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Who was to blame for the Boston Massacre? 

 The Boston Massacre had many parties involved, some of which were prosecuted. These 

men were Captain Thomas Preston, and four of his soldiers whom were acquitted, and two others 

who were convicted of man slaughter. The Boston Massacre was in Boston Massachusetts on 

King Street, it occurred on March 5th 1770. The incident occurred after protesters rioted outside 

the customs building, they riot became more violent and started throwing snow balls and other 

things towards the soldiers whom were guarding the building. Shots were fired and five were 

killed, and six were wounded. 

 

 After reading Captain Thomas Preston’s deposition on the Boston Massacre, from his 

view point the riots became violent, and began throwing things and using weapons against his 

men. After one of his men was struck, confusion kicked in and his men began firing. Captain 

Preston told his men to not fire, and to stop firing but they confusion was already in effect and 

the men continued to fire. Eventually the firing stopped, but it was too late and the damage had 

already been done. Captain Preston believed that it was not possible with all the confusion for his 

men to know whether it was his orders or not. 

 



 The deposition of Robert Goddard had a different point of view. Similarly from his point 

of view he saw that the riot was becoming more violent and throwing snowballs. However 

contrasting Captain Preston’s statement, Robert stated that he was certain that Captain Preston 

ordered his men to fire, he stated that he was face to face with him and that there was no way he 

was mistaken. 

 

 Having these two opposing viewpoints, means there is either miss-information or 

purposely wrong information. Both have reasonable arguments, however both have reasonable 

agenda’s as well. To choose one to blame effectively is impossible without actually being there. 

Some may say the British are at fault for occupying Boston, however it wasn’t the soldier’s idea 

or want to stay there. You could say it’s the soldiers fault for firing their muskets, but with all the 

aggression and confusion coming from the riot and the possible orders from their captain how 

could it be there fault. You could even say it’s the riots fault, but having soldiers force a tax, and 

occupy your home would make anyone angry. However being in the position of the jury, I would 

have made the same decision, I personally believe that if the captain wanted his men to fire, why 

would he have asked them to stop, and if he didn’t why didn’t they stop? Having an angry mob 

throwing things and attacking his men could easily cause confusion and maybe even anger. I am 

not saying that what his men did was the right thing to do, but I can understand the situation.  

 

  

 



Overall I think the Boston Massacre was an important step from liberating the early 

American people from the British. Tensions were already high, but the Boston Massacre was one 

of the many tipping points that pushed for the revolutionary war. If these major events didn’t 

happen, then America could potentially still be owned by the British. 


