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Solomon Austin was born about 1744 and first appeared in the official records of Orange County, North Carolina in 1778.  

Stories about his early years are unproven and sometimes conflicting.  However, it is known that in 1794 Solomon sold 
his land in Orange County and migrated to Upper Canada*, where he submitted a petition for land.  The petition states 

that he “was one of those who took up arms in defense of His Majesty’s Government in the Province of North Carolina 
during the Rebellion in America from which place he is just arrived with his family consisting of wife and seven children in 
order to settle in this Province.  ….  (he) in consequence of his known attachment to the British Constitution has ever 
since been obnoxious to the present government of Carolina…” 

 

******************* 

 
      Solomon Austin was a Loyalist but, like his early 

years, his Loyalist activities were fraught with 

ambiguities.  In order to help put Solomon's activities in 

perspective, it is useful to review the social and political 

conditions in the period before and during the American 

Revolution. 

       Before 1776, the Loyalists were divided into two 

groups. There was a minority of extremists who advocated 

unquestionable loyalty and obedience to British principles 

and actions.  The majority of the Loyalists, however, were 

moderates who disapproved of Britain's unwise colonial 

policies and advocated opposition and changes to these 

policies by legislative and legal means.  These moderates 

took up arms only after the Declaration of Independence 

was signed and the aggressive policies and actions of the 

Continental Congress forced them to recognize that their 

first duty was to preserve the empire. 

      As a whole, in all the colonies, loyalty to the Crown 

drew its strength from the official class, the professionals, 

the landed gentry and their tenants, the wealthy 

commercial class, natural conservatives (Tories) and 

opportunists.  North of Maryland, loyalty to the Crown 

had a strong religious as well as a political basis.  Almost 

without exception, the Anglican ministers were ardent 

Loyalists and they infused this loyalty into their 

congregations.  This helped produce a cohesiveness that 

enabled the British to raise cadres of militia that were 

stable and willing to follow their British leaders. 

      Maryland and Virginia had large, influential Loyalists 

minorities.  North Carolina was about equally divided.  

The Loyalists in South Carolina and Georgia were in the 

majority.  Some Loyalists joined the regular British army.  

Others formed militia that supported and assisted the 

British.  Others organized guerrilla bands that allied 

themselves with the Indians and inaugurated a reign of 

terror on the frontier from New York to Georgia. 

     In the southern colonies, Anglicanism was predominant 

but the colonists did not adhere to the religious lines as 

closely as in the north.  The Whig leaders of Virginia and 

the Carolinas were generally members of the established 

Church but by definition favored an independent America.  

Many of the wealthy Anglican planters of the tide-water 

sections supported the Crown and fought for the mother 

country, but the Crown derived its main support from the 

non-Anglican Germans and Scots of the upper country.  

The Scotch-Irish in the south were mostly sympathetic to 

the American cause. 

     Since religion was not a major issue in the south, the 

feelings about taxation, distribution of land and 

appointment of local officials were more intense and all 

the more bitter.  In the Carolinas, the frontier settlers felt 

snubbed, both socially and politically, by the piedmont 

and tide-water aristocracy.  They were denied adequate 

representation in the courts and in the colonial assembly.  

It goes without saying that these disfranchised settlers 

were not eager to go to war to defend principles in which 

they had no material interest.  The failure of the British 

officers to recognize that social and political conditions in 

the south were different from those in the north, as well as 

the tendency for the British to look upon all dissenters as 

rebels, was partly responsible for the British loss of the 

southern campaign. 

     When Solomon Austin first appeared in the official 

records, Orange County, North Carolina (then considered 

frontier country) had been a hotbed of discontent for more 

than ten years.  High handed, unscrupulous and morally 
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dishonest officers of the law had caused the private 

citizens to band together to try to regulate these dishonest 

officers of the Crown.  This positive defiance by the 

citizens was construed as an attack on the established 

government, which acted accordingly.  Repeated 

confrontations between the government officials and the 

Regulators escalated until 1771 when the movement 

moved from riots to widespread insurrection.  It is 

debatable whether the War of the Regulators in 1771 was 

the first step of the Revolution, but what is important is 

that the battle brought to a head the social and political 

turbulence of the Carolina frontier. …  

     This caldron of mixed emotions is where Solomon 

Austin took up residence after he left Maryland.  It is not 

known exactly when Solomon arrived in Orange County 

but it was certainly by the mid-1770's.  Solomon Austin 

was disturbed by the unfair and heavy handed British 

government but when hostilities broke out he could not 

support the rebellion against the Crown and he apparently 

joined a local Loyalist militia regiment. 
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[Ed. Note]  Hal Steiner has been researching Solomon Austin of 

Orange County, North Carolina for many years, with the 

objective of determining whether Solomon should be included 

in the lineage of the Maryland Austins who migrated to North 

Carolina.  His recent manuscript, Austins of the Eastern Shore - 

Revisited, is a “work in progress”, but the preponderance of 

evidence leads him to conclude that Solomon was a member of 

the family of William Austin and Elizabeth Green, who came 

from Maryland’s Eastern shore to Orange County, North 

Carolina before 1770. Hal believes that his ancestor, Phillip 

Austin, was also a member of that family. 

      Hal explains, in his newest work:  “Before, during and after 

the Revolution many colonists who were loyal to the Crown and 

no longer wished to serve or live under an alien flag began an 

exodus to Upper Canada* where they established settlements 

and provinces.  This influx of incomers became universally 

known as the Loyalists, and by the end of the 18th century it is 

estimated that Upper Canada was the home of about 8,000 

Loyalists.  Despite the turmoil of transition, these newcomers 

successfully established multicultural settlements that would 

soon become integral parts of Canada’s most successful 

provinces.” 

 

[*The Province of Upper Canada, located west of Montreal and 

Quebec, was established in 1791 to govern the center third of 

the Canadian colony and included present-day southern Ontario.  

Named according to its location on the St. Lawrence River, it 

existed until 1841] 
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