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p, VtL-l t,> u1STIQL'ES 

C:oncerning the Pe\vtering Bassetts 

The t.lIowing oh,a\'at ions impl\' ,om~ tamiliarir\' wirh th~ lar~ J. B. Kerloor's in\";tillahlc hook. 11110;((/11 P,',:r/er. For the 
cOlH"cnience of the reader, howe\'cr, certain 01 the F. 8. touches illustrated in that \'olumc ha\'c been here rcproduced. For per. 
mission to use \lr. Kerloot's original photographs. :\" f"Il,!l."F..' gratelull\' acknowledges its indebtedness to "Irs. :".nnie Haight 
Kerfoor 01 Freehold. :\cw .Iersc\·. - n ·( Edit",.. 

MR. KFR
FOOT S 
volume 

.flllericflll P(,·,,,'ler 
men tions two Bas
setts, Francis and 
Frederick, and il
lustrates their re
specli\·e marks . The 
marks which can be 
a ttribu ted to Fred
erick are fairh' nu
merous, there being, 
in addi tion to tI~e 
touches with the 
name spelled out 
and the .Ycz .. : rod: 
touch III a fan
shaped device, four, 
and possibly !i\'e, 
di fferen t F.E. · il/
circ/e touches; 
namel\', Kerfoot 
Figures 4~. 4"-\' 
·t(), 4():\ and 4'), if 
indeed this last 
touch be from a 
diflerent die than 
4':\' This mayor 
n; a \' not be true, 
sin~'e it is hard to 
be positi\'e on the 
evidence of the cu ts 
alone, and 1 have 
been una hie to as
sem hie, for compari
son, e);amples of 
pewter hearing 
these several 
touches . However, 
the CJuestion as to whether then: art. 
(our or five differe nt F.ii -ilJ·OI',i. 

touches is not importa nt for tiw pur. 
poses of this discussioll. 

Coming now to the k!](;\\n 111'irks J 
Frallcis Rassett, we ha ve 'lllh' the two 
touches illustrated 11\' \11' ke. C"ot. n 
Figure 4+ One or 'two other pewter 
pieces ha\'e come to light hear ing the 
F. E .-,,:itb-pfl,uallf-lioll-i II- fl:'a/ touc h; tlu t 
examples of Francis' wurk remain 01 

the first order of rari t\". 

:VI r. :\ hers, in his 
book SOIl;e Notes 011 
.·-hllericall Pew/erers, 
gives us consider . 
;ble information on 
the pewtering Has
setts. Brief1 y sum· 
marized, it appears 
tha t a Francis and a 
John Bassett. cous· 
ins, were making 
pewter in ::\'ew York 
in the 1720'S or 
1730' s. Th is John 
was the father of 
another Francis, 
andof Frederick. :\5 

to Tohn, :\lr. ~hers 
sta'tes, .. Examples 
of his work are 
known to exist, but 
I have not suc
ceeded in locating 
any ." John's touch 
is here illustrated; 
bu t, before proceed
ing with comments 
on the man's work 
and its relation to 

that ot his sons, it 
m a \' be well te 
brie'fh dwell on the 
question of the twc 
Francises. 

The fact that 
there was a Francis: 
cOllsinof John,mak. 
I!1g pewter at sonH 

F,:: I . PE\\"Tl R FI.:""El BY JOHS BASSETr 

;17J.!- 17·r) 
\br~cd witr' rhe initials I. B. in a circle, wit! 
flc" r ,le I;, a bo\"c and below. 
I'iul, !/..I" (OiI,.(I;01l Dj ,Hrs. Richtlrd S. f!!.l/ig/l; 

Fig . .! - THE JOHS BASSETr TOliCH 

Photographed Irom the inteNor bottom 01 ; 
pe" .. 'ter beaker. 
frr,m !b, col/((7;on Dj Ltdlit E. Laugh/in 



fnrcl., 1930 

Fig,.> (i,:(1 tlnd rigl,t) - \',\ RI.·\~ r~ or 'H t: 

F.!Li!l. rirrl, TOl:CH 

The~e circle rOllches " 'ere llsed I,,· Freder. 
ick Basset[, often in coniun,tion with a 
ros~ and crown touch a;rJ a fan.,hal'cd 
d~\·ice. All of (hcm arc ,hown in h:crt'oor", 
.-JmrrirtJll Pt~clt'r) Figures ·L;, 45:\, 4(J • 

. 16:\, .18, ,1'1, and ,c. Here, only the F.E.· 
i!l.rirell rouches ;; re reproduced, tor pur' 
poses 0 t corn pa ri,ol\. 

Fig. ;- I, R, A,,"O F. B, 'J'ot'CHES ("i/"rgcd) 

imeabout 1710, 

eads us to ask 
'hether the existing 
'rancis Bassett 
narks 111 a \' not be
)ng to the earlier 
older of the name, 
It present, the ques
ion has only a pass
~lg interest, hut the 
li;covery of other 
pec ime'ns beari ng 
lifferent Francis 
~assett touches 

These marks are OlW;OllSI, r'rom rhe same J i ~ To chang" t h~ I /1 . to r F. B.o 1: 
a simple rnaner [ 0 enlarge the I inro an F) rhough the: <!f",igq : () ~,r r,'~ "ymm,,;t r ,· 

"\ ;t') 

two marks are 
careilllh' examined, 
I n the' f1 rst place, 
i t will be not ice d 
that the F runs 
into the .. tail" of 
th e upper tleur-de
lis, and that the 
spacing of the F 
in this touch is 
fault\·, since it is 
not i~ the middle of 
the area which it 
occupies, In the sec
ond place, the \'QuId give impor-

ance to a consideration of the authorship of the entire 
:roup. Yet, before dismissing the question entirel~' , it is 
easonable to suggest that the know n Francis Bassett 
ouch - the F.B~:witb-paJsal1l-/iol1 - ma~' well be the 
nark 01' Francis 1. Its aspect implies relatin:ly grea t 
Ultiquity; the documentary evidence concerning the ac
ivities of the various Bassetts shows that Fra ncis I ma\' 
.reil have been a more prolific pewterer than his namesak~ , 
;rancis [1; and, in any case, it would not be foolish to 

\ssum~ t~at the second'Francis, (or a time, used his prede
:essor s dies, 

Turning now to a consideratio n of Tohn , cousin o( 
;rancis (we are on surer ground, since the 1, n, touches 
,ere illustrated (Figs, I and 2) mal' safel~' be assigned to 
lim, The mark on the funnel (FI~'(" I ) is not periedl~' de
';ned, due to its ha vi ng been struck on the cun'ed surface 
near the funnel's rim,-But we should be grateful to lohn 
for having troubled to strike this touch ~n so diRic~dt a 
;urface, f~r the fortunate presen'ation of this piece adds 
:so far as the writer knows) a new for m to marked :\meri
:an pewter, in addition to gi\'ing us a rare ne\\ touch . 
j;igure :2 shows the same 1, B. touch, in legi hie condi tioll , 
on- the inside bottom of a beaker. -

That this 1, R, touch is attributable to lohn Bassett is 
hardl\' to be doubted on the evidence of the mark itself; 
hut further corroboration of its ownership is i<Jund in 
comparing it with Kerfoot's Figure 46, here illustrated in 
Figure J, The same mark appears on the back of an eight
int'h plate, credited to John's son, Frederick Bassett. 
Close scrutinv of Figure -+ will re\'eal the fact that both 
the touches there w~re made from the sallle die, which, 
for the F. B. touch, had been altered to change the I into 
an F. There can be no douht oi this when the ~ie tails o i the 

\ ~rtic al mem k:'s or tv i, t he J- and the R exhibit, in 
hot .. t\ lllcil es, tl: e ';ilL'l s"ght1" irregular relation to 
O !'.t' ;ulOr her. l: in a lh', th.;c 'tIT mark~, as they occur 
(,,' :\,'tl. ,d pewt;;: r L it(t. S:WI'.' 10 \'a riation in' anv of 
the IlH:asU'r l:l;le l1 t s' c;"<':l,d;, ,a ken with micron;eter 
calipers, 

I t being thus esta bl ished that these two marks, I. B, 
and F. I( were both ~tru ck from the same die (the F, B, 
after alteration), the-'e ca '] he no possi ble room for doubt 
that the I , R, touch is th e Jllark of the J ohn Bassett who 
made pewter in '\ CIV York be tween 17 3~ and the ycar of 
his dea th , 1-;-(, 1. The iden tl fi ca ti ol1 of these I, B. specimens 
gl \'es us another na me to add to the small group of pre-
17~0 American pewterers . 

The disco\'en' of lnhn's touch and the cerraint\· of its 
employment, after ;'dteration , b~' the son Frederick open 
a wide field of speculation about all the separate F. B, 
touches, and makes riskY their attrihution to Frederick 
alone . The questIon aris~s as to whether or not Francis 
11, or e\'en Francis I , ll sed one or more of the F. H, marks, 
.\nd did the son, or COUSin, or both , use the \'en' F,B. 
......·llb /1f/lI'-dl'- i is touch made from I ohn 's die? Possibly these 
que;ies will be answered with ti1~ finding of othe; speci
mens of the Bassett family's work; but, until this happens, 
it is prohabh' safest to lea\'e the ownership of the marks 
as thel' are now prett\· definitel~' ascribed, That is to say, 
we ha\'e no known ma rks of Francis I; we have two or 
three examples of John 's I. /3 . touches; about the same 
number of Fra1ll'is II marks , The rest we ma\' allow to 
the prol ific Frederick until addi tional tou c he~, or com
binations of existing touches, appear to puzzle us 
anew, Though the past few \'ears have added greatly to our 
pewter knowledge, much remains to be learned, 
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