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PREFACE

The purpose of this thesis is threefold: first, to present in tabe
ular form the essence of 692 indentures of poor children apprenticed by
the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, Massachusctts, from 1734-1776; sccond,
to gx‘a&;é these indentures in their historical setting; and third, to show
how the pooreapprenticeship laws of the Province of MasSachusetts were
carried outy The dates 1734-1776 were determined in part by the Scurcésy
for no indeétut‘es for poor & ildren exist before 1724, 1 have chosen 1776
as the terminal date because it makks the end of the “provineial® period
in Massachusetts and because very few poor apprentices were vound out
during the Revolution, In fact, 1776 was the low point in the number

of indentures from 1734 to 1805,

My thanks are due to the following for assistance, advice, and
inspirgtion in the preparation of this thesis: to the College of William
and Mary for the graduate assistantship which helped carry the financial
burdens of a year of study; and to Dr, fawrence W, Touner of the College
and of the Institute of Parly Arerican History and Culture for suggesting
this topic and for underpoing vith admirable fortitude ny constant harasse
ment vhile it was in progress. ‘The indentures here presented were taken

£ron microfilm he secured from the City of Boston for his own work, He
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kindly placed them at my disposals I nust also espress ny sppreciation to

ﬁrsg Ha#old 1. Fowler and James,M. Smith who served on my examining



cormittee; €0 Drs Richard L. Morton and the members of the Department of
History of the Oollege of Uiltiam and Mary; and to Dre Lester J. Cappon
and the staff of the Institute of Barly American HE tory and Cuiture, all
of whom have given me the bencfit of their wisdom and candor, Mr. Jmes
Servies and the staff of the collk ge library have given valunble assistance

in locating moterials.

To my parents, Willism and Margeret Millar, who have given me conw
stant emcouragement £u all that I have tried to accomplish, I con hardly

express oy debti ¥ ¢an never hope to repay it,

Williamsburg, Virginia W, Graham Millar

July 4, 1058



Preface. . . * iv
Introductory EBssay vii
The Indentures . . . 1
Appendix A, Voluntary Indentures, 62
Appendix B,
Table 1, Towns nnd Counties 63
Table I, Apprentice's Trades . .69
Tabie IIX, Master$® Qccupations 72
Table IV, Length of Indentures . 75
Bibiiography 77
Vita 80
ILLUSTRATIONS
follovwing
Figure 1, Number of Indentures of Poor Children, by Sex . =Xy

Figure 2, Number of Boys Bound £0 Trades s« o+ o o+ + + o o«  SSXYviis

Map of Massachusetts (1848) « o+ & + « ¢« « + & o+ s 80



INTRODUCTORY BSSAY

POOR APPRENTICESHIP IN BOSTON, 17341776

vi



vii

POOR APPRENTICESHIP IN BOSTON; 17341776

The indentures of poor children bound out as zpprentices by the
Overseers of the Poor of Boston were pasted; at some indiscernable date,
iato six large wlumnes of opproximately two hundred mumbered pages each,
Volumne X covers the years 1734.1751; Volume IX, 1752.1762; Volume XIX,
1763-1769¢ Volume XV, 1770-1779; Volume V, 1780.1792; and Volume VI, 1793~
1805. ‘These xecords, which were only recently uncarthed, have been micgo-
filmed, three wolumes ¢o cach of two reels, In the preparation of this
thesis the microfilm copies vere utilized, The original indentures are
now housed in the office of the Clerk of the City of Boston, Io.bhaps
some indication of the historical value of these xecords gzaz; be scen from
the fact that they reprasent one of anly two large collections of indentures
in the United Stntes, The other, mumbering sSome two thousand contracts of
indentured servants, is in Philadeiphiz, Only in Bugland are there any other

indentures relating to the Ameszican colonies, !

One point must be made clears In the eighteenth century; the word
iidenture was synomymou$ with contract; therefore the children discussed
here shw 1d in 5> way be confused with what are usually xeferred to as "ine
dentured servants,” They were appreatices, just as were thnse children in
nore foréwmate circumstances whose porends bound them out to learn a trades
The only apparent difference was that these were poor drildren, bound out

by the overseers of the poor,

From 1734 to 1776, the period covered here, there are extant 692

indentures of poor Boston children bound out by the overseers, The fosms,
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which remained faiily constant during the entire period, differ slightly
from those umed for woluntary indentures, The example showm here is the
indenture of Isaiah Thomas to Zachariah Fowle, printer, of Boston, Thomas
could be cast as the hero of a colonisk Horatio Alger story, for he rose’
from his position as a poor apprentice to become on outstauéing Anericon
publisher, a personal friend ofiyrmkiiag‘geffexsong and other Rewlutionary
'&eadms? the aufboz of a history of printing in American, and the founder
of the American Antiquarian Cociety,

THIS INDEVIURE WITNESSEBIH That {Jacob Wendell Andrew Oliver Bsgzr., Isasc
Walker Ibengzer Storer John Tudor and Williom Phillips Gentlemen) Over-
seers of the Poor of the Town of Boston in the County of Suf&mt in New
Bngland, by ond with the @onsent of two of his Majesty's Justices of the
Peace fnr Said County, Have placed and by these Presents do place and
bingd out (Isaish Thomes a poor €hild belonging to said Boston unto Zachariah
Powle of Boston aforesaid Printer and to his Wife and heirs) and with (them)
after the Manner of an Apprentice to Dwell and Serve, from the Day of these
Presents, until the (Bighl day of Janugary which will be in the year ofOur
Iord One thousand Seven hundred and Sixty-nine at which time the said
Apprentice if Living will Arcive to the Age of Twenty One years) During all
which Time and Term, the said Apprentice (hm} gadid Master (and Mistress)
well and f‘aithfuuy shall serve, (their) Secrets he shall keep close, (theird
Commandments lawful and honest every where he shall gladliy obey: he shall do
no damage to (his) said Moster (etc,) nor suffer it to Le done by others,
wikthout letting or giving Seasonable notice thereof to (his) Said Master
{ete,) he shall not waste the goods of (his) said Master (etc.) nor lend
ther unlawfully to. any; at Cards, Dice, or any other unimwfol Game or Games
he shzll not play. Fornication he shall not commity Mat:zimony (during the
said Term) he shall not contract: Tuveras, Ale-Houses, oz Places ofGaming
he <hall not haunt or frequent, From the service of (his) said Master (etc.)
by Day nor Night he shell not absent (him)s2if; but in all Things and at all
Times, he shall carry and behave (him) seif towards (his) said Moster (etc,)
and all (theirs) a8 a good and faithful Apprertice ocught to do (to his ut-
wo3t Ability) during the Time or Term aforessid, And the said Master doth
hereby Covenant and Agree (for himself his Wife opd heirr to teach or Cause
the said Apprentice to be taught by the best way ond reans be can the Art
and Mistery of A Printer, also to Read Write and Cypher,)} And also shall
and will, well and truly find, allow to, and provide for the said Apprentice,
sufficient and vholesome Meat and Drink, vith washing, lodging (and apparel)
and other necessaries meet and convenient for such an Apprentice, during all
the Time or Term aforesaid: and at the End and Expiration thercof shall (dis-
uiss the said Apprentice mﬂ: two good Suits of Apparrell for all o-rts of
his Body One for the Lor d's days the other for working Myaﬁumabie toliig

i S

ir
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degree) IN TIESTIMUNY WHERBOF the said parties have to these Indentures
interchangesbly Set their Hends ond Seal, the (fourth) day of (June) in
the (29th) Year of the Reign of Our Sovereign (iord George the Secoud King
Over Great Britoin etc,) Annoque sbmmi, One Thousond Seven Hundred and
(Pifty Six)s \

Signed Sealed and Deldyeged £/ {Zgch, Fowle)
in Presence of (us)
(Samuel HEidy)
LWitiiam Seymour)
(Suffolk S$s) (Boston July Zth 1756) 3
, {John Phillips) (Justices
(Assented to by) {John Hill) of the

Pence)

The forms used at first carpricd the information "Gverseers of the

Poor of the Town of Boston in the €ounty of Suffolk in New Eogland, by

and with the Consent of two of his Majesty's Justices of the Peace £ r Said
County,”™ written in by hond,? ‘These weré probably standard indenture forms,
which could be used for any apprentite, whether bound wvoluntarily or }zy the
toun, They were procurable at wost printing establishments, An imieumge
specifically intended for the Boston overseers wag issued in 1749, with the
reforence to the overseers printed thercon, The only other substential change
made before the Rewolution (when the reference to the King was deleted) came
in 1763, when words which had appeared in biack letter type were reset in

1&&@@& Roman,

For eachh child Bound out, two copics of the indenture were drawn up.
One, like that guoted above, was Signed by the master, two witnesses, ond
the two justices whose Consent was necessary to bind out the child, The
other was signed by the justices and the overseers of the mong I most

instances, onty that copy signed by the waster has survived; in some, only



that signed by the overseers. But in every case where both copies of a
child's indenture are available, there is onme signed by the master and one

by the oversgers, strongly suggesting that this was the stondard procedure,

From the notes pasted in with the indentures we ¢an establish the facts
that one copy was retaised by the overseers, that the other was held by
the maﬁte:, aird that the copies were o be exchanged vhen the apprentice
was freeds Tt seems logical that the overseers would retaln the copy
‘gigned by the master. In voluntary indentures, the opprentice held his own
¢opy, but so many of the poor apgrg:ntice& wex@ of a tender agé,l it does not
seem probabl@ that they would hm:é been intrusted with the mr’e of so ime
portant a docunent, In aﬁditigg’; the overseers were responsible for looking
after the good tgeameut gf/ﬁ,/ae children, agywere the parents of voluntary
agpacnticeg;@ ‘i‘b%, it i,s/,v:c{;;@ 1likely that the copy held by the o efsearssf;
being held in o pﬁg;ié zepcéiimzy of some kind, would be more likely to sur-

vive, and the vast pajority of indenturves bear the masters® signature,

The exchanging of the indentures at the end of the term presents a’
problem, It is koouwn that at least some of the indentures were Aemhangefi.
On August 17, 1789, Natham Sargeant wrote to the Oversgers, "I have sent
by William Hartshorn his Indentures to be exchanged,™ ® and in an undated
note 1%@%%11: ﬁzg indentuce of Joln Plant, Timothy Ruggles informed the oversecers
that Plant had "Inlisted in the Continental service for three years; and a3
thot period of time is after he is twenty one I should be Glad You muxé

Buchange his IndentureS,...”  Hote that Ruggles mentiomed "hisn indentures,
— - A G e h“&

g L]
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tmzs indicating thet the copy held by the/wexseem was/ta go to the former
zxppmnt&ce, Purther proof of ithis is found in a requeat from Samuel White
well, one of the overseers, ask wg ome of his colleagues to deliver Benjamin
Bussard, o freed apprentice,; "his indenture.” B Why thel, are so many of the
copiee mbp&;ﬁe«if@ikam by.ﬁthe o rsoers extant? . The only probable answers
that cos be given aore that the oversecers either gave the spprentice the other
copy, ox that the apprentice, 1iving o considerableé distance from Boston,
miht act iiav& botheved to make 1he exchange, sing¢e he could take the mastes's
copy. there both copies of the indenture are founc in the volumes, ve may
reason that the master sent his copy to the overseers, but that those gentlow

nen for Some reason ever gave a copy to the apprentice,

Another question is raiced by the fact that iu some instances two dates
appear on the copy bearing the master® sipnature; ome in the body, the other
with the signmature of the 5*.15{,5.(:133* Which then, was “the day of thase presents,”
when the indenture took effec{? Tuat in the body appears to be the effective
date, for it is unlikely that the master would have made two trips to Bostolteww
one to £ill out the imdenture, the other to pick up the child after the justices
bad added their names. Alsoy on the copy signed by the overseers, the dates
are the seme, Therefore it is reasonable to assame that s;:me one copy had
already been attested, the justices® signatures on the other éeze more Or less
a matter of form; and that they could have been added later at the convenience
of the magistrates and the overseers, If so, it is further pioof that the

overseers, vretained the Copy sigmed by the master,

Scatiered throughout the indentures are severdl notes from masters ond

other persons, some of which ave cited belows There are also geveral indentures
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of the type used for wolumtary apprenticeship, Whether these apppear in the
boks by mistale, or are those of children bound out by their parents under
circumstantes similaf to those bound out by the overseexs; it i1s impossible

4o Say. They have not been considerecd in this analysis, but have been
abstracted, and the vital information from them has been included as Appendisx

A,

With thyee hundred of the indentures -- siightly under one~half the
total«-- are recommendations as to the master's ¢haracter and suitability
for takinmg an apprentice, ffm the selectmen of his town. Uatil October 1758;

these were hand written: @ er that a printed form was used:

~

TO the Overseers of the Poor of the Town of Boston

We, the Subscribers, the major part of the Select-Men of
the Town of Certify that of said Towm

..is a Man of sober Life and Conversation; and in such Ciyx-
‘@cumstances, that we can recommend him as a fit person to
_bind an Awrentice t0. 9
Witness dur Hands thisg

Some hand written forms were used after 1758, doubtless when the sclect.

men of a town had no printed forms in their possession.

There i8 no specification either in the ilawgsof Massachusetts or in
the Boston records that these recommendations weéve o ngcessacy prerequisite
for taking an apprentice; neither is there any way of telling whether or aot
each master had one made out {ox him, We can say surely only that they oppear
with the indentures of ¢hill ren bound to men of all stations and occupationSe—-
farmers, merchonts, mariners, gentlemen, clergymen ---coming from almost every

corner of Massachusetts, with the notable exceptiong of BDoston, Only two
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recommendations appear for men vho were residentsof thar c.itmm suggesting
that they may have been imtended solely for non-Bostoniangss If so, this
would partially account for the fact that only three hundred of them cxist,
The others, being small in size, nmight eadily have Been lost or inadvertently
discarded, ' Thers is a possibiliiy that recommendations zlso served a8 applise
cations to take an apprentite, but only a few masters who took moge than one

chijld have more thafi one recommendation extant,

Thése records fom. the bulk of the materials from vhich this thesis |
has been written; the information from them makeslap the greater part of the
completed product, But by theumsclves the indentures are hardly more than
curios, for we connct hope to understand what they meant without also
understonding the reasons for their existence, 5 do this we must look
bricfly at the origins of ihe system of Linding out poor children, and at

the lows of which these indentures vere the direct result,

In the séx}enteazth and eighteenth centuxdés the family was looked
upon as the true basis of a stable and orderly society throughout the
entire Fnglish.speaking community, This was especially true smong New Puge
londers in the Puriton tradition for in their eyes the family was a holy ine
stitution, established by the Creator to aid Him in saving the souls of His
elect, Was not God the Father of all beldevers, and did He mot require in
the Fifth Cotmandment that one should "Honor thy father and thy mother™?
Whot nore proof was nceded? Quite ﬁatwsaziy the Puritas churches were
constantly concerned with keepéﬁg family solidarity in their congregations,
From the pulpit the ministers reminded the atiendant “saints“ of their divigely

ordained family respensibilities; in some canses the churches took it upon
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3 11
themselives to settle fanily quarrels that the unity might not be dupaired,

And woe be unto the person who strayed frem the path, "For her reviling
of her husband end stricking of him and other vild ond wicked curses,™ one
Boston woman was excommuiticated, Other instonces of similay action show that

. 1z
this was no isolated incident,

Similarly, the laws of the holy community reflected concern for the
family, Probably the most gevere was the one setting forth cepital punish-
ment for disobediciit or disrespectful children, 13 A Massachusetts statute
of 1636 required single persons to live with some estgbiisheé fﬁly. %&;’
failure to comply the offender could be made to re¢ide with a foniilfy chosen
by the town authorities, 14 There was no mention of age in this provision;
seeningly it applied to single persons of any age. Instances vhere this law
was carried out can be found in surviving c-urd records. John Litteole was
ordered by the Bssex County Court to settle with a fanily. by October 12, 1672,
as his living alone subjected him “to much sin and dniquitv, which age the
companions and consequences of a solitary lifeyy,." 15 Connecticut had a
similar law, epected in 1637, and other colonies, imcluding Plymouth, followed
suit, 16 A provision of like nature was cmbodied in a Massachusetts law of
1703, and remained in effect throughout the eighteenth century, -

A fanily relationship existed betwsen Sexvants and masters almost as
much a3 it did betwoen parents and children. The "servanty who might be a
slave, a redemptioner, an apprentice, or sinply o hired worker, was expected
by custom and by law to obey ond revere his master as he would his own father.
Stiff penalties, including whippings, resulted fromf ailure to do so, It

mattered not if the master was harsh, or if he worked the servont long hourss
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obedience had yet to be maintained, What time the servant had aside from his
work was still not his own, He was forbidden, for example, to fs:equeag tgverns,
and tavern Reepers were forbidden t0 scrve hims Nor eould the servant do
anything else his master forbade, 18 On the other hand, masters lilke the one
whe hung his servant by the heels as puniéim&n‘t were subject to civil or crimi-
nol action, In such cases of extreme cruelty, the servant could be released
from his indenture and bound out to another mmter.&g
If the servant had to revere his master as a father, So had the master
to bring the seprvant up as a3 son or daughter, The eorliest compulsory edutas
tion laws in New England provided that masters as well as parents bore the
responsibility of teaching, or baving taught, children in their charge a trade
and to read; nnd to instruct tha:xfi:; the proper relipgious ;;xae:epts,zn which,
it was taken for granted, were those of the Puriten faith, Here again failure
to follow the low could result in the child being bound to someone elae.a
Mést masters, however, took their duties serimusly, as lawwabiding,God-fearing
citizens, A girl bound to Cotton Mather probably Susprised few people when,
on being received inte the communion of the church, she claimed that the ine
fluence of the podiy Mather fanily bad been an essential part of her conversion,
but this was not the only case vherein the influence of a family was given at
least partial credit for regemmtim,gg Indeed, it was part of the duty

of o fanil¥y to help their children and servants along the road to salvation,

With this strong emphasis on the family, it follows that the responsibility
for the care of the poor fell, vhere practicobie, on the membess of the pauper's

family. Une of the first acts of the newly erected Frovince of Massachusetis
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stipulatedthat:
«sethe proper charge ffor anhabx.tantu)”.,in case through siclness,
laoneness, ox otherwise they stand in need of relief,is to be borne
by such town, unless the reclations of such poor impotent person in the
line or degree of father or grandfather, mothesbr grandmother, children
or grandchildren be of sufficient obility; then swh relations respeets
ively shall reldeve such poor person in such manner as the justices of
the peace in that county....Shall assesd, om pain that every one
failing therein shall forfeit fwenty shillings for every month's neglect,.
This law remained in statute books long after Maossachusetts had ceased 1o
be a colony, proof in itself that the gradual breakdown of the old Puritan
tradition did not necessarily Carry with it a logs of the family coentered

society,

The practice of binding out poor children as apprentices was also in
accord with the idea that cach person should be a member of some responsible
family, but its origin goes beyond the establishment of the Puritan common-
wealth to the noted legislation of Elizabeth I3 the Statute of Artificers of
1563 and the Poor law of 1603, The former, %o n large extent a codification
of the proctices of the guilds respecting apprenticeship, also established
averseers of the poor, charged with the respousibility of carrying out measures
of poor relief im each parishe, The statute gave thenm and the justices of the
peace the autbority to bind out as apprentices persons under twenty-one who
had no regular employment, 24 / ‘the law of 3601, among other stipulations,
pernitted the binding out of pauper8' children and the children of laxge
families if it wos thought they might in the future become objects of public
charity, 23 Clearly, these measures were more than just a method of relieving
the poor; they were nlso an attempt to prevent pauperism, AS in the later

colonial poor laws, the family was given a large share of the taske

23
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g It was in 1619 that tie Bnglish system of indenturing poor children
| :was introduced on f:h:iﬁ side of the Aﬂaﬁtic; i in that year one hundred
tiomeless children § mi Iondon wore sent to Virginia to Sefve a5 apprentices,
These childreny all of wihom were fwelve or more years old; were fo $erve at
least seven years, the mindmum tepm stipulated for all apprentices by the
Statute of Artificers, Doys were to be freed at twenty-one, girls at the
same age or upon morrisge., Bo satisfied were the Virginians with these

children that the next year they reguested another hundred, 26

Pyentually the colonies adopted compulsery apprenticeship laws of
their own, The Massachuscits act of 1636, in addition to forbidding single
persons to live alone, Drovided that they could be bound out to service if
that was deemed desirable, = The 1642 statue gave touns the authority
“to put forth apprentice the children of such as $iall not be able and fitt
to employ amd bring them up.” :I’i;is{was the first provicion of this sort in
the colonies, Unlike the BEnglish statues, this and future Massachusetts
laws set no minimum term for the apprenticeship, so tiat the binding out of
children for less than seven years was faithy cmma?’s By the ¢md of the
coloniasl period, every colony had some forrt of opprenticeship for the children
of persess unsble to teach them a irade or otherwise educate them pmpe::iy,;‘?‘g
In general, these laws were based on the Baglish system, though they did not

all follow it exoctiv.

Apprenticeship as a form of poor relief came into full flower in
Massachusetts during the vprévincial® period -- from the union of Massachusetts
Bay and Plymouth in 1691 to the time of iudepondence in 1776, The General

Court included, in a 1692 lav regulating the selection and duties of town
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officers s+ & section permitting the selectmen or overseers of the poor, with
the assent of fwo justices of the peace, “to bind any poor chikiren belonging
to such town to be apprentices where they shall see convenient,” No maximum,
or minimum torm was sot fot the length of service; the only limits were that
boys were to serve until twenty-ome, girls until eighteen or morriages X4

was noted that the indenture was to have full legal effect, the same tz:sif the

chidd had been bound out by his or her parents,

Although the law provided broadly for the appzetxticizﬁ; of “any poor
children,® it was sometimes nisconstrued to apply enly to children whose
parents rcceived alms, Thus in 1703 on adt was passed to clarify the original
enactment, The new law made it clear that the Selectuen or the overseefs

could bind out any children who, im their comsideration, could not be supperisd

by their parents, regardiess of thefas% tha%”ih"éyamnﬁ were aot eceiving
alns or any other form of assistonce, The only requircnent was that the |
parents be not assessed for public taxes, or any other "province or toun
charges,®  Purther, it was provided that the sclectmen or overseers ¢ould
inguire as to how the children they had bound out were treated, and to see

e P * 31’
that the children were in no danger of nmisuse.

Bxcept for an act of 1735 which applied only to Boston, and vhich wizi
be discussed later, no changes were uade in the poor apprenticeship laws until
17431, when it was dez:id;ed that something should be done for the children of
the poor who lived outside the bounds of any toun, ﬁccemixxgxy,. the justices
of the peace in each counity were given the power to appoiut as overseers of
the poor three frecholders, vho could, with the justices® consent, bind out

32
children under the same conditions as could their counterparts in the towns.
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The failure of some masters ond Scrvants to carry out the terms of
:tfvf;eif contracts resulied in a now law in 1758, This stipulated that if on
complaint of the overseers of the poor or selectimen before ihe courts of gezz'«y
eral session it was found that:
<.« a0y indented, hauéilt_gv or any way legally bound, servant or apprentice.,
is abused or evil treated, by their masters or mistgesses, or that the
2ducation of eudh &hildrey in reading or writing and cyphering, ascords
ing to the tenors of their indentures, has been unressonably neglected... .
the master could be fined up to five poundg, to b2 used for ralief of the:
roor, and/or the zourt could order the servant or approntice to be discharged
from his indenturc. Boys uvnder twenty.one or girls under ﬁigﬁtéﬁﬁ' m_m‘i‘& be
bound out.to another master, The law also gave a measure of protection to
the master, for any servant who deserted could be réquired to make satisfaction
for damages, 'y service or otherwise." 33
A final law covering poor apprenticeship was enacted in 1%77i. By
its provisions the overseefs of the poor in any town, with the usual judicial
consent, couid bind cut any poor children livieg the town vho were not legally
residents, £f thedr condition uas such that they would have been bound out
had they been residents. Any expense incurred was to be borine by the town

L
‘ . 34
to which the children belongeds ¥

The respomsibilily for carrying out the aprenticeship of szfze: poor
children, and all other acts for the relief of the poor, devolved upon the
oversecrs of the poor of each town, Whereas the oversecrs in Mgland were
barich officers, those in Massachusetts were agents of the toyn., They had
been specifically authorized in the same act which set up the system of poor
apprenticeship im 1692, Towns were enabled “o choose three, five, Scven

or nine persons, able and discreet, of good conversation,™ to serve as
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overseers of the poor, One of their duties, as mentioned in the law, was
to see that all persons of any age who hod insufficient wstates to maintgain

themselves were employed at “some honest calling," that they might not consti~

tute o burden to- the town, -

Boston had set up its overseexs of the poor two years before, in 1690,
when the town meeting appointed

eosMe. Nathll, Willioms; Mr, Benamine Walker, Mr, i, Coleman
and Me, Symeon Stoddard to be ovesscers of the poor for the
yeare ensueing@,..to draw up and present unto the Generall Court
such proposals as they shall apreéhend meedfull for the Orderin §g
and improveinge of them, to imploy and set the poore a worke,

The Boston overseers had no special legifation cnacted in their behalf
until 1735, when it became clear that Boston; the largest town in the province,
needed more ‘than the preseribed saximum of nine overseers, In March of that
year the town petitioned the General Court to allow an increase in the number
of) veweexs,a? This was Soon gronted, with the provision that each of the
twelve to be appointed was €0 have particular charge of one of the equal num-
ber of wards into which the town was to be divided; but that no one of them
was to act in such a manner a$ to impair the authority of ony of his colleagues.
At least onee 2 month each overseers was to visit his ward, and, also monthly,
the twelve were to meet together to discuss what needed to be done to best

earey out their office, 3

In May, 1772, the overscers were officially &mcorporated by an act of
the General Court, This, it wos believed, would enable them td(carry out
their duties more readily and effez:ﬁwlm They were eapowered to hold
funds up to the amount of sixty thousand pounds, and to puréhase lands up to

the value of fifteen hundred pounds to be used at their discretion for the
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relief of the poors Also, they were permitted to make any Dy-laws; "not ree
pugnant to the laws of the land,™ necessary for the proper discharge of their
39
duties, Taese by-laws were to have the full force of law,
The overseers received financial support in s number of ways. Appro-

priations were woted by the town in various amounts, the highest being eight

thousand pounds in 1769 and 1771, For the other years for which there are
recotds of appropriations, the amounts varied from four thousand five hundred
pounds in 1760 to seven thousand pounds in 1764 and 1773, 0 Other funds came
from the sale of manufactures of the almshouse and workhouse, H from donations, 2
and in one instance which must have shaken the shades of the devout Puritan

founders, frop the proceeds of 3 dance in Fameuil Hall, 43

The powers and duties of the oversce:s werc equally vatied, They werse
authorized to warn away “intyuders® ~.persons of an undesirable nature not be-
longing to the town; “ to ascertain the condition of the poosx; and to take
measures to set the able poor at work. 4 The almshouse, which «gt}md at the
foot of DBeacon Hill, was their reSponsibility. They had to examine pexsons
before admitting them to assure that they were "proper Objects of the Charvity
of this Town,” to appoint a master and assistants to run the house, and to inw
spect it to see that it was being properly maintained, “6 In 1715, with perw
mission from the town meeting, they divided the almshouse sp a5 to separate
poor inmates from those committed "for vice and disorder,” a1 By 1735 the
numbers of the poor in Boston-wand presumably the number of thos¢ engaged in

vice and disorder---had so increased that it was necessary to begin construction
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of a new workhouse, Here the inmates were required to work, andhere idle per-

sons not in need of charity might be committed, The workhouse was completed

8
and turned over to the overseers in 1739, 4 Two. years later it was found neces-
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gary 4o increose the size of the odd a:mmwm; wd &n 1745 onother publie
institution woo oxdedod, this tioe o house, nent fo the alushouse, for the
confincment of “distracted persons,” 50

W odddtion to these dutdes, the overscors of the poor were Som tm
eatled upon to nooist othor toun officials da casryiing out their fumf:im&g 5t
Finolly, oud for ou? pugposes nost dmportanty they vere zespoumsible for the
proper tiaining of poor ¢hildeom,

3t i aifficalt to say fiAl4 how well the ovorscers of the poor of
Boston enforced the nppronticeship provisions of the ncto of éggz and 1703
for the owallable indenturzes under these lows begin ot I.?Sé, Other devels
CPUEnts o MQ#e:; Giow that they were doing soaething tmas:é educating the
of fspring of the poor. Uben the establisiment of o spinning Seuouiy for the
teodning of aay children of the town whose parents might coid thom therey oo
¢onsiddered in :ma, At woo decided that poor parents, wnnblo to afford the fees
shorged, could send their children ot fown cwpense; cnd thot the master of the
schiool would be obliged to toach them, Other ehildeen could be sant by the oves.
soore, % A spinning school wos estobliched ip 1768, but coon Failedy and its
propertios weee taben at o 1oSa by the tom, ‘thus few 4F any poor childeen
benefitted from it

e low which hod Sncreased the nunder of ovorseers niso remixeé. a
flow in the oct of 1703 by pornittiag the overscess 0 bind out the children
of poor persons sho were-doted for taxes, os long no thoy were not rated for
thode pergonal cotatcs, This in itself suggests that at least some child-
zen of non-rated i#habitmts had been bound out, and that it had been found
that the group in question, uncovered by previous statutes, Stood in need of

some way to educate their children, The same law also gave the overseers of
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the poor authority to bind out children whose parents and neglected their
educations 3¢ Por those children not bound out by the toun vhose parents
still could not afford to send them to school, it was provided in 1744 that
the overscers could send them, and that the town would bear the ewpense, 57
On the surface, this would seem f0 assure all the children of Boston some

fornmal education, |

That the overscers bound out poor children by 1741 is clearly €Sw
tablished by the extant indentures of twenty-ome children whom they had
sssigned to various masters, 58 But at least one Boston resident thought
they were not doing the job well emough, and introduced into the towun meeting
on May 8; 1741 a motion requesting the overSeers “Vigourously to pursue the
Steps of the Law, impowering them to put Poor Children out to Serwice...!

Evidently, be was in the minority, for the motion was voted down, 7

In the seme year 'some Interest™ was expressed in a house for the
use of poor children, but nothing further appears in the records concerning
the project, % 1t is conceivable that the imcreased number of children bound
out by the overseers made Sush an institution uanecessary, In any cose, it
would have been inconsistent with the concept of the need for fmmily arrange-

ments to place children in a home removed from family = influence,

The indenturing of poor ¢children may be looked upon 25 4 combination
of two existing institutions rather than as the creotion of Suething nev,
Public institutions such as the almshouse and workhouse had not replaced

the family as the most desirable institution for the care of the poor; they
merely supplemented it. The law, it must be remembered, specifically mamed
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the family as having the first responsibility for poor relicf, The practice
of a;:px:enficzeship provided a workeble and acceptable means of sendfng children
to a fomily not their own. Thus the apprenticding of peor ¢hiM ren was as

much a method of poor relief 8s it was one of training ond’education,

The nunber of poor chid rep bound out by the Boston Overseegs shouws
a slight but not cnstant increase fom 1740, the first year for which there
are significant figures, to 1775, when there is o sharp decline. During this
gexmd. the year with the largest number of indentures was 1768, when forty-
ﬂgm’chiidfeﬁ were bound out. For most years, however, the¢ average was between

fifteen and tuenty,5)

Several reasons can be given for the overall increase, One may be
the simple fact that the longer the system rewained in effect; the nore people
becane familior with it, and were willing to take advantage of it, More ime
portant, Boston was alone among the five large colonial posgs in showing a do-
crease ip population and business activity during nuch of the period, Popuw
lation declined from 16,382 in 1743 to 15,631 in 1760, By 1775 it had risen,
but only by a few hundred, to 16,000, Business was being *émtﬁied to atﬁez
ports, vhich empanded as Bos top slipped, 62 In this situation, on increase
in the number of the poor fig not surprisiog, and from statements made in the
Boston touwn meetings, we koow that the problem of the peor was serious during
those years, 63 Thus there was o larger mumber of children m cirgunstances

which would pemit their binding out by the overseers of the poor, Also,



Figure 1

FUMBER OF INDENTURES FOR POOR CHILDREN BY SEX, 1754-1776
by § mear periods, except 1734 and 1775-76
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throughout the period, there was an scute labor shortage throughout the colonies;
so aeute in fact, that the Fnglish custom of paving a promium to a master for
toking apprentices was far less prevalent here. It was by no means nonesistent,
but madters vho denanded no premium were plentiful, 04 Here thet, was a Source
of labox, for apprentices not only learned but produced, and the master lost
nothing by taking a poor ¢hild rather tham one whose parents might not be willing

to pay a premium.

The decrease in the number of poor apprentices in 1775 ond 1776 is
almost phenomenal, From the twenty-three children bound out in 1774, the
figure dropped to five in 1775 and one in 1776, These years, of course, were
'@;txg first years of the Revolution, when for part of the time Boston was undeg
seige by the Continental Army, ond when a disturbance in the pommal functions
of the toum govermment was to be expected, Binding out ;:eoz children would
be 3 ninor affair compared to the prosecution of the war and the setting up of
the new ctate government, especially in o town whore the leading citizens were
Samuel Adams ond John Hancock: {That some of the oider boys omong the candidates
for apprenticeship may have cnded up in thie army is not out of the cquestion; we
know that at least one apprentice dids: But this would account for only a fow)
A gzancé at the Indentures for the years following 1776 shows that the number

picked up again as ¢conditions Decaue more settied after the war, 63

The children bound out by the oversecrs came from fwo Sources. Firsty
there were those from the almshouse, as several of the notes with the indentures

testify, Solomon Dinkiiam wrote to the overseers in 1768 requesting one of them
o "asist uy Sun John to git a boy out of the arns bouse, 66 Thomas Banks, who

was founu unable to lecarn the trade to which he had been bound, come from the
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almshouse, o and Bster Burgean, characterized by her master as "of so Dull
and Stupid Capacity os not to be Capable of doing any Service of account.,."
came from the same place, 68

Other children come from families who, though not in the almshousSe,
coud not support them, 7That these should be bound out wag in accordance with
the law of 1703, Some parents in such cigcumstances wrote to the oversecers
either requesting them to bind out their childzen, or to legailize an indenture
aiready informally c¢oncluded, Hannah smiti,z? a widow, wrote that gince her
husband?s death she could not maintain berseif and ber children, and asked the
overseers to approve of the binding of her ¢ldest son to Theodore Deione, a
barber. This the overseers subsequently did, o9 John Milton of Boston sent
his son in a sinilar instance %o Charles Cushing, Hsquire, of Pownalborough,
and asked tie overseers to moke out an indenture "on the temms you thiak will

3 e . , 70 <o
be most for his advantage.”  The oversSeers Complied the next day. Isaiuh

Thomas, in the sketch of his own life in his History of Printing in @m,
says that he was apprenticed by his mother, ond makes no mention of the overe
geers of the poor, although an indenture for him exists, n Qther ¢hildren
could be, and no doubt were, bound out by the overseers without parental consent,
in accordance with the authority given in the acts of 1703 and z?ssi“'wamw
nately, we have no documentary cvidence of cases where this was dones If the
oversecrs could bind out the children without action on the part of the parents,
why did parents take the trouble to find a master for their children, then go

to the overseers for the indenture? Probably because in this way they had

some voice as to wiaich trade the éhild was to be sent, and betouse children

bound out by the overseers were unider their protection from ill treatment and

misuse,

How many of these poor children were from imnipront families is hard
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to say, for we do uot know the names of the immigramts, However, Clifford
K. Shipton has estimated that up to 1740 two-thirds of the inmates of the
almshouse vere immigrants, and that of these, the Scots-Irish formed the
largest group, with some coming from Bnglish and Hugenots "of the lower social

"73

orders., But after 1740 immigronts arrived at Boston in far smaller numbers,

partly due to the ﬁep'zasse& commercial fortunes of the town, 74

All of the children bound out by the overSeers were from Boston,
but only one~third of them (234) were bound to masters residing in that city.
The majority were scattered throughout Massachusetts, with a few going to New
Hampshire and Connecticut: Table I shows the exact figures for each community.
The distribution reflects to scme extent the occupations of the masters to whom
the children were bound,. In years when maritime tradesmen took more a;pps:gn*eiees,
the numbers semt to Seacoast towns are larger, and when more went to farmers,
the inland towns show an increase., This accounts for some of the grouping of
the mmbers, Notice, for example, that in the years waen a large number af‘
boys were apprenticed to mariners, the figure for such towns as Wellfleet and
Harblehead are at their peak, and that Worcester, an inland county has only
eight apprentices from 1760 through 1764, vhen the number of farmers taking
poor childzren declimed, but that the number increased in the next ten years vheh
the formers as masters did the same. A sinilar situation is noticeable for Hampe
shire County, There are exceptions to this., After 1759 the saumber of cl:ildren
sent to Plymouth County declined greatly, perhaps indicating the etonomic con-
dition of tbat area, Only Boston, which took childrem in maritime and (mostly)

skilled trades, shows any Sort of c¢omsistency,

Some counties, like Dukes, Nantucket, and the "Maine cmz}sties," which
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vare opaesely populalod ond somevhot cut of the wny, took vory fou childeon,

o6 would be expottods  Ho provision wes code untdl 1774 fo prevant o child
£scen beldng brond out of the colony, ¥3 Wit sending thon clgouhers civoarly wan
net o gemevol proctice;, Only ten of 603 childzen loft lMaosochucefic, ond thoy
yent to adjoindng eslonins, Sdx of theve cams within 17051740,

Vith the eception of 1750.1754, there 18 o enarkable comsistemey in
the rotio of boys to girks coong the poor aporentices, 70 It reaning 0pOSONie
pately threce to ¢ oo in favor of the Logo, Two bundred wighty-nine giris uvere
bound out, 0a cooparcd with four hundeed throeo Doys.  Thot thove upee fower
girls thon Loys secms lopicoi, for girlo were very rarely tought o trade, thus
ag o source of productive idhor they wore oot nearly ao wseful as boyo,

1lith only one cuneption girls wore to lenrn what today vould bo tormed
l*j’mma eiononico.”  Specificolly, 186 wero o leach houscwifery, 100 epinstey,
2 to "lndt, sow, cod oping® ond one the trode of o montoou mokor, of deossmaker,
The fiest theee are but diffevent woys of cwpressing the scme thing, AL thoos
to leacn “the ort and nistery of a spinster® fall wdtuin o fiftecn yoar poriod
(1745-3750), waon, presuebly, wvhoover w’#{}%& out the indenturcs preferred tiat
of the

word fo Lousewiferys a& apprenticss gislo would aoalst the nlsteens
house, ond one wonderd ime wany Haoopchusetts Rodies "susgested” to thofe buge
tands thot 4¢ would be pice to bave soame Botp around the hiouse, copesiolly cince
those vare those poor pirls in Poston who Could be put ¢o worl for o core than
their keep,

fiseh leon uniformdty appoars in the trodes to whaich the boys vore
eppronticed. For purposes of soopavicon, they ove groupes horo, and in Toblc X,
upder four heodingst agricultural trades; maritime trades, the sundey abiliod
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NUMBER OF BOYS BOUND TO AGRICULTURAL, MARITIME, AND OTHER TRADES
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trades; and those having no trade listed -o the indentures, Under agricultuze
¢come those boys wiho were to be husbandmen, those¢ to be farners (the terms being
synooymous), and six boys learning two trades, one of them agriculture, The
nunber of boys apprenticed to sgriculture shous violent ups and dowms; in the
ten years from 1760 to 1769 there were ten, during the next five years there
were twenty-eight, Famming, of course, i$ subject to stfong fluctuation, which
may account for some of this, And it may have been that agriculture served the
purpose of taking up the slack vhen the demand for apprentices in other trodes

was lesse

Maritime trades include all those primarily comnected with the sea,
though many of them, such as ropemakers, shipurights,and sailmakers, digd not
involve actual seafaring. ‘The maritime trades account for eighty-seven boys,
roughly 20 per cent of the total, Cerfainly the fact that such a large per-
centage were dnvolved in this type of work indicates the relativz importance
of the sea to Massachusetis. As maritime activities inmcreased in the years
preceding the Revolution, the number of boys apprenticed to waritime trodes
increased, There was a significant decline after 1770, part of which may be
laid to the difficulties imposed on the Boston traders and shippers by the iIn-

tolerable dcts of 1774,

The other skilled trades were by po means isolated from those above.
Coopers, who with thirty represent the lergest number among them, were needed
in communities of all types..agricultural, commercial, and maritime.- as were
cordwainers, blacksmiths, tailors, and other tradesmen, In all but one five
year span, from 1565 to 1ff69, the skilled trades baye the greatest number of
boys bound out, ond in genmeral they keep the same proportion of theftotal, The

deman{for apprentices in these trades, less effected by the weather or by navie
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gation acts, and so necessary to daily living, would naturally be more even

than for other trades,

Accounting for boys for whom no trades are specified on the indentures
is a knottier problem, A1l of thom were bound either to farmess or to the
profaessional or “gentry™ class, This in itself givedus o due, for no poor boy,
quite obviously, would be taught to be a gentlemon of an “esquire” in the eight»
ecenth century sense of the words, Nox were suy to bBe taught o be "clerks®
{clergymen) or physicians, In some Cases boys bound to these men wvere o be
taught agricultuse, presumably on the meSter's estate or on a local farm,

Almost all boys with no trade listed were to go to outlying arcas.

It may be that some of the boys for wbom no trade is specified would
be taught one at the master's discretion, or would be prepared for some Lind of
general labor, Also, Since the system weS one of poor relief, it may bave been
decmed more desirable to bind o boy out witbout indicating a trade than to leave
him in a destitute home or in the almshouse, The nusber of boys with no specified
trade is lorge only from 1765 to 1769, when the uumber sent to learn agriculture
is ot ifs lowest point, which may be indicative of hard times im agricultural

’reuS.,.

Tae provision for reading, writing, and cyphering for boys, and reading
and writing for girls was only rarely omitted, uswally in the cases of older

children who hay aleeady bave learned to do So,

In some cases, poor children were bound out more than once, Two indene
tures exist, for emfdple, for Robert Humphreys, a Wegre boy, w.o had the dit-,

tinction of being bound out twick within the space of two weeks.-on October zé{,
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1768 to Johin Shadard, a Boston merchant, and on November 1, 1768 to John Smith,

77

another Boston merchant, Thomas Banks was bound out for a second time in

1770 because he had proven physically unable to follow the trade of husbandry,
to which he had been apprenticed, His new trade was that of 2 cordwainer, 78
Abigail Cox was bound twice to the Same master, William Warlond of Boston, for
two years in 1758, then for one year in 1760, no Houbt because a mistake had

been made in figuring when her eightcenth birthday would arrive, 7

Masters® occupations provide an isnteresting comparison with the trades
their apprentices were to learn, Since only six girls were bound ¢o uwmmarried
women, £t would seem likely that any difference between the number of masters
having a particular occupation and the number of boys fearning that trade would
be in the masters® favor. However, only twelvp masters were coopers, and thirty
boys xeamed'/ the cooper’s trade, The msplanation is that in several cases boys
were to 1@;&1’5 a different trade from that of their masters, We have already
noted that clerpymen, gentlemen, esquires, aud paysicians had boys bound to them
taught some other trade, and this accounts for wost of the difference, But there
were alse imstances where men of other ¢allings did the same, In 1741, Jonathan
Bass, 2 yeoman, contracted to teach his apprentice the trade of a weaver,

Other farmers took boys #ho were to learn blacksmithing and coopering, Another
boy apprenticed to be a cooper had a master whose occupation was whal‘ing,so It
is possible that these menm, who had to be able to perform the functions of many
trades, would be able fo teach them to apprentices, but it must also be remembered
that the master contratcted “to tesch or Cause the said Apprentice to be tought” a

particular trade. He did not necessarily have to teach it himself,

Of the groups of masters?! occupations, it wos the maritime which took
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the smallest percentage of girls, Here, of course, was the group in which
there were nom likely to be single men, and gicls were sent only to families,
Sending boys to unmarried mariners was Somcihot inconsi$tent with the idenl
behind poor apprenticeship, but even 2 married mariner would not Lave his

famity with him at sea, where he spent most of his time,

The minimum term of Seven years for am appreptice preseribed by the
Statute of Artifi®rs was not comsistently followed in the colonies, Terms
from one year to twenty years were cotinon, and only the figures for New York
in the early cightecnth century show any majority following the customary term. o1
So it was with the children bound out by the overseers., The average tem of
boys was for 10,7 years; the average age at a@pr.enticeship 1043, _The longest
.indentures for boys were for twentyfyears, meoning that those boys were bound
out at the age of one. The Shortest &emm was for one yeare Almost 40 per cent
of the boys werc bound for between thirteen ang sixteen years, and obout half
the total were opprenticed before reaching the age of ten., Less than 7 per cent

were bound for seven-year tegms,

Girls were bound for an averange of 8.5 years, or at an average age of
nine and one-halfs Their terms ranged from one to samtm}eaxs,. with 36
per cent bound for between ten and thirteen yearse Just over 12 per cent were
bound for seven years, One thing was strictly observed-- the requirement that
boys be freed at twenty-one, and girls at eighteen, To have done Mizamisa would
have been in violation of the law, No girls, izmidgﬁtauy, wete permitted to
contract maryioge, and thus receive their freedom at an earlier age., There
appears to be no relationship between the length of indentures for boys or girls
and the number of children bound to any particular trade, group of masters, or

geographical area.



uxziii

Freedom dues in almost every instance consisted of "two good suits of
Apparrell...one for the Lord's days the other for working days...." Bvery girl
recelved this payment; no girl received anything additional. With boys, the
situation was somewhat different. wWaile only one boy's indenture failed to
specify clothing, ninety-six of them were given either money or some other
paynent in addition to clothing., Usually, the cash payment amounted to L13-6/8
"eurrent money,™ 82 but money payments were given ranging from L2-2/0 to 125,
Three boys received fishing pear, one got “twenty scres of good unimproved land,*
and others received similar gifts, Thirty-three of these extra payments were
given to boys for whom no trode was specified on the indenture; the rest went
to boys who were engaged in agriculture or uavigation, By five year periods,
we have the folowing figures:

1740 1745 175G 1755 1760 1765 g?‘%@ Total

thry theus thry thru thru thruy thry
Y744 1?49 17§4 1759 1’364 1760 1774

Trade omitted on indenture ~ 1 0 2 3 5 22 & 37
Exten payment without trade 1 ¢} 2 2 5 21 2 33
Extra payment with trade 3 6 6 8 2 8 30 63

Seventeen of the boys who received no money with no trade specified
were bound to husbandmen, three to masters whose ocgupations were ounitted on
the indenturc, ond thirteen to the gentry or professional class, Of those re-
ceiving additional payment with a trade, forty.seven went to husbandry, eleven

to mavigation, two to be cordwainers, one a shoreman, and one a blockmoker,

In cases where no trade was specified, the extra payment may have been
in compensation for that fact, The reason for o many payments from 1770 to 1774
to boys who learned trades can only be guesced at, Two possible answers may be

that the turbulent conditions of the times made it seem desirable to give the
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apprentices something to get started onj or that it had been found they could
not afways get jobs immediately, and the extra payment was designed to help

tide them owar vntil they could securc employment.

It would seem that the s%zsteﬁz of poor apprenticeship, as carried out
in Boston, wos satisfactory, Had it not been so, it would m:‘dnu’bﬁedl‘;;}mve
been changed or abolished. The afrmgmeést fulfilled the provisions .of Massas
chusetts lav concegning poor children; and in so doing was in full accosd witii
the beliéfs that each persson shc;zici be a member of an coStoblished family and
that the best possible institution for the care of the poor was the fonily,
The chiidsen were removed from the not overly desiroble éfmosp:here of the almg.
house or from their destitute homes and placed with ‘families who could bring
then up in o manner nore beneficial to the children and to society, Roor
apprenticeship also provide a source of labor, and gave the community, at the
end of each indenture, one more skilled worker fo add his share to the produte
tivity of the colony, At the éagze time it helped insure that the persom would
be less likely to require poor relief himself, Finolly, it serve the hoppy pure
pose, especially to the turifty Bostonians, of saving the town from paying for

the upkeep of the children bound outs

Moch more rémaisis to be dome on the subject. It is unfortumate that
there are no indentures availoble which could Shed light om the practice before
1734, ond none between 1734 and 1740, ‘They would give us a much more complete
picture, However the remoining Boston indemtures, those from 1777 to 1805, should
be investigated, If almshouse records are available; if would be volusble to

check them against the iist of indentured children, to se¢ if all children in
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in the alushouse were bound out, A Survey should be made of what became of

the children aofter they had served their apprenticeship, to sce how mony,

like Isaiah Thomas, became prominent citizens, or achPibed even a mild prospesity.
Available tox lists, lists of Massachusotts @bmﬁimi statey and local of ficials,
census compilations, court records; and gemeslogical works would be useful for

this pucpostc.

Court records and newspapers need to be checked to find out how nony
of the apprentites ran away, and why they did soj and how many of the children
bound out more than once hod been taken away from a harsh waster. The ml?
hints on the latter point in the materials covered in this thesis are i‘:’hai:v few
children were bound out more tham once, and that of tbem, one was physically
unable to perforn the labor of his trade, The only other ﬁmplain?& from

. . 8
masters concern two girls who were obviously mentally defective, 3

Much work could also be done on the overseers of the poor. There is
# much information concerming thedr asctivities in the Boston records; and cer-
tainly the court records would show additional data concerning them, Finally,
the subject should be expanded to cover all of the colonies. Ihat renders thﬁ.é
impossible at the moment is that no indentures save those of Boston are available,
When and if others emerge from the basements and atfif;s of Courthouses, archives,

and 1ibraries, perhaps the job can be done.
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NOTES

1, Abhot Bmerson Smith, Colonists in n Bondage: White Servitude and Convict
Lobor in America, 160?—-1??6 {Ghape; m;u, 1947), 340m, . Ihe indentures in
Thpland incinge 10,000 IR Bristol, 3,000 in London, and 700 in Middk sex
County. 1The microfilms used here ©ntain other records., There is a list

of some of the ehildren bound out by the oversesrs between December 28, 1749
and August 28, 1756, inciuding the names of the children, the names of the
masters, sad the inclusive dates of the indentures, Another 1ist consists
of persons residing in the Boston almshouse in August, 1756, It contains,
beside the namies, an account for beds, rugs, blankets,pairs of sheets, and
shirts ond shifis; presumably those iSsued to the inmates named, With eack
manie appears a number, possibly that of the room occupied by the person in
the aimshouse, Both of these lists are in sepaxate, smaller notebooks,

After the indenture deted December 15, 1741, is a 1ist of "aun&rias, pre«
sumably furpishings, in the alpshouse. At the end of reel 2 thereo is 2 sepo
rate book listing the inhabitants of Boston ip 1695, -and c¢hiX ren apprenticed
between September 24, 1679, and Pebruary 27, 1600, Since the overseers of
the poor were not created until later, the oniy thing wvhich would indicate
that these children were bound out by the towm is their inclusion with the
other indenturzes: Henmoe, they have not been considered in the discussion of
the agprentie)éing of children before 1734,

2, Neither Clifford K, Shipton's biography, Isaiah Thomas; Prianter, Patriot
and Philanthropist (Rochester; 1948), nor R ¥ G, Vail's articie on Thomas

in the Dictionary o Auerican Biography (Dumas Malone (ed.) 20 wols,, New York,
1036) mention the fact that he was indoniured by the oversecrs,

3. Boston Indentures, 1734.1805, Indentures of Poor ChiM ren Bound Out as
Apprentices by the Overseers of the Poor of the Town of Boston, Six Volumes,
in the Office of the Clerk of the City of Boston, Microfilm copy in the
Institute of Early American History and Culture, Williansbhurg, Va, II, 74,
The indenture, 'as reproduced, is not a line for lime copy. Information vhich
was written .mto the original by hand appears here in parenthesis, Words
set in black letter type on the indenture ave shown here in large capitals.

4. For a good, legible excmple, see the indenture of Mary MacNemara, June 3,
1747, Boston. Indentures, X, 132,

5% See, fm: an exumpxe, the indenture of Mary Peck, Septenber 2y 1741, x.bid.,
s,

6. Nathan Sargeant to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, August 17, 1789,
Bosten Indentures, IV, 133, 1In o1l 8Srect gquotations I haye f llowed the
"expanded method" as outlined in Oscar Handlin et. al., Harvard dee o
mAmechan.Histog “(Cambfidgeyil955),795=98,: TooT of —w oo RIJCREELEE MM:.E.,.
.t_..a

7. Timothy Ruggles to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, undated, ibid.,
103.
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8, Sampel Whitwell to Captain Partidge, December 12, 1787, ibid., S9.

9. Printed Recormendation fram Selectmen, Doston Indentures, 1I, 105.

10, See indentures of Sammel Russell, Fobruary 9, 1745, and Jeremial Rhodes,
Aprii 4, 1749, DD 9, 17, belov.

&

1Y, HEimund S, Morgan, The Puritan ly; Bseays on Religion and Domestic
Relations in Seventcenth Century New England 2nd ed, (BoStof, 1956), 79-834

12, Ibid,, 83. “Stricking” and "vidl" are spelied as in the original, as
quoted by Morgan, ; _

13, Shurtieff, N. B, (ed,), Records of the Geernor and Company of Hassachusetts
Bay, 4 vols, (Boston, 1853), I, 179-180, ' ' ~ o

15, Morgan, Puriton Family, 85.86, from Bssex Court Records, V, 104,

17. Acts ond Resolwes, Public and Private, of tle Provimce of Massachugsetts
Bay, 21 vols, (boston, 1860-1922) I, 538, . T

18, Morgan, Pucritan Family, 62-65. See the restrictions on the indenture,
P, m; above, .

20. Records of the Gyernor and Company,s.., II, 89,

21, Morgan, Puriton Pamily, 72.
22, Ibidys 70,

24, Paul H, Dough s, fmerican Apprenticeship and Industrial Bducation (New
York, 1921), 25-26; Bobert W, Kolso, History of Public Poor Relief in Macsa~
chusetts, 16201920 (Bosten, 1922), 20, " T T

25, Douglas, Appremticeship, 26; Kelso, Poog Relief, 20,

26. Richard B, Korris, Government and Labor in Early Americs (New Yok, 1946),
385, , L RS =

27, Records of the Covernor and Company, I, 186.




swviil
28, Recoxrds of the Govemmor and Cowpany, X1, 9. See Appendix B, Table IV,
below,
29; Douglas, App
30s Jcts and Resolves, I, 67,

renticeship, 48.

3%, foid,, 538,
32. Acts gnd Resolves, 1Y, 1067,

33, Acts and Resolves, 1V, 179,

34, Acts and tiﬁgﬂi¥e3g 'V; 163,

35. Acts and Resozws, I, 65-567,

.36, Recoxd Commissioners of the City of Boston, Reports, 39 wis, (Boston,
1876-1909), VII, 206. Hereafter cited as Reports,

38 Mts ﬂﬂ& MSQ&V&S& Xi, 756,

me::e i3 :m mmmtzm uﬁzeﬁmx t&u& Was M&w}msetts mrteaty or 3tenxiage

4%, Reports, X, 121.122,

42. Reports, XVIII, 1v7,

43, . Reporfs, XVII, 88,

44, Acts and Resolves, II, 758,
45 Tep

46 1bid,, 101,

47, Ibide, 1i1-112)

46, fsts gnd Resolves, Ti, 757-758; Repocts, KT, 111, 230,

ts, VIIL, 23,

50, Repoms, xm ?’7‘ 89.

31« BReports, g»smg




xrmif

52, The first mention of children bound out by action of the town is found
in the Boston records of 1672, Bleven girk and three boys renging in age
from eight to twenty years wese ordered to be boundbut by their parents, oz
failing that, by the selectmen. ¥n April 1681, the town ordercd Mary Sepato,
a Negro girl wvhose mother hod died and whose father bod been banished, % be
bound out until the nge of thicrty. Reports, VII, 67, 146.

53. Reporis, VIII, 137,

55. Acts and Resolves, 1I, 737,

56. Ibid., 758.

57. Reports, XIV, 50,

58, See indentures for 174C-1741, below.

59. Reports, XIX, 276-277.

60, Ibid,, 282.

61, See Appendix B, Table I, and Pigure 1,

62, Cari Bridenbaugh, Citiedin Revolt: Urbam Life in America, 1743-1776 (New

York, 1955), 5, 47, 58, 216, Litile relationship i5 epparent between toe
price Index in Boston fram 1752 to 1765 and the mumber of apprentices bound
out by the overseers in those years. The jvriod of highest prices, from 1756
to 1763, chows no dgnificant increase in the pumber of poor spprentices, and
the years in which the greatest number of poor children were bound cut ave
those in vhich the price index is slightly above the nome-the very yéors vhen,
in the words of the Towm Meeting, "the Poor of the Touli...are dayly increasing
by the loss of its trade and commorce....” (Ruth Crandall, “Wholesale Commow
dity Prices in Boston During ihe Bighteenth Century,™ Review of Boonomic
%ﬂ@lgg;ﬁ?i X9Y (June 15 and September 15, 1934); pp. 117123, 178.183; Records,

63 Reports, XIY, 3133 XVI, 273,

64, HMorris, Goverrment and Lobor, 369-370; Curl Bridenbaugh, The Cofonial
Craftsman (New York, 19503y 133134, Bridenbaugh makes more Of this fact
thon does Mozreis, who claims that the lack of wecords of pwemiums does not
necessarily mean that fow were paid,

65, Boston Indentures, IV, 145, ff,

66, Solomon Dinkham to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, January 28, 1768,
Boston Indentures, IXI, 157,
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67, Williem Williams to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, Janwary 23, 1770,
Bogton Indentures,; IV, 15,

68, David Duxfec to the Overscors of the Yoor of Doston, May 7, 1771, ibid.,
635 )

69, Honnoh Baker to $he Overseers of the Poor of Boston (undated), Boston
Indentures, 11X, 139, See indenture, April 20, 1768, below, D. 46.

70, John Milton to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, August 30, 1768,
ibid., 156, See indenture, August 31, 1768, below, b, 47.

71, . Isaiah Thomas, The llistory of Printing in Americe (Worcester, 1810), I,
33% Tais book, incidentally, is 5%1ll considered the standard work on the
stibyect,

72, See mges mviii-xix, chove.

73, Clifford K. Shipton, “Imigration to New ﬁ:;gié;xé', 1686-1740," Journal
,?5_. Folitical E‘iﬁm & X1V (f%?ri;* 1936?9 Bps 225-239. A

74, DBridenbaugh, Cities in Revolt, 123.
y 48,

75+ Douglas, Apprenticeshir

76, Sego Aﬁp@ﬁﬁiﬁ 31 Tabis 133 and Fiﬁ:fﬁ’ 14
77 Sce indentures, October 3, 1768 and Wovember 1, 1768, below, pp.. 47-48,

78, William Williams to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, Jonuary 23,
1770, Boston Indentures, IV, 15; see imdentures, July 1, 1761 and ?/?, 1770,
below, pp. 33, 51,

79, See indentures, Scptember 6, 1758 and July 1, 1760, below, pp. 28, 32.
Warland was lucky. In on earliex ¢ase it was decided that although the fermie
nal date on the indenture % ould have been nine year$S later, that written on
the indenture was legolly binding, (Morris, Government snd Labor, 373.374,)
Here, however, to hive released the girl o year early woull have been in violae
tion of the law, waich required girls %o be bound to the ape of cighteen,

The fact that more thun one indentuve exists for a single ¢hild in no way
alters the fact thet there exist 692 walid indentures, Nor does the fact that
several masters took more than one apprestice invalidate the statenm t that

in so many cases members of o particular trade took apprentices, This analysis,
and the tables in Appendix B, therefore, constitute, strictly speaking, an "
analysis of Imdentures, not of persons,

80, See indentures of William Negert, October 7, 1741; Thomas Caryi, February
6, 1761; William Eveston, June 27, 1763; andDanfo rth Campney, October 18,
1762, below, pp. 4, 33, 35, 36,
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81, Douglas, Ap :@g&iceski ¢ 30w42; Morris, Government and Labm:, 370.3%6,

82, This was equal fo 1100, Old ‘fenor, which was redeamed in 1749 a’:; a ratio
of 75 to 1, Crandall, Review of Econ, Statistics, XVI, 122.

83, .Johm Honeywood to the Overseers of the Poor of Boston, January 25, 1758,
Boston Indentures, 1I, 115; David Duzfeec to the Overseers, Novewber 27, 1773,
Boston Indenturee, IV, 63.






The information from the indentures appeonrihp here is that which
applied to the individual apprentices and mastess. The tabies have been
aryanged to present that information as concisely os possible., The order
is that in which the indeﬂtﬁizxés can be reed on the microfilm, The columns,
left to right, are as follows:

i, The inclusive dates of the indenture (Date Bound snd Date Free), Num-
erical desipgnations are used for months to congerve gpace. All dates are
given with the year considered to have begun on January i,

2, The Apprentice’s name (apprentice); the master®s name (Master); and

the nmaster's occupation if piven (ocCupation). Names are spelled asithey
appear on the indenture. An asterishk (*) indicstes that a recommendation
from the selectmen of the master®s town accompanies the indenture, A num-
ber sign ¢#) indicates some other inclosure,

3, Thé town and county in which the master lived {(Town and County), Spel-
ling is in accordance with prescnt usage. Locations outside of Massachusetts
are ita&i{:i@ed; information supplied is put in parenihesis,

4. The trade to which the apprentice was bound, spellcd as in current
usage, and whether he was t0 learn writing, seading, or cyphering, indicated
by W, R, and C {Trade). Goods and/or money reGeived by the appreatice when
freed (Freedon Dues), These categories are separated by a semicolon,

5. The age of the apprentice when bound (Age Bound); the term of the in.
denture (Years Bound); and the age at freedom {Age Free), Age bound and
years bound have been supplied in the following manner, Date free was sub-
tracted from date bound, giving the term. As it is known that boys were
freed at twenty-one and girls at eighteen the term was subtrancted from that

number to find the age bound. Both are figured to the nearest six months,



Date Bound Apprentice Toun Trade Age Bound
Date Freel Master County Freedom Dues  Years Bound
Occupation Age Prec
11/27/34 Nathan Cortly Freetown (illegible) WR; 7
4730/40 Joemwen Hichols Bristol 2 suits ' 14
4/2/49 Johr Deweces Rosbury husbandry, WRC; 15
3/6/46 Joseph Williams Suffoik 2 suits, L20 6
21
5/7/40 Benjamin Dolbeate  Woburn hugbandsy, WRC; 6
8/6/55 Nathaniel Blogpétt Middlesex 2 suits is5
21
772740 Hary Dalley Charlestount bousewifery, WR; 13
2/12/45 Thos, Frothingham Bidadiesex 2 suits 5
18
7/24/40 Sarazh Gould Doschester  housewifery, WR; 13
0/12/45 Timothy Tilston Suffolk. 2 suits 5
18
8/6/40 Mary AnnelleRierre Boston housewifery, WR; 10
8/6/48 Abiel Ualiery Suffolk 2 suits 8
merchant 18
11/5/740 Jameg Flood Wobura husbandzy, WRC; 14
1/1/48 Jonathan Heyward Middlesex 2 suits 7
21
11/5/450 Jonathan Fisher Sherbum housewright, WRC; §
5/1/53 Ben jomdsn Kendall Middlesex 2 suits 13
housewright 21
12/3/50 Somuel Waters Braintree husbandry, WRC; 5
8/20/56 Jonathan Clark Suffolk 2 suits 16
farner 21
1/713/41 Barnabas Rhodes Mariborough  husbandry, WRC; 6
3/5/56 Joseph Rice Middlesex 2 suits, L20 15
yeonan 21
2412741 Hleanos Green Hoston Lousewifry, UWR; 6
7/3/53 John Beaudri Suffolk 2 suits 12
blacksmith 18
27?741 Robert Auger Weston husbandry, WRC; 4
2/1/58 Foenezer Cutler Middlesex 2 suits 17
husbandman 21



Date Bound Apprentice Toum Trade Age Bound

Date Pree Master County Preedom Dues Years Bound
Qeeupation Years Pree
4/7/41 Hoses Barnes Watertown cordwainer, WRC; 8
/1754 Isaac Sounderson Middlesex 2 suits= 13
21
576/41 Mary Sofven (7} Milton housewifery, WR; 11
4728/48 fhenezer Sumner Suffoll 2 suits 7
fammer 18
5/76/41 Billenor Burke Boston housewifery, WR; 14
4/4/45 Thomas Hardley Suffolk 2 suits 4
18
$/6/43 Otive Strange (?)  Doston housewifery, WR; 14
551745 Joames Stetson Suffolk 2 suits 4
18
6/3/41 Samuel Star Boston tailor, WRC; 10
6/3/52 Heney Price Suffolik 2 suits 11
T 21
9/2/41 tayy Peck S¢cituate houscwifery, WR; 6
576753 Cornelius Brigg (s?) Plymouth 2 suits 12
husbandman i8
10/7/41 B izabeth Hayes Hobumn housewifery, WRj~ 8§
3/5/55 Sweeton Reed Middlesex 2 suits 13
i8
10/7/41 HWilliznm Negert Bridgewater weaver, WRC; 7
6/9/55 Jonathan Bass Plymouth 2 suits 14
yeoman 21
1077741 By izebeth Matheys Bridgewoter housewifery, WR; 3
11/8/5¢ Jonathan Bass Pivmouth 2 suits 15
18
/1748 Rachel Lawson Hopkinton hottgewifery, WR; %
5/6/53 Thonas Bd Middlesox 2 suits 2
yooman 18
1/6/42 Benjemin Scrivencr  Boston cordwainer, WRC; 12
6/15/51 John Soren Suffolk 2 suits 9
cordwainer 21
273742 Henry Paas Bridgewatcr  husbandry, WRC; 9
5/327/54 Samttel Donbar Piymouth 2 suits 12
husbandman
2/2/42 Peter Grace woburns husbandry, WRC; 5
T/15/58 Thomas Read Middlesex 2 suits 16

yeonman 21
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PatyUBound Apprentice Town Trade Age Bound
Date Free Master County Preedom Dues Years Bound
Cecupation ’ Age Free
: o !/ : ;
2/2/42 Savage Percy Reading - cordwainer, WRC; 5
1/9/58 John Nicols Middiesex 2 suits 1o
cordwainer * 2%
3/2/42 Experience Wittis  Boston housewifery, WR; 12
2/1748 John Hunt, Jr, Suffolk 2 suits 6
yeoman 18
47742 James Campbell Boston tailor, WRC; 13
/16450 Janes Podpe Suffolk 2 suits 8
tailor 2
457742 Hary Bass Weston housewifery, WR; 6
12/15/53 Isanc Woolson Middlesex 2 suits ’ 12
yeoman 18
54742 Richard Hewes Reading husbendry, WRC §
6/6/58 Timothy YWinn Middiesex 2 suits 16
yooman 21
6/2/42 Baster Smith Newton housewifery, WR: 6
3/31/54 Johnn Askness (?) #Middiesex 2 suits iz
yeoman * 18
6/2/42 Richard Wailtom Hoburn blacksmith, WRC; 8
12/1/55 John Lawrence: Middiesex 2 suits 13
blacksnith (213
T/14/742 ERlisabeth Barjers Darchaster immexéiﬁmy, WR; 15
10/1/45 Hopestill Leeds Suffodi 2 suits ' 3
yeoman 18
/742 Prances Homilton Lexzington housewifery, WR; 13
3/1/47 Benjamin Smith, Jre Middiesex 2 suits ‘ 5
husbandman ®, s - 18
11/3/42 Bathshebn :Rc:sgem Swansca. housewifecy, WR; 17
3/43/44 James Mason Bristol 2 suits 1
yeoman ¥ ) 18
11 /3/42 Bbiah (?) Basom (?) Charlestown housewifery, WR; 7
" 3/26/54 Ben jamin Wheeler Hiddlezex 2 suits ' i1
blacksnith * 18
ir/2/42 Thomas Capron Boston tailor, WRCy 12
3/10/52 Seth Fester Suffolk 2 suits 9
tailor 21



6

Date Bound Apprentice Toun Trade Age Bound
Date Pree Master County Freedom Dues Years Bound
Occupation Age Free
11/3742 John Ashue M. Yarmouth URC; 5
7/1/58 Solomon Loring York 2 suits
1471742 Mary Dizon Bos ton housewifery; WR; 10
2422753 Abzoheon Bolkneys Suffolk 2 suits 8
18
11/16/42 Sarash Cobbit Oxford housewifery, WR; 6
4/11/55 William Hudson Worcester 2 sults 12
husbandaaon * 18
12/1/42 Blisabeth Scribmer (?)Braintree  hougewifcry, WR; 12
2/19/49 Jolm Hancock Suffolk 2 suits 6
clerk:* 18
12/1/42 Tinothy Hales Needhan husbandry, WRC: g
2/8/55 Josiah Newell Suffoll 2 suits 12
husbandman * 21
12/3/42 Edwarg Qlives Malden victualler, WRC; 18
771748 Johss Qliver Middlesex 2 suits 3
victualler * 21
1/4/43 Joseph Warwick Roxbury hugbandsy, WAC; 16
11/15/47 Josioh Child Suffolk 2 suits, b 60 ("01d S
yeouan tenor) 21
1/4/43 Wiliiem Norton Bogton shipyright; i5
8/27/48 Alexander Funt Suffolk 2 suitg 6
shipuright 21
2/28/43 John Slowly Boston barber, WRC 12
12/13/54 Richard Barrington Suffolk 2 suits 9
barber 21
373743 Samuel Hood Boston cobinetnaker, WRC; 11
11/10/52 Bend, “Saldsbury Suffolk 2 suiks 10
erbinetmoker 21
3/6/43 Williom Grace Doston currier WRCy i1
8/19/53 Joun Coles Suffolk 2 suits 10
currier 21
3723743 George Miles Noxrton husbandry, WRC; 8
1/25/56 Gideon Dassett Brigtol 2 suits, 530 13
{"oid tenor ) 21

husbandnan
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Date Bound Apprentice Town Trade Age Bound
Date Free Master County Preedon Dues Yea¥s Bound
Cccupation ‘ AR Bge
4/6/43 John Gillings (?) Dudley husbandry, WRC; 9
5/1/58 Sbenezer Blmunds Worcester 2 guits 12
yoonan 21
4/6/43 Bdward Hunt Boston fopemaker, MR3; 7
2/10/57 John Crosely Suffolk 2 suits 14
ropemaker 21
476743 Atex, Le Blond Middlebore  husbandry, WRY; 14
6/16/50 . Ephraim Holmes Suffolk 2 suits 7
- yeoman 21
6/29/43 Hiisabeth Peck Bridgewater housewifery, WR; 5
7/1/56 Hobiart Hixth (7} Plymouth 2 suits 13
husbandnan i8
6/29/43 ‘Ebenezer Prott Raynhan nusbaudry, WR:; S
9/14/59 Stephen Dean Piymouth 2 suits 16
yeoman ¥ 21
7/18/43 Robert (illeg,) Boston bricklayer, WRC; 14
5/7/50 John Blower Suffolk 2 suits 7
bricklayer 21
8/3/43 Lydia Robinson Medfield (?) housewifery, WR; 9
7723752 Seth Wright Suffolk 2 suits 9
husbandman * 18
8/3/43 John Ranstead Milton blacksmith, WRC; 17
4/21/47 John Beat Suffolk 2 suits 4
blacksmith 21
1/7/43 Bartholemew Ballard Boston ship joineg, WRC; 9
5/6/55 Joseph Ballard Suffolk 2 suits t 12
ship joiner 21
7/7/43 Samuel Hurst Boston tailor, WRC= 13
5/3/5%  Benjamin Ranken Suffolk 2 suits 8
tailor 21
' !
7/7/43 Richard Whitcomb Medford peruke maker, WRC; 9
12/1/55 James Rettell Middlesex 2 suits 12
wigmaker 21
1/%/43 Jcim &i&&sue Wobura blackonith, WRC; 9
2/1/55 Z. Middlesex 2 suits 12
Jotm Lawrance 21




































































































































































































































