into the shoes. These were fastened down
the outside of the leg by a series of small buttons (Carman 1977).

The 21 pewter buttons that measure between 14.0-14.9mm are primarily made up
of cast buttons that appear similar to the gaiter buttons, but have an O-shaped cast shank
instead of an inverted U-shaped cast shank characteristic of the smaller buttons. This
button may be a transitional type of button that could have functioned on the gaiter,
waistcoat, or breeches.

The 233 pewter buttons that fall within the range of 15.0-18.9mm are waistcoat
and breeches buttons. These buttons peak more specifically between 16.0-17.9mm. The
waistcoat was a “garment worn under a coat and although shaped to the waist had flaps
continuing below” (Carman 1977:134). Many of the buttons in this size range bear
regimental designations. These are cast buttons with iron wire shanks and are identical in
construction technique, type of imagery, and maker’s marks as those of the next size
group - the coat buttons.

The 145 pewter buttons measuring between 19.0-29.9mm are attributable to the
coat. A more refined range for the coat buttons is from 20.0-23.9mm. Nearly all of the
pewter regimental coat buttons fall within this tighter range.

The brass buttons follow similar patterns as those identified with the pewter
buttons. The 85 brass buttons used in this analysis correspond to the same size categories

as the pewter buttons. Brass gaiter buttons measuring between 11.0-13.9mm are
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represented by 25 examples. Over half of these buttons belong to the Royal Regiment of
Artillery (11), Royal Sappers & Miners (1), and the 99™ Regiment of Foot (2).

The highest frequency of brass buttons are the 16 that range in size from 14.0-
14.9mm. These are dominated by 13 plain gilt specimens, several of which have a back
stamp indicating they are, or once were, gold plated. These buttons are not of military
issue, but likely represent private purchases of civilian buttons by officers to replace
missing buttons on some part of their uniform.

The 20 brass buttons ranging between 15.0-18.9mm are waistcoat or breeches
buttons. These buttons peak in the size range of 17.0-17.9mm, similar to that observed in
the pewter waistcoat buttons.

The remaining 24 brass buttons fall into the range of coat buttons measuring from
19.0-29.9mm. The buttons in this category peak between 19.0-21.9mm. This is slightly
smaller than the pattern observed with the pewter coat buttons.

The clustering of the pewter and brass buttons from the Paget Fort assemblage
into three distinct concentrations confirm that the size of military buttons is directly
related to the article of clothing on which the button served. Gaiter buttons occur within
the range of 11.0-15.9mm, waistcoat and breeches buttons range from 15.0-19.9mm, and
coat buttons from 19.0-29.9mm. A one-millimeter overlap is provided to compensate for
the extremes on each end of the range. The size range established by the coat buttons
will later in this thesis provide an important tool in which to investigate the symbolic
context of the military buttons. A final pattern observed in the Paget Fort button

assemblage needs to be examined. This is the frequency of diagnostic buttons.
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Diagnostic Button Frequency

Contained within the Paget Fort assemblage are 345 diagnostic pewter and brass
buttons that depict a regimental number or specialist service device. These constitute
52% of the 663 metal buttons recovered from the site. Represented are a total of 17
different numbered regiments, three specialist units, two garrison regiments, one
provincial corps, and one unidentified unit of local militia. By plotting these buttons
based on their frequency of occurrence (Figure 4), a pattern emerges indicating a
potential link between the units that are represented by more than one button example are
actually from regiments who served in Bermuda as a primary garrison force. This
interpretation is based on two basic assumptions. First, the buttons recovered from Paget
Fort were actually deposited by members of the military units they represent. And,
second, the buttons found at Paget Fort were originally deposited as a result of accidental
loss or casual disposal.

In all, seven numbered regiments are represented by more than a single button in
the Paget Fort assemblage. These are the 7“‘, 13“’, 47"', 62““, 98“’, 99“’, and 102™
Regiments. Likewise, buttons of the IV Garrison Battalion, Royal Garrison Battalion,
Royal Provincials, Royal Artillery, Royal Sappers & Miners, Marines, and an unknown
regiment of Local Militia are all represented by two or more examples. This implies that
each of these military units spent a long enough period of time in Bermuda to facilitate
the loss of more than one button by a member of their ranks. If this hypothesis is true,
than is possible to place these military units into chronological order based on their

period service in Bermuda.
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To accomplish this task, a primary documentary resource that records British
military deployment to Bermuda is needed. The most logical choice for a collection of
documents that would facilitate this research is the original British military
correspondence and records stored in the Public Records Office in London, England.
Without the financial means to travel to England to access these public records, another
primary resource had to be located. This alternative resource would need to meet the
particular requirements of being written at the same time that the military units
represented by the Paget Fort buttons were in garrison in Bermuda, be reliable in their
accuracy, and be readily available to a graduate student on a limited research budget.
The document resource that fulfilled these strict criteria was found in the historic
Bermuda newspapers preserved as microfilm copies in the Bermuda Library, Hamilton,
Bermuda. The detailed analysis of these documents, as they relate to the British military
units serving in Bermuda, is presented in the following chapter.

Through the analysis of the Paget Fort button assemblage at its most basic level —
the physical context - several important observations and interpretations have been made.
By comparing this assemblage to other large assemblages of archaeologically recovered
military buttons it was found that the Paget Fort assemblage is uniquely different. An
examination of the percentage of pewter, brass, and bone buttons that comprise the
assemblage shows a pattern that reflects the structure of the British military. The plotting
all of the measurable metal buttons by size, confirmed that the size of British military
buttons is directly related to the article of uniform on which it served. Plotting the
frequency of buttons with diagnostic military numbers or insignia revealed that buttons

represented by more than one example are potentially from military units that served in
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Bermuda for an extended period of time. Each of these observations and interpretations
presented here provide the foundation in which to analyze the historical, archaeological,
functional, and symbolic contexts of the Paget Fort buttons in the following chapters.

The next contextual dimension to be examined is the historical.



CHAPTER 2

THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT

The combined use of artifact and document evidence by historical archaeologists
is an advantage that is often denied to either prehistoric archaeologists or historians (see
Beaudry 1993). Drawing on the frequency pattern of the 345 diagnostic buttons
identified in Chapter 1, this chapter strives to place the Paget Fort buttons within their
historical context by constructing an accurate chronology of British military units serving
in Bermuda during the years 1778 to 1820. This is achieved by combining the artifact
evidence supplied by the diagnostic buttons with the detailed reports of troop movements
chronicled in the microfilm copies of the Bermuda Gazette and Weekly Advertiser on file
at the Bermuda Library (Reel Numbers 1-8). Where the newspaper reports are silent or
archive issues are missing, additional primary information is obtained from the annual
publication of the Bermuda Almanack preserved on microfilm at the Bermuda Archives
(Account Number 663, Edmund Gosling Collection. Bermuda Almanacks 1793-1819).

These primary documents are augmented by secondary sources, particularly for
the vears before the publication of the newspaper. and to provide historical background of
world events that influenced the deployment of British troops to Bermuda, North
America, and the Caribbean. When available. an image of each military unit’s buttons

ecovered from Paget Fort is included to provide the tangible connection between the

26
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archaeological and documentary evidence, and the soldiers who formed these garrison
units. The resulting chronology presented here far surpasses all previously published
timelines for the time period and provides a fuller understanding of Bermuda’s military
past. Undoubtedly, as complete as this chronology strives to be, there are sure to be
omissions.

In the initial effort to place the Paget Fort buttons in their historic context, four
separate published chronologies of the British garrison serving in Bermuda were
consulted (Chartland 1971; Forbes 2000; Harris 1997; Smith 1951). It quickly became
apparent that there were far more troops represented in the button assemblage than were
listed in these existing chronologies during the date range indicated by the archaeological
evidence from which the buttons were recovered. Further, there were many instances
where these timelines contradicted each other. The search for a primary document
resource that would help to clarify the progression of troop deployment in Bermuda was
found in the historic newspapers of the day.

Under the auspices of the Bermuda Legislature a printing press was imported to
the Island in 1783. The first newspaper to be printed using the new press was the
Bermuda Gazette and Weekly Advertiser. Joseph Stockdale published the inaugural issue
on January 17, 1784. He continued publishing the paper, with the assistance of his
daughters, every Saturday from his printing office located in St. George’s, until his death
in October 1803. At that point, his daughters assumed sole responsibility of the paper
and maintained its St. George’s based publication until September 1816. The printing
office was then moved to Hamilton and was now under the editorship of Charles Beach.

Beach changed the name of the paper to the Bermuda Gazette and Hamilton and St.



George's Weekly Advertiser. (This change in name is evident in the in-text citations
within this chapter). The paper remained under Beach’s direction until April 1823. In
the years following, the paper would change ownership several times as would its name.
The final issue of the paper was published in September 1831 (Hallett 1995).

Each weekly edition of the paper carried a section that reported on local events
and news that had transpired over the course of the week. The section, simply entitled
Bermuda, followed by the current publishing date of the issue, often contained important
information pertaining to the military garrison. This included, among other news, the
arrival and departure of military transport ships, the ship’s place of origin or destination,
what regiment or regiments were on board, who commanded the regiments, and often the
number and general health of the soldiers. Also provided, was follow-up information as
to the safe arrival of troops that had previously disembarked from Bermuda. It is these
common reports of the events that transpired over the course of each week that form the
documentary basis of the historical research presented here.

Additional information relating to the military garrison was obtained from the
Bermuda Almanack. Joseph Stockdale began publishing these annual ‘sheet almanacs’ in
1786. His daughters continued their publication following his death, as did Charles
Beach, until 1821 (Hallett 1995). Similar to a calendar, the almanacs also contained a
variety of useful information that was current at the time of its late December or early
January publication. Included in this was a listing of the British troops in garrison and
the names and ranks of the officers. The almanacs have been used in this research as a
resource to indicate which troops were in station in Bermuda at the beginning of each

year.
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The Paget Fort button assemblage and the documents span the years of great
hostility between Britain and its adversaries in North America and the Caribbean. This
chronology begins with the closing years of the American Revolution. It continues
through the period of Britain’s war with France when some 69 regiment of line were sent
to the West Indies between 1793 and 1801, with an additional 24 following in the years
1803 to 1815 (Chartrand and Chappell 1996). Renewed hostilities with the United States
from 1812 to1815 also resulted in the deployment of a large number of British troops to
North America. This historical research concludes with December 1819 for the only
reason that the last regiment represented in the button assemblage departed Bermuda in
that year.

The earliest buttons represented in the Paget Fort assemblage are the six examples
of the Royal Garrison Battalion, also referred to as the Royal Bermudians (Plate 6).
British General Henry Clinton had created the Garrison Battalion in September or
October 1778. Walter Dornfest quotes a letter written by General Clinton in 1778
describing the Battalion’s formation:

Observing likewise that there are several hundred invalids in the regular corps of

the line, whose time of service had not yet entitled them to the benefits of Chelsea

and who, though unfit for more arduous service in the field, were capable of being
very useful in garrison, whereby more active troops might be spared to augment
my files for the campaign (a circumstance of no small consequence to me in the
reduced state of my army), I formed them into a garrison battalion for the defense
of the Bermudas and Bahama Islands where they might have an opportunity of
benefiting themselves as well as the public by completing the time wanted to
entitle them to become Chelsea pensioners. This battalion was also rendered
more respectable by being officered either by gentlemen from the half-pay list
who solicited employment, or by worthy officers whose wounds or infirmities had

obliged them to retire more active service [1969:55].

Two companies, consisting of approximately 300 men, of the newly formed

Garrison Battalion were dispatched from New York on October 25, 1778 under the
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(Baldry 1938). Donkin arrived in Bermuda on “1% December, 1779, from New York in
ten days with a reinforcement of 129 men for the 4 companies of the Garrison
Battalion...” (Dalton 1927:23(6):3-5).

The returns of provincial troops, dated May 1, 1780, indicate that there were 326
men of the Garrison Battalion stationed at Bermuda. By October 1782, the garrison
consisted of three battalion companies and one grenadier company. Additional
reinforcements were dispatched from New York on October 24, 1782, and by February
1783, five companies were in garrison at Bermuda (Dornfest 1969).

It is interesting to note that the 1780 returns refer to the soldiers in garrison as
‘provincial troops.” The Garrison Battalion was placed on the British Establishment on
December 25, 1782 (Baldry 1938). This date provides the likely point at which the
Garrison Battalion received its designation as ‘Royal’ (Dornfest 1969). The buttons
recovered from Paget Fort bearing the letters ‘RGB’ and an image of the St. Edward’s
crown signifying the Royal Garrison Battalion, therefore, can not date before December
1782.

The recovery of six Royal Provincial buttons from Paget fort provides
archaeological evidence indicating there were in fact colonial loyalist troops serving at
the station (Plate 7). It is possible that these buttons were used on the uniforms of the
Garrison Battalion prior to their Royal designation. In a letter to the Commissioners of
his Majesty’s Treasury, Whitehall, dated April 15, 1784, Governor William Brown,
however, states that a company of loyalists troops unexpectedly spent the winter of
1783/1784 in Bermuda:

In November last a company of Loyalists under the command of Capt. John
Perrot left New York by order of Sir Guy Carlton for Annapolis Royal in Nova
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newspapers contain several entries pertaining to the transport of the Provincial Company
and the Royal Garrison Battalion. The first group of the Royal Garrison Battalion
departed Bermuda in December 1783, aboard the Brig Joseph. Intended for Halifax, the
ship was driven off the continent by bad weather and was forced to put into Antigua on
February 6 (BGWA, March 13, 1784, no. 9; BGWA, March 20, 1784, no. 10). On April
22, 1784, the remaining forces of the Royal Garrison Battalion departed Bermuda aboard
the transport ships Nautilus and William (BGWA, April 24, 1784, no. 15). The ships were
bound for England, where the battalion was to be disbanded. Also sailing on that day
was the transport ship Henry for Halifax with the portion of the Royal Garrison Battalion
who chose to receive land grants in Canada. It can be inferred that the transport ship
Joseph, which contained the company of Provincials, also sailed with the Henry (BGWA,
March 6, 1784, no. 8). In August and October, reports reached Bermuda stating that the
transport ships had arrived safely at Halifax, Nova Scotia, and Deptford, England
(BGWA, August 7, 1784, no. 30; BGWA, October 16, 1784, no. 40). The Royal Garrison
Battalion spent a total of five years and five months in garrison at Bermuda, and the
Royal Provincials a total of five months.

The departure of the Royal Garrison Battalion and the Royal Provincials marked
the beginning of an almost nine-year span (April 1784 to February 1793) in which
Bermuda would be without a detachment of regular British forces. This period coincided
with the years of peace Britain experienced following the end of the American
Revolution, until the start of the wars with France. As a result of this peace, the British

Army suffered from a period of relative neglect (Barnes 1972). Despite the absence of
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troops in Bermuda during these years, important changes were taking place in an effort to
put the Island in a state of fortified readiness.

With the official end of the American War of Independence in 1783, Britain
sustained the loss of all of its navel bases and harbors on the Eastern Seaboard of North
America from Maine to Georgia (Harris 1997, Stranack 1990). Recognizing the strategic
location of Bermuda, a Lieutenant Slack of the Royal Engineers was dispatched for the
purpose of investigating the Island’s defensive potential. Lieutenant Slack, having
completed his report, sailed for New York aboard the HMS Mentor in the spring of 1783.
Unfortunately, the Mentor was lost en route claiming all those on board (Harris 1997).

In September of the same year, Captain Andrew Durnford, also of the Royal
Engineers, was ordered to Bermuda for the purpose of conducting a similar survey.
Durnford’s report was submitted on October 20, 1783. Based on his recommendations,
an ambitious period of repairing the existing forts and the construction of new
fortifications commenced in 1789 (Harris 1997). The improvements and construction
work carried out on the forts between 1789 and early 1793 were done without the
assistance of British troops. This may have been intentional, or a result of neglect during
this time of peace.

The Bermuda Gazette and Weekly Advertiser contains several entries during this
period that report on the progress of fort construction, surmising that: “There can be little
doubt that Bermuda will soon be made the second Gibralter [sic]...” (BGWA, November
14, 1789, no. 307). Lieutenant-Governor, Henry Hamilton, made a requisition granting
“54 negroes ... to be furnished by the country to work on the Fortifications” (BGWA, July

17, 1790, no. 339). An appeal for a work force also included “any soldiers of the late
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Garrison Battalion, that are willing to be employed as Labourers [sic] in the Engineer
Department, may apply to Captain Durnford, Royal Engineer, at St. George’s...”
(BGWA, July 10, 1790, no. 338). This entry indicates that some soldiers of the Royal
Garrison Battalion remained in Bermuda after the force was disbanded in 1784. The
defense of the Island during this time however, was the responsibility of the Militia that
had been created by an Act of the Assembly dated June 1788 (BGWA, March 21, 1789
no. 272).

In 1793, Britain was again at war, this time with France. The conflict soon spread
to the Caribbean. At stake was Britain’s highly prosperous sugar trade and commercial
shipping. Spurred on by the egalitarian principles set forth by the French Revolution,
rebellion erupted amongst free persons of color and slaves in the French West Indies.
Shortly thereafter, insurrection infected the British Islands of Granada, St. Vincent, and
Jamaica (Buckley 1998). Britain, seeking the opportunity to seize the socially unstable
French colonies and restore order to its own, committed a vast number of troops the West
Indies. Pivotal to their success was to maintain navel superiority, while preserving
commercial shipping. It was under these circumstances that Bermuda witnessed the next
garrison of British regular forces.

The new garrison was a detachment of the 47™ (The Lancashire) Regiment of
Foot. Buttons of this regiment are represented by 11 examples in the Paget Fort
collection (Plate 8). The first ship to arrive carrying these troops was the schooner
Eunice from New Providence, Bahamas, on February 15, 1793. On board were 112 men,
14 women, and 10 children, all under the command of Captain William Featherston

(BGWA, February 16, 1793, no. 474). The Brig. Jane arrived on February 20 with the
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in the BHQ, 1968:25(4):118). Durnford’s indirect request for additional troops was
partially answered in the following year.

On Saturday, June 7, 1794, arrived the warship Scorpion having under its convoy
the transport ship Betty and the Brig. Aran, in which came a company of the Royal
Invalid Artillery, their weapons, and stores. The artillerymen arrived “all in perfect
health,” despite a long passage of eleven weeks from Cork and Portsmouth (BGWA, June
7, 1794, no. 542). The company was under the command of Major Thomas Hare, and
being the senior officer in the Island, he assumed command of the 47™ Regiment
(transcribed letter of Andrew Durnford to Henry Dundas, reprinted in the BHQ,
1968:25(4):122).

A total of 24 Royal Artillery buttons are present in the Paget Fort assemblage
(Plate 9). It is likely that the company of Royal Invalid Artillery wore the same copper
alloy buttons as the Royal Artillery, depicting the Ordnance Arms — three cannon balls
above three cannon on carriages, all on a recessed shield. Detachments of the Royal
Artillery would later server in Bermuda following the departure of the Invalid Company.

During their years of service in Bermuda, the 47" Regiment was engaged in the
construction of several redoubts on the western shore of St. George’s Island to protect the
newly discovered channel and anchorage off St. Catherine’s Point. Hydrographer,
Lieutenant Thomas Hurd, of the Royal Navy had completed a report in 1791 describing
the new channel and anchorage at St. George’s and another anchorage near Ireland
Island. Seeking a winter base for the British naval squadron cruising off Chesapeake
Bay, British Rear Admiral George Murray learned of Hurd’s findings and dispatched the

Cleopatra in February 1795 to investigate the potential of establishing a navel station at
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the Paget Fort assemblage; however, these were likely deposited when the regiment
would later return to Bermuda as the main garrison force in 1808. No buttons of the 16"
Regiment are present in the collection.

On March 23, 1797, the transport ship Arethusa arrived in eight days passage
from New Providence, under convoy of the sloop of war Swallow. On board were seven
companies of reinforcements of the 47" Regiment. The troops disembarked the
following day in “high health and spirits” (BGWA, March 25, 1797, no. 681). An
additional detachment of the 47™ Regiment arrived from Portsmouth, England, on
February 22, 1798, aboard the transport ship Brothers. The Brothers was under convoy
of the frigate Hinde. Inthe Hinde came the new Bermuda Governor, George Beckwith
(BGWA, February 24, 1798, no. 733). Shortly after Beckwith’s arrival he reviewed the
troops “on the new Parade opposite the Barracks,” and they were reported to be “in the
most healthy condition and made a very good appearance, being well clothed” (BGWA,
March 10, 1798, no. 735).

The reference to the “barracks” and “new parade” in the above report is
interesting. In 1793, the British Army began the systematic construction of barracks.
This was an entirely new form of housing for the British soldiers. Prior to this date,
British troops usually lived in camps or were billeted in towns (Barnes 1972). In the five
years since their arrival, the 47th Regiment was undoubtedly engaged in the construction
of the barracks on the East End of St. George’s Island.

Also worthy of further note is the reference to the soldiers “being well clothed.”
In 1796 and 1797, drastic alterations were made to the appearance of the British Army

uniform. The most dramatic change was made to the coat (see Chapter 4). This
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reference to the soldiers’ appearance may indicate the 47" Regiment was wearing the
new style of uniform by the spring of 1798. Additional clothing for the regiment arrived
in mid-August 1798 aboard the ship Syhes, from London (BGWA, August 18, 1798, no.
758).

On October 18, 1798, three transport ships, the brigs Queen, Lady Wentworth, and
Lydia Tuper, under convoy of the men of war St. Albans, Prevoyante, and Porcupine
arrived in Bermuda from Halifax all carrying the “Irish Brigades, now to be incorporated
into the 47" regiment” (BGWA, October 20, 1798, no. 767). The size of this force was
estimated to be about 800 soldiers (BGWA, May 26, 1798, no. 746). By orders received
at the same time as the arrival of the Irish Brigades, two companies of the 47" Regiment
were to be sent to New Providence, Bahamas. These companies departed Bermuda by
November 3 on board the Prevoyante and brig Mentor (BGWA, November 3, 1798, no.
769).

During the years 1799 and 1800, the number of soldiers of the 47" Regiment in
garrison at Bermuda fluctuated. In 1799, a small detachment arrived on March 15
(BGWA, March 16, 1799, no. 788), 60 recruits arrived from England on April 8 (BGWA,
April 13, 1799, no. 792), and four companies arrived from Halifax the third week of
December (BGWA, December 21, 1799, no. 828). A detachment of the 47" Regiment
departed Bermuda for New Providence on April 21 aboard the Prevoyante (BGWA, April
27, 1799, no. 794). Early in January 1800, two more companies of the 47" Regiment
departed Bermuda for New Providence aboard the sloop of war Swan (BGWA, January 4,
1800, no. 830). This decrease in numbers was slightly offset by the arrival of 33 privates

from London on May 6, 1800 (BGWA, May 10, 1800, no. 848).
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The garrison strength of the 47" Regiment in Bermuda appears to have remained
at a stable number for the next two years. There are no further entries of troop
movements until March 1802. On the 25™ of that month a detachment of recruits for the
47" Regiment arrived from Jamaica aboard the frigate Circe (BGWA, March 27, 1802,
no. 946). This was the last detachment of the 47™ Regiment to arrive in Bermuda.

In March 1802, Britain reached a peace agreement with France. This peace,
however, was tenuous. By May 1803, the two countries were again at war. It is during
this brief period of peace that the five companies of the 47™ Regiment in garrison at
Bermuda were ordered to proceed to England where they would join the five companies
of the 47t Regiment ordered home from New Providence (BGWA, November 6, 1802,
no. 978). The first three companies departed Bermuda on November 25, 1802, aboard
the transport ship Queen (BGWA, November 20, 1802, no. 980). The two remaining
companies, who were aboard the transport ship Camilla, sailed on December 8 (BGWA,
December 11, 1802, no. 983). Reports of their safe arrival at Portsmouth reached
Bermuda in early May 1803 (BGWA, May 7, 1803, no. 1004).

The 47" Regiment spent a total of nine years and nine months in Bermuda. Of all
the Line Regiments covered by this chronology, the 47" Regiment served the longest
period of garrison duty in the colony. Their long presence had a positive effect on the
Island’s civilian population:

This day the inhabitants of St. George’s give a public entertainment to the officers

of the 47% regiment, as a farewell dinner for the esteem they have for them, and

the harmony which has kept up here for many years by their attention and

praiseworthy conduct. Their departure will be much regretted; but we trust their
situation will be equally filled by those of the 7h [BGWA, October 30, 1802, no.

977].
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This passage marks a significant change in public opinion in comparison to the negative
sentiment felt with the arrival of Royal Garrison Battalion in 1778.

Replacing the 47" Regiment was the 7" (Royal Fusiliers) Regiment of Foot.
Three companies of Royal Fusiliers arrived on October 24, 1802, after a passage of 20
days from Halifax, aboard the transport ship Queen. The companies were under the
command of a Colonel Lavard, and were said to be “all in good health” (BGWA, October
30, 1802, no. 977). Two additional companies soon followed, arriving on November 4
aboard the transport ship Camilla, in 32 days passage from Halifax. These companies
were under the command of a Major Walker and were also reported to be “in good
health” (BGWA, November 6, 1802, no. 978). A total of 25 examples of this regiment’s
unique buttons were recovered at Paget Fort (Plates10 and 24).

A detachment of the 7" Regiment arrived on March 2, 1803, from Jamaica aboard
the frigate Aeolus (BGWA, March 5, 1803, no. 995). Twenty-nine more privates arrived
from London aboard the brig Thomas on September 20, 1803 (BGWA, September 24,
1803, no. 1024). There is only one entry, on November 20, 1803, of a detachment of the
70 Regiment departing Bermuda. The troops were bound for New Providence aboard the
sloop of war Stork (BGWA, November 26, 1803, no. 1033).

The newspapers for 1805 contain a paucity of information pertaining to the Royal
Fusiliers. Unfortunately, the archive copies of the newspapers for the year 1806 are
fragmentary, with all of the issues missing between January and August (see Appendix
B). It is during this period in 1806 that the Royal Fusiliers were ordered to depart
Bermuda. Despite the lack of newspapers for this year, a single entry was located that

stated the transport ship Harriot had arrived safely in England, having sailed from
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A detachment of the 85™ (Bucks Volunteers) Regiment of Foot was in garrison
for a brief period in 1806. They departed on September 11 bound for England, aboard
the cutter Barbra (BGWA, September 13, 1806, no. 1179). Only a single, badly corroded,
enlisted man’s button from this regiment was recovered at Paget Fort.

Replacing the Royal Fusiliers was the 99™ Regiment, who must have arrived prior
to the departure of the Royal Fusiliers in July 1806. The 99" Regiment was part of the
second battalion of the 62™ Regiment of Foot, and was the fourth regiment to be
designated as the 99™. The regiment was raised in Ireland in 1803 following the renewal
of war with France. In 1811, it was given the title of 99" (Prince of Wales Tipperary)
Regiment of Foot (Chichester and Burgess-Short 1970). It is unclear how many
companies of the 99th Regiment arrived in Bermuda during the summer of 1806. It is
possible this number was quite high based on the fact that this regiment’s buttons are the
most numerous of all the diagnostic buttons found in the Paget Fort assemblage, with 76
specimens (Plate 11). This assumption, however, is purely speculative. In the research
of this thesis, no definitive evidence was found to indicate a correlation between button
frequency and the numbers of troops in garrison.

Recruits for the 99" Regiment arrived from England on July 14, 1807, aboard the
transport ship Hannah (BGWA, July 18, 1807, no. 1223). Another detachment arrived on
February 9, 1808, from New Providence aboard the brig Gibson (BGWA, February 13,
1808, no. 1253). On July 29, 1808, the sloop of war Dispatch brought an additional
detachment from Jamaica (BGWA, July 30, 1808, no. 1277). The final group of

reinforcements for the garrison was five officers and 12 privates from Halifax who
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