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PREFACE.

This Historical Catalogue of the Members of the First ﬂhum&."
of Christ in Hartford, may be rogurded a3 the concluding portion
of the attempt of this Chureh fitly to commemorata the events of

Publshed 14 aconsd {13 orizin sod subsequent history. Two previous portions of $his

Februars-Q, :'-.':‘13. - f Bre R 3 in Joaecsston of Jie memliars, pud 1o Fome
% L o . . o | £ f the i, In the fosmnl © ielnd velumies, The st

{ég::‘l}is T.: “_ﬁ:‘usr Commitice of these volumes, entitled Commémoralive Ezereiien of the Firad
BH&HLB;LIDT :"F' ALEER,  on the Church of Christ in Hartford, at its Teo Hundred and Feftieth
« WWELLSE, Catalogue. ; Anniceraary, Octobdr 11 and 13, 1883, gives, aa its title indicates,

“the proceedings at the celebiration of the quarter-millennial anni-
versary of the earliest definitely pacertainable datain this Church's

history. ;

The second of these volumes; s History of the First Uhureh in
Hariford, by its Pastor, published in May, 1884, gathers up in fuller
detail the Incidents of the founding of the Church, the biogra-
phies of its Pastors, and the events of ita long and diversified
experience, : .

“'Te these twe volunifes it has now been deemed best to add a
third, giving, a2 far as can well'be done from extant documents,
- list of its members; to which are appended alao certnin cata-
jogues of baptizms, marringes, and deaths, which are of interest
to eaguirers dio the history of Tamilies connected with the
enrlior Hife of this Church, - b FE -"‘_M :

But this endeavor to present n roll of this Llureh's Member- —
ship is inovitably fated to only partial success because of <the = o
great and milancholy imperfection of ita Records, Few New -

~ “England churches of kindred distinction and antiguity have 60
poor documentary monuments as this one, The entire body of
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churchamemorials, commonly preserved by B chureh as its listz of npmes as for one repson or noother had bees authenti-
* Records,” from its organization 1o the year 1685, have disap- cally preserved, if not always by the Church itself, yet in connec-
pedred. - No contempornry document in present poszession of the tinn with the planting of the Colony and thelife of the Chtirch.
Church gives s gingle name or fact of its life previous to the date A considersble number of names of persons known to have
ahore writien, " - been members at different periods in the recordless period, could
From 1635, nt the accession (o pastoral service of Rev. Timo- _ indeed be gathered by the antiquarisn investigator from family —

thy Woodbridge, its slxth minister, to.the death of E_-n'n_E&W_ard - genealogies. and the archives of other clurches Buch for
Diorr In 17724 record is preserved of such ministerial actions 6s example are undoubtedly- Susanon , wife of Mr. Tooker,

© the reccplion of monibers tothe Church, the baptism of children, the first Pastor: and Agnes —, wife of Governor John Wehster;
and & few marriages, and entries of death or burial.  Oecasion- and-Susanoa , wife of Treasurer Whiting; and Elizabeth,
ally a Church action like the choice of o Deacon or the diseipline wife of Rev. Teacher Stone, dismissed to this Church from Boston,
gf & miember ia also recorded. Plut from the desth of Me. Dorr > July 25, 141; und Hev. Ssmuel Stoge, jr., son of Teacher Stana,
in 1772, down through the enlire ministry of Dr. Nathan Strong - by & former wife; apd Mrs, George Fenwick, papularly koown
to the accession of Rev. Joel Hpwes in 1818, coours another ass* Lady FenwitK" of Saybrook, uniting with this Church as
plank; with the important exception that the names of members -~ the nearest place of communion, and others of either sex, both
living in 1807, at the time of the first occupation of the mew  ~ of the first generation and of their posterity. .

- o Rrick }_Eeeung.Héus.e"' and those added thereafier in Dr. But the guthering together of any considernble number of
Strong's ministry, have with maore or less mccurscy béen pre- : names by this kind of antiguarian enquiry ot only fnvalves so
gerved, though nob in & contemporineniis register. Of thiz en- much labor, but must result after all in g0 imperfect success, that

tire ‘period, from 1772 to 1818, not a Church document remains. the adoption of the course taken in these pages appeared the only
The parallel records of the Society alane sarvive o give ccasional reasonably practicable one. g 5
* intimations of what the Church wos or did. From the ordination Much effort has been made to jostify the statements coneerning
_of Rov. Joel Hawes to the prisent time, the records of the First the death or removal of members, especiully of- the present -
Church in Hartford have been preserved with the degree of care- - century, Respecting these the record even o lnter daye was
fulness oniim_trj’, perhaps in our churches, AMODE awhich entire found to be very imperfect. In the endeavor to make ‘it a3

accuracy Is, cortainly, seldom, if ever to be found, - ateurate ns possible, family histories bave hoen interrogated,
-+ . In this state of affairsso effort to give anything like & complete monumental inseriptions inspected, and vory many letiers writ-
fist of this Church’s members is secn atonce to be impossible. ten and received, But after all efforts there sre doubtless not
~Any attempt to-indicate who wert members previeus to 1683, or omissions only, but mistakes. These will be casiest forgiven by
- hatwoen 1772 and 1897, hasto be based on doonments of a collat- those who know most of the diffienlty of any undertaking like _
eral, and in some instances of a merely secular, character. - But the present, and who will consider the special “difficalties g
‘eo often are the Pastor and the officers of this Chnrch appealed to = - memorials o imperfect a5 those here dealt with, REEE
{or information concerning persond prezamed to have been mem- In spite of whatever attempt, it most remein true of the mem-
hers of the Ohureh: and &o ditapidated and worn is the solitary - - hership of the Hartford First Chureh, as 8ir ‘Thomas Browne
little volume which covers theperiod from 1655 to 1772, that i+ * gald of the race geoerally, that many ** muet becontent to be as
it has seemed wise for the Church to put into type sl it could though they had not been; to bo found 1o the register of God,”
" tell. on adequate documentary grounds, of its own membership. not in the record of man.” S ;
- 1o doing this it has appearcd best to confine thisrecord tosuch .
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HISTORICAL NOTES.
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~ This Church was originaily gathered in Newtown (now Com-
- bridge), Mnzs, The earliest ascertainable date in its corporate
history i3 that of the induction into office of its ﬂm Pastor and
Tenacher, Rev, Thomas Hooker uud ey, Samue] Stone, Ouk 11,
1633, Thore ia & cooshlerabl i:.-"".-.hg . that tha
puatherinr of the Chusih aJ’[u the Congrogational way hnd =
oecurred severn] months nnd perhaps nmri_-, 8 year previous, . J1 E
The Church was to a large extent composed of persons who had
known one another and Mr. Hooker while Lie wos occupying the
position of Puritan Lecturer nt 5t Mary's Church, Chelmsford,
England; with others from Braintree and places in ',110 BRI
County of Essex. Mo,
Arriving in this country ut different ]'Jcrfnl;la in 101 nm.'l 1632, ' e
they established themselves at Newlown, nnd requested Mr.
Hooker to come over into New Enﬂ'i_'_ﬁ- nnd takecharge of them,
This he did, sccompanied by o number of personal associntes;
and on srriving st Bosten, Septomber 4, 1683, immedintely jolned
his waiting peopla at Newtown, where, as he mel them, ‘he said:
“Now I live if yestand fast in the Lord.” -
This Church had thus in its gathering, after the Congregational
vorder in Ameres, sometling more than nomoral continuity of
being, derived from the previous religious association of ite mem-
bers under the same pastoral care in England,
Mr. Hooker, the Pastor;- wos born ‘at Marfield, in Ln[cﬂtu’
County, it is bebieved on July 7, 1580, 1Te was u graduate of
. Emmanual College, Cambridge, and awhile rector of Esher, in
Surrey; but in 1629 was preaching in the Pa.nah{!humh at Chnlm: £
fard, where he was silenced for non-conformity and obliged fo
iy ta Holland.
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Mr. Stone was born at Hertford, in Hertfordshire, in July
1602. He was educated ot Emmanual College, and was oCCupy
fng o Puritan Lectureship st Towcester when he was invited o
“Join Mr. Hocker in the New England enterprise.

It is believed that Mr. William Goodwin was ordained Rullng /

" Eller of the Church at the time of its organization, und that
then, of in immediate proximity of time, Mr. Androw Warn
dnd others, whose names nre uncertain; were chosen Deacons =
* ‘On the 31st of May, 1636, the Clurch, with its Pastor and <
Teacher, st out on its removal to Hurtford, urriving at this place
gometime in the second week in June, Herd the Chureh whE -
permancntly planted, and here the ordinances of the Gospel have

... been regularly wdministered from that time to the present. =

This Church was at first the one religious center for the &
cntire district of territory_now included in the city and town-

* ship of Harlford and the I.nwnshi'pa of East Hartford anil West
Hartford. : AT Ry v =

In 1859-60, and as the result of protracted internal dizzenzions
which cnlisted from tme to time the atlention and intervention
of almost all the churches of New Epgland, and which mainly
concerned the course of conduct of the Teacher, Mr, Btone, in
infringing, as it was thought, on the rights of the brotherheod, 2
considerable secession from the Chiurch ook place; the departing
members removing to Hadley, Mass., and founding the church
in that place, :

At a little later period, February 22, 1670 (0. 5. February 13,

= 1660), Mr. Whiting, the then senior minister of the Church, with-

Hrew from it, accompanied by thirty-one members, and organized
" the Becond Church in this city. The dissension which occa.
sioned this rupture was concarning the question of Half-way
Covenant Baptism and the nuthority of Synods.
The Church in East Hartford was sot aff from this Church and

© received & separate organization in May, 1702; and that In West
Hariford in February, 1713, 3

Oua the 234 of September,
dismission from this Chure
a5 the Worth Church.

lm._niétiy-scveq members received
b, and were, with others, organized

On the 10th of :Jl.uunr;. 1832, ciﬁht&:u members of this Church,

- *h '
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hs;l.‘ing.ttcei‘-'ﬂﬂ dismission, were organized, with _utlfcrs, ns the
Froe Church, now the Fourth Chureh. ML .

On the 14th of October, 1852, thirty-six mem'nr.:m :u{ this
Chureh, gnd ghortly afterwards eleven more, were dismissed to

unite with others in forming the Pear]l Btreot Church,

On the 5th of March, 1805, forty members of thiz li]hun:lu. 1}114:1
subsequently eleven more, wers dismissed to unite with others in
rmine the Asylum Hill Church .
fl';IT]:u: Ersr. church edifice occupied by this Chiurch for more than
temporary uses was probably begun in 1638, and may not h.we
been fnished il 1641, - It stood on the spot known as Meeting-
House-Yerd, not far from the present United States Court House
and Post Office. Thiz first edifice was' succeeded ll_';: snother,
dedicated December 30, 1750, in the daysof ey, Dianiet _".‘url_nda'-_
wur-t.'h 1t stood on the site of the prezent First Churel building,
thonzh with its side upon the street. )
J"]'I--L_s_- present edifice was dedicated December 3, 1808, in the
aztorate of Rev. Dr. Strong. : )
Fu";'llia Chureh was at its institution, and is now, Congregational
in its povernment, 1t acknowledges the obligations and respon-
il‘-‘.litiee& of the Communion of Churches, and 'la in special
fellowship with the Congfegational Churches of New England,
tommonly known aa *' Orthodox."”
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P

. NOTES ON THE ARTICLES OF FAITH

AND CHURCH COVENANT,

It is more than doubtful whether thiz Ohurch at its organiza-

tion had any formal written Creed,
rure in New Englind bistory nt that period, thongh not absolutely
unknewn. It is probable that in sccordance with general usage
there was no other Confession of Faith than that invelved in
rome accepled Church Covenant,
the subsequent adoption for it own use of nny Articles of Falth
in distinetion from some brief expressions of belief in the various
forms of Covenant employed, 1ill nearly the end of the first quar-
ter of this century.

The unfortunate disappestance of all Church reeords for the

Such Articles of Faith were -

Wor is there noy evidence of |

first filty-two years of its history makes it Impossible to say pos—

itively what was the precise formuls of -the Covenunt which
wag originally adopled or in use duriog that peried. Bot there
is n very considerable probability that it was, the document
adopled by the seceders fram this Church in 1070, at thelr orgn-
jzation of the Second Churel in Hartford, ae s result of the bup-
tismil and syouodical controversy, in the days of Hey, Messrs.
Whiting and Haynes,

Thoze seceding members declare in their statement of prinoi-

plés on their organization as a wew chiurel, thelr intention of ©

reverting to the Congregational way ** formerly settled, professed,

Church of Hartford.” This, in their view, reguired a restate-
ment of .Congregational principles.  But there is no evidence
— thail they supposed it involved the framing of & new covedant,
On the contravy, if the covenant of the founters of that Church

to whose frst ‘I-'r'a}‘i'lhuy profeased their in_lent.iun o adliors were

1

—and practiced under the goldanée ol thé first leaders of this—

ARTICLES OF FAITH AND CHURGH COVENANT.  Xiii -

still known, &s it is impossible to doubt, the most natural thing
would be to hald to'it.  The auggestion therefore seems & more
than lkely one that the first Covenant of the old Church may ba
preserved thus to us through the new. -

It is therefore here given— under the lmits of certitude thus
indicated —as the Arst Covenanl formula appertaining to this
Church’s history:

“ Binee it hath pleased God, In his infloite merey, to manifest

himself willing to take unworthy sinners near unto himself, even -

into covenant relation to and Interest in him, to become o God

to them and avouch them to be his poople, and sccordingly 1o

command nnd eneourage them to give Up themselves and tﬁeir

children -alze unto him: We do therefore this day, in the p

ence of God, his holy angels, and this assembly, avouch the

Lord Jehovah, the true and living God, even God the Father,

the Bon, and the Holy Ghost, to be our God, and giveup our-

golves and ours also unto him, to Lo his subjects and servants,

promising throogh gracesnd streogth in Christ (without whom

wa can do nothing), to walk in Emm!’cssed su‘h{{:{:ﬁnu to him ns |

our only Lord and Lawgiver, ylelding universal obedience to his

blessed will, nccording to what discoveries he hath mnde or here- i

after ghall make, of the same to us; in apecial, that we will seck i

him in all his boly ordisances secording to the rules of the guap&l.

submitting to his government in this particular Chureh, and walk-

ing together thercin with all brotherly love and mutual watehiul-

neea, to the buflding up of one anothor in faith and love unto his
_pratse; all which we_promise. to- perform, theTord-helping-us

through his grace in Jesus Christ,”

The next formule of o Covenant nature and one which appears
on this Church’s records, was designed distinetly for the admission
of Half-wiy Covenant ® members, and was drawn by the hand of i
Hev, Timothy Woodbridge, its sixth minister. : E
The Half-way Covenant system had been in operation in this
Church for many years proviously, and had been mdministered
by Mr. Woodbridge from the eommencement of his ministry
in 1685, 5
What distinction in Covensnt formuls be had been nceustomed

- to make between -the -two -classes of members admitted to the iy

Church by him it is impossible to say, DBut in 1606, eleven years

* Beo for explanation of the Halfway Covenant sysbam and 1t orlgin the
brlal eamay on **Covenant nnd Fril-Communion Mombership," oo “page xlx
of this volomie, J

2
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after his ordination, and on the occasion of the ndnil&iﬁ;:
a few weeks of one hundred and ninety-four members to
Hulf-wey Covenant membership, Mr. Woodbridge sppareafiy

felt called on to write & covenant formula to which he requirsd - ;

e

astent,” and inscribed on the record- i
Covenant is as follows: = bﬂﬂk S Ty e

*"We dosolemnly in ¥* presence . i ¥

;::::}13 %ﬂ 1: Jesugﬂ Gh?;sr. to he nﬁf‘ g{cﬂgﬂg :}h-;fi [i:gn&:mmgupx: !
3 ier y* Son & y* Holy Ghost & y' weare b 5
?‘Eﬁm nuf s:;};? %’ ¥* our hiope of ey with God Is oul;,'ful::utsn-.

> Stecls S o us Christ apprefiended by faith & we£
: —]!llm'fn-r .J& ves to y* Lord to walke in communion with
T AN i appointed In his holy word & to yleld obedi—
¥* preat diaﬂ-;c?m?hds & -submit to his governm® glwhen.iﬁ'
R ot DE.;DSJ.E God, Beandall of Religion & hazardof 7.
Provatlic oulz, ¥* Sins of drunkenness & fornleation ame
dny thit ﬁgﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁ da.?;ﬂﬁﬂlem] engage before God this
coneciention ive againg |
those Evills and ¥ mmpmt{;‘ﬂﬂ-lh!.l }[ﬂ}, ]E:Jldst :;E;T:ﬂiﬁ i

What variation from this §
: 7 ormula Mr. Woodbridee 1
mébcll:ﬁpuunﬁf full-communion members cannot ?m :Ef_':f
3! \:r ¢ t: ;L:uthessmn of Mr, Wedsworth to the pastorate fn 173,
et el d:: same volume which Mr. Woodbridge had begus, 3
i B 3 ¥ ‘:ﬂ‘l:rm? formulns, designating one af them as **tht
mmeﬂn:ﬂwé:::h I Take the nssent of persons unto that are ad-
e mmun.un.. and the other for these ** Owning the

The Half-way Covenant formula is ps follows: .

" Yon e ) i3
B_l_tgnﬂmﬂ:fiecﬂﬂ#]} in the presence of God and before this Con:
ersons, father god in Christ, to be your god, one god in8
heliave the Holy Seri and holy ghost and professing that you
thro ¥+ assist:n{c&;i tures to be y* Word of god }‘E‘ru p::'ugﬂte
life, and ackuuw]u] ivine grace to make them the rule of your -
Sour Bosacenowledging yourself by mature a Child of writh,
Christ “Pﬁrﬂhchdnﬁ:}'h; f';ilhg?n:f ;r?lil. thro y¢ righteousness of
FOUrs Fr 20 give
yours) to the Lord, promising to Submitt uato u}‘e“fﬁh”ii‘ﬁ EL“E -

ernment of Christ in his Chureh. "

The only varistion for thi

: is formula i i :
o Fembem = N6 i mmnj:u the easeof full-commun- =
. to observe and attend upon y* Ordinan

3 nees and Tnstitti s
piis ons of the =
gospel ese formulas :::un.tluued in use through the pastorate

of the promise “ carefully — B

t
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ot Rev. Edward Dorr, snd probably well on into i:lr. HNathan
Strong's. i

At a late period of Dr. Strong's pastorule, however, and prob-
ably after the revival influences in the last purt of the eighteenth
and the beginning of the present echtury had diminished, and
perhsps in this Church terminated, the Half-way Covenant prac-
tice, & formula was employed o the admission of members which
reads thus: | i z . o

s A Confession of Faith and Church Covenant received in the
First Church of Christ in Hartfords | ;

“You do now solemuly, in the E:esencr: of God and these wit
nesses, receive God in Christ to be your Gaod, one God o three
persons, the Father, the Son, sod the Holy Ghost. -You believe
the Scriptures to be the Word of God, and promise, by Divine
rrace, to make them the rule of your life and conversition,
You own yourself to be by nature the child of wrath, and

déclare that your only huﬁf, of mercy it through the merits and
marey of Jesus Chrst, whom you publicly profess to take for
vour Lord snd SBaviour, your Prophet, Priest, and King; and
vou mow give yourself up to Him to be ruled, governed, and
cternally saved. - You promise by Divine grace regularly to
attend on all the ordinantes of the Gospol (4 God may give you
1iF!:|l and opportunity),and to submit to the rute and guvernment
of Christ in_this Obureh.” i .

Up to this period it seems to be probable that the symbols for
covenanting in the Church were nol funless the first one of all be
an exception) formally adaopteil by the Church, but were wrillén
and modified by successive pastors according to the necessities of
the time or their own judgments. The dbaenee af all tokens of
Church sction, and the phraseclogy especially of Mr, Wadsworth
in writing his new formula on bis accesslon 1o the pastorals -
would seem to make this view of the case ahout inevitable.

Soon after the induction into office of Rev. Jocl Hawes, he'
stigmatized the above formula in use in Dr, Strong's day BS.4
v Covensnt and Confession of Falth contained in just ten Armin-
ian lines.” And in 1822, under his Jeadership, the Church voted
to adopt & body of Articles of Faith, and & Covenant, which,

- with eome small verbal alterations, have continued in use-ever

gince.




ANTICLES OF FAITH. 7.

ARTICLE VIL

Wi beliave that those who are findlly saved will owe their
mlvnnﬁan to the mere sovercign merey of God in Christ Jesus,

i i d not tonuy worlks of
. 2 h repentance and faith in Him, an
ARTICLES OF FAITH. throug

righteousness which they have dane.

ARTIOLE VIIL

: i ies
_ ARTICLE L = . isntions discharge of the various dut
. e . We believe that & conscientio halynd pik
We, as s Church, believe that Jehovah the truc ond eternal : . Qud “to our fellow-men, and to ou 4
: ' Covh hich we owe to s R
;ﬂr:l::: :i?_';:i:gﬁ;n iﬂ%ﬁvﬂnrﬁ:helznﬂ]d.“h m;r:::; : :uiuineﬁ in the Gospel, is not ooly constantfy binding on every
the Father, the Son, and ]
nature, and are oqual

Clristian, but affords to himself and to the world the only

tie Floly Ghost, who; poascss. the e decizive evidence of his interest in the Redeemer. |

in every divine perfection.

ARTICLE IX. o
ARTICLE 11 '

: i Chiristians, duly organixed,
iy oy &ﬁpmmg snegenlck Uy Tﬁlﬁméni—!j : zflu?feh:.‘zht:::hn:f l;;riﬁeih:lapeciﬂ ordinances of Which
were written by holy men, as they were moved by the Holy Ghost, - i : i of el e ‘
und are the infallible rule of doctrine and duty. . are Baptism snd the

{ = - : ! T ARTICLE X. 1
- ARTICLE IIT. B pE ; o surrection of the dead, bot
¢ "w';“ﬁeﬁﬂve that God has made all things for himself: thatT We hfll“& th:; mezcu:ﬁlmh:;:l?ﬂme; must hereafler appear
known unto Him are all His-warks from the beginning, and that == of the ];Er'_.':? ::::eul ‘;; Christ, to receive o just and ﬁi
Hle governs all things according to the counsel of His own will E;?;Eﬂilmﬁ‘dm to the deeds done in the bm*h;f;eﬁ tn.!:lﬂ
ARTIOLE ' the wicked will be sent away into everlasting pumnis a
Iv. = : % . = 1
: ternal.
sequence of the spostasy of Adam, sin = the righteous received into life ete
and misery have been introduced into ihe world, and that all men, -

unlesa renewed by the Holy Bpirit, are destitute of holiness, and
under the curse of the divine Jaw.

We believe that in con

: ABTICLE V.

We believe that the T.ord Jesus Christ nssumed the nature of =
man,-and by His medistion and death on the cross, made, atone
ment for the sins of the world.

AETICLE YL

We believe that.men smay aceept of the offers of salvation

* freely made to them in the Gospel; but that no one wi do this
except he be drawn by the Father, ;
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~* COVENANT.

In the presence of God and this assemb] v you do now sericusly,

deliberately, and forever give up yourselves, in faith and love

and holy obedience, to God the Father, the Son, and the Haly
Ghost; accepting the Lord Jehovah to be your God; Jesus Christ

to ba your Prophet, Priest, and King; und the Holy Ghost to be -
be your Sanctifier, Comforter,” and Guide. Although bumb'y

scknowledging your weakuess and guilt, and your lisbility to
error and sin, still you do sincercly desire, and by the aids of
divine grace do promise, ta receive in love the pure doctrines of
thi Gospel, fo walk in the slatutes nnd ordininces of the Lord,
blameless, and to do honor to your high and holy vocation by n

life of piety towards God snd benevolence towards your fellow. *

man. .

In humble relisnce on the grace of God, you thus promise and
engage.

In consequence of these your professions and promises, we do
cordially receive you ns members of this Church; we welcome
you to fellowship and communion with us in the blessings of the
Gospel, and engage om our part, pecording to the opportunity

and sbility given us, to treat you with Christian affection, to !

watch -gver you with tenderness, and to offer our. prayers-to the
great Head of the Church, that you may be enabled to fulfill the
solemn- covenant which you have now made. The Lord bless
you and keep you. The Lord make His face to shine upon you,
and be gracious -unto you. The Lord 1ift up His countenance
upon you, and give you peace. -
And now untg Him who is able to keep you from falling and
~tg present you faultless befors the throne of IHis glory with
oxcceding great joy,—to. the only wise God, cur Saviour, be
glory and majesty, dominion and power, both now nnd forever,
AMENR. : 5 -

3

- COVENANT AND FULL-COMMUNION
MEMBERSHIP. '
| BB

The division of church-members on the records of this Clurchi,
as of old New England churches generally, into_two classcs—
Covenant and Full Communion imambors, makes an explanation
of the now cheolete distinetion desirable to modern rénders,

The original view of church-membership held by the Rew
England futhers involved the posseasion of cxperimental plety in
ench member, As John Cotton sald: 1

« Wee recelve pone as Members inta the Chureh but such as
may be Concleved to he recieved of God into Fellowship with
(Ihrist the Lead of the Chureh.™

At thic same time, however, the founders of these churches held
io the extension of the Abrahamic Covenant to the Christinn
Chureh, and to s gualified chureh-membership made by Infant
Baptism. This membership was not, indeed, complgte, fnd |
could mot *orderly” be **continued and confirmed ™ withoul
some personal acy of faith in after yoars. :

Put many of these children having gch inchoste membership
grew up to manhood and womunhood without thet further expe:

rience deemed requisite to complete and justify thefr full recog- |

nition as in ' Fellowship with Christ.” They did not come 1o
{he Lord's Bupper, and had only the visible connection with the
Church which their infantile baptism gave them. '

When, therefore, such persons murried und had children, and
desired them to be baptized, what was to be done? WWas their
conneetion with the Church by infant baptism substantial enough
in itself, and in lack of supposed fitness for the communicn
table, to justify the baptism of their children? )

Ta consider this guestion a Ministerial Assembly of Massachu-

settannd Connectiout pastors met in Boston jn Juns, 1657, and
nrrived ot the conclusion: g

—

g
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"Xt ia the duty of those children [who confederste i

arents] when grown up to years of discretion thoy h o yei
or the L-rd'l .éu T, l-.l: n‘n‘?'.i the Covenant they _mnﬁa with

parents by entering thereinto in their own persons.  And fn'oa -
they understand the rownds af Heligian nngd nre not seandalon, *
solemnly own the Corenantin their Own persans, whereln they
ﬂ“ up both themselves and children to the Lord, and dess
ptism for them, we (with due reverence for any godly Jearned |
'l:hﬁl dmr:n_r.::limm} see not sufficient cause to deny Daptism to their -

This opinion of the Ministerial Assombly was shortly afts
ratified by the Synod of Massachusetts churches met in Boston -
in 1882, Tts languape on this point is as follows: i .

"' Church-members who were admitted in minority, understand- -
ing the doctrine of faith: and. publickly professing their assen
thereto: not scandalons in life, and o emnly owning the Covs
nant before the Churel, wherein_they-give up themselves ad

1 to the Lord, and subject themselves to the government
* of Christ in the Church, thejr children ari: to be baptized.” S
~  Thus mtifled by ministerinl gnd synodical authority-the prac-
~tice spread and shortly became nlifjost universal, of the adoption
¥ the churches of two forms of Covenant—one admitting mem-
bers to Full-Communion privileges, the other to the privilegeol -
Baptism for their children, hai-ﬁ'ﬂlr_'tnr'ﬂlE'-Lﬂl.l'.i_':!-_HE-LlppE.‘I'. The
Church became thus o practically divided body:-a part being-
regarded as experimonta) Christians nnd communing ot the
Lord's table; the rest, Haulf-way Covenant members, making so.
profession of experimental grace, but so far Pogsessing & churchly . N
character as to transmit the right of baptisu to their offspring.

-
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CHAPTER IIL

SECTION L

ORGANIZATION OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT.

BY THE REY, INCREASE N. TARBOX, D.D.

Tug Vousparioss or STATE AND Covnent. — Tug Finsr CossTiruTion @ THE
Fusnamestarts or Jasuany, 1630,

[TEN the emigrants from the Massachusetts Bay found them-
-\(V gelves, i the siommer of 1636, here in the valley of the Con-
nectient, they were under a governmentol areangement provided
for (e by the General Conrt of Massuchusotts. At the session of Mareh
B, 1635-0, “ A Cofiission [was ] erannted to senernll Pfsons to governe

the Poople att Cofieeticott for the Space of 1 Yeare nowe nexte comeing,
an Bxremplilicag@on whereof ensueth ™ —

w W horuns, Vpon some renson & grouneds, there amo to remote from Lhis of Cofii-
anwialth & hody of the Mattachusetts in Ameriea dyvia of o loveing lriends,
nefehbfs, Froemen & members of Newe Towne, Daechestt, Watarton, & other
places, whoo sre wsolved to transpland Uirmselnes & their estates voto the Ryver
of Cofigetivott, thers to reside & inlnbite, & to that end ilyv™ are ther nlrewly, &
Ay others shotly to goe, wee, in Lhis present Clonrt assomBbled, on the bohalfs of
o saidl wemb®, & John Winthrop, Jun®, Esq', Gouern', appayneted by cerlaine
noblo personnges & wen of quallitie interesed in the snid vy, W™ are yeb in
Fnglamd, on theie belalfs, have bl a serious eonsileradon therefon], & thinke it
it that whero there are & people to sitt down & eolinbite, there will fullows,
vpun avendnn, some cinse of differenee, ns also dyvers misdeamenn®, w will re-
guire u spealy reilresse ; & in regand of the distance of place, this state and gon-
et ot take notice of the same na to apply timely remedy, or to dispence
'”[“"‘H Dstie Lo Chm & Lheir alidees, ns iy Tt esirod 3 & b vegand the sail
nobly praotiges and wen of qualitie hane something ingagel themselies & their
estiten i tho planting of the sail ryver, & by verlne uf o pattent, doe tequire
Ii_11|'i5.|].i,|:|:'_-u:|1. b thie sail '|1'|.;|.|l4| & ||1~|_1'|:]1_I.| i noithor thie mindes of the anid '[JfﬁCITI[IgE!H
{they heing writ voto) are as yeb knowen, nor any manner of ponernm® e yet
ugroed on, & thero Deing a necessitic, ns aforesaid, that some present gonersin® may
I whsuram], thorofore thinka meete, & s ordar, that Hoger Ludlowe, Faqf, willm
Pinehon, Wﬂh{'ﬁ'iil' Swaine, Henry Smyth, Will® Plelps, Will®
Westwool, & Andvowo Ward, oe the greal’ pte of them, shall houe full power &
wuethoritie to hear & dotermine in a judicinll way, by witnesses vpon onthe exom-
Ty WL in] th sk plantagon, all thise diffvences we iy arisn holweono partie
& prrrtio, wd alsa, vpon mislomeard, W inflicte sorporall punishm® or fmprisonn
o Ml & Tovy Hhe e i pecanon s reqite, Lo meke & deerea ancl onlers, fur
ther presend, thab iy be e the pumcealle & quictt ondering the affiires of the

e
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CHAPTER VI

THE BENCH AND THE BAR.

BY SIERMAN W. ADAMS.

Cirngnat View.—Tie Cornrs, — Jupags axp Lawrens,

]:Tﬁl!. e teial of cnuses, civil and eriminal, conrts are nlmost as old
as govermments.  And the Benely o term which is significant of

the magistrate or judiciul oflicer who oceupies it, must, of course,
bz a8 ancient as the court. This is not so, however, with the Bar,  For
there have been periods when there were suitors at law withont attor-
neys, und eulpreits without conpsel 5 inolher words, when there was no
ey, in the fgusitive sense of e wond a5 here used. But neither
those who sat upon the Bench nor those who practised at its Bar have
always Leen trained to the Tewal Yrul’um‘.iuu. [Tenee, we must notice
persons who were not lawyers, nor bead to the Taw, but who fall within
Hie elass indicated by the tithe which heads this article,

The mombers of the fest conrt which existed in this colimy,estil-
lished in Mareh, 1085=1680, were cight o nmuober ;5 namely, Roger
Londlow, Willinm Pynelion wlili William Swayne, Henry Smith,
William Phelps, Williaom Westwood, and Andrew Ward.,  OF these,
anly five participated in the Grest reeonded session of the eonrt, that
of Apeil 26, 1686, at Hartford.  These gentlemen had  been eom-
missioned by the Genernl Cowrt of Massachusetts “to govern the
people at Connecticnt for the space of a yoar next coming.” They
were in effect invested with exelusive legislative, judicinl, and executive
power ; including “ militavy discipline, defensive war,” and “ to make
and deeree such orders, for the present, that muay be for the peaceable
and quict avdering the affairs of the said plantation,” ete.  They ruled
the plantations during their term of oflice; and when, in the I'llﬂli'n"tli_tg
year, the plantations beeame townships, the latter chiose the ® commit-
tees” which represented the towns in the General Conrt, and formed
the lower seetion of that body.  The coirt was sided by a jury,

Prior to Jonparey, 1639 when the Tundamental articles of govern-
ment of the eolony were Tormied, , John [Taynes, John
Plumb, Matthew Mitehell, and Samuel Smith had been added to the
list of members of the uwpper seetion, called magistrates, which lad
powers over Dife, libeety, and propecty, sueh as no body of ofliders sinee
thelr day Dins been inbeasted with, Al of all these mon who exereised
the doulde funetion of makers and exponnders of the law, it is not cer-
tain that one had been teained to the legal profession, thongh probably
Ludlow had been. e it was, whe, in 16461650, prepared that body
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CIHAPTER 1.

SECTION L

SETVLEMENT of THE TOIWWN,
DY SHERMAN W. ADAMS,
Tux Tinst Anmivats.— Lasn Urrees axo Divisioss, — Tire Naue or Hanreonn, Tre,

N aceount of the earlicst English settlors of Martford s included
in De Tarbox's paper, * The Bxodus and the First Comoers "
(PS03, and in Miss Tuleott’s notices of the Original Pro-

rictors” (PET22TR2THY, in this volume; but woe mny adil heve a few
]i”l'-‘i satiting wonern] faets, On the 9ih of June, TG, na we aee told in
Winthrop's ‘*I]istur_v ul New Eogland,” “gix of Newtown went in the
Blessing ¢ being bownd to the Dutol plantation), to discover Connecticut
River, intonding to remore their town thither.” Ro thut in 1634 there
Wils i present intention of the Newtown people to migrate to the place
alterward plunted by them, now Hartford.

A dew people from Newtown (afterward ealled Cambridee), reached
Suckinmg caely in 16355 amd in November about sixty are spid to hnve
arvived. The very curliest of these immigrants formed the comypany
therenfler known as % Adventarers ;™ and to them lielonged the section
known in our reenrds as Ventirers' Field. The tract contained about
thivty-live aeres, and is sitaate on the west side of the present Albany
Avenne, being now traversed by Garden Streot. The Adventurers
were abonl twelve in muher, and theip names, so far s known, were
us lollows: —

dubm: Barmand, Riehard Goodinas
Olmstiad, Willimn Pantey, gl -
Tuleott, NWhelisl Wby, Williaumn Westw

Steplion_Hart, Matthew Marvin, James

Thowns Stanley, dolinsteeli, John

ool

Ale. Tuleott is gencrally supposed not to have renehed Tartf oril nntil

1686 5 e the records steongly dndiente that, either in persen or by -

representation, ho was hiere sy an Adventurer.  But some of the earliest
comers of 1636 may have been ineluded in that class,

More Newtown people avvived in the enrly spring of 1636 and in
June of the smme year came the Rev. Thomas Hooker, with about
a hundeed people, including women and ehildren.  The Rev. Samuel
Stome was of this party,  About this tine a deed of ecession was obtained
from Sunckanasson, * Sachem of Suokiage.”  In it, ns is supposed (far
the original dewd was lost), wos o reservation permitling the Lulinng
to veenpy a seetion in te Sonih meadows, near the Dutelimen’s land :

e —
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substantially the same reservation that the Dutch had previously agreed
to allow to * the Sequeen.”  The tract conveyed was known as itk iaug
(sometimes spelled Sicaogy, eud by the Duteh, Sickajoeck) ; o nume
which Dr. J. H. Trumbull interprets, * black (or dark-colored ) eurth.”
It was bounded northerly by the preseat Windsor; southerly, by Wethers-
field ;s the River, eust; and the * Wilderness,” six miles distant, west.
The grantees were the Rev. Samuel Stone and Mr. Willium Goodwin,
%in the behalfe of the Proprietors.”  Sunckquasson (or Sequassen)
was & son of Sequin?! (or Sequeen, or © the Sequeen,” as he was vari-
ously called), and o Suchem under Miantunnomoh, the head of the
Narragausetts,  He subsequently — when is not known— extended
the western bounds *so fur as lis country went:™ which was to the
domain of # Pethus, the Sachem, or gentleman, of Tunxis.”  This latter
grant was “to the honoured John Haynes, Esq'., and other the first ;
magistrates of this place.” Most of those fucts are recited in the con- "f;‘}.ﬂ'
firmatory deed of Masseckup, and others, in July, 1670. \ _ 'j i
= 'Phiegrant of LG50 ) aamubmudedodbeduyn, nor to the i tation ; 1 vy
bt ta (e gruntees named, aond their assoctates, the CProprietors.” S8 ' 111‘,’, ll
Those gq;;l!,lumu-.puid-iuﬁ'lhﬂ'"m"f v a spreeial file oF s, sl there- N '- ‘f' :
atfbel Loy, and theip beiss st ussigus, constitiuted, U body eatled: e | g
Proprictors.  Until 1640 those Proprivtors who dwelt north of Little prop
River held their meetings separately from the meetings of those on the H'“l':"'
south side; then the towi, by vote, refused to sauction sucli sepurato belie

meetings. There was o “ North Side” and o © South Side” buok of :‘l*i::'I
i

records 3 and afterward a general book, showing when, and to whom, 8§ ' "
allotments of lands were made, apd what commons were established. 08 ' ford
These books are (probably irrecoverably ) lost. The original Proprie- =8
tors were ninety-seven in number.  The disposal of the * common and =8

whic

1
undivided,” or * ungiven” lands was generally the subject of Proprie- S8 - i
tors' meetings ; bub specinl grants, snd some gencral votes as to the 8 ! ek
rule for allotting, conditions of holding lands, ete., were wade in town- Py
meetings. This was not objected to, for the © legal inhabitants,” who 88 g
alone could vote in town-mectings, were, practically, identical with S b
those people who were entitled to vote in Proprietors’ meetings, And S8 i, |
80 the General Court, in 1689, enncted that the three river towns might ¥ Ulmi'
“ dispose of their ungranted lands.”  An early vote of Hartford, pussed "lw
in 1689 or earlier, made it & condition of the title to lands held in severs 8 tlm
alty that the owner thereof forfeited thew if he removed within four =5 1:',_}
years. I a “house-lot” was granted, it must be built upon within = o
bwelve months ¢ if the owner sold it, the first offer of sale must be madga il
to the town. 1nsome cuses special grants were made * iy courtesy,” op “”fi‘]
for good reason, to * admitted inhabitants,” who were not Proprietors, 16
and henee hind no legal elaim to have lund set out 1o them, S

The Hurtford settlers, who at first considered thewselves a part of a8
the old Newtown, were, for a time, like thie other River phmtil.ﬁﬂgﬂi
under the commission for government granted in Massachusetts, '
8, 1686. In September, 1685, William Westwood was appointed e
stable for all the plantations. In April, 1636, Samuel Wakeman was, i
ihe General Court of Connecticut, appointed constable for Hortfopd, 5588

On the 21st of February, 16307, Newtown was given the name afss

1 Tliis Sequin is not 1o b confounded with Sowheag, Sachem of Pyquang snd Mati
who was sometimes called Sequin, ,
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« Hartford Towne.”1 Although the plantation had sometimes been
called a “town,” even by the Massachusetts government, its existence
as a township must be said to date only from the termination of the
commission-government, in 1637. The first townsmen (selectmen) of
Hartford, of whom there is any record, were: John Talcott, Samuel
Wakeman, and William Wadsworth (?) in 1638.

The name Hartford was borrowed from the township of Hertford,
on the river Lea, in Hertfordshire, England. There the name is pro-
nounced Hartford, or, more commonly, Harford. Bede, who died A.D.
735, sometimes wrote the name Herudford, which has been explained as
meaning Red Ford ; but the common Anglo-

Saxon cquivalent for red was redd. Sir Hen-

ry Chauncey, in 1700, says that the Britons

called the place Durocobriva ; which, he

says, meant Red Ford. Other writers have

claimed that in the Anglo-Saxon heort, or

heorot, a hart, is to be found the origin of

the first half of the name. Since the year

1571 the arms of the borough have been,

argent, a hart, couchant, in a ford; both

proper. This einblem of a stag fording a

stream may not, however, have indicated a

belief that the name was due to a similar  ggaw or nexrrorp, rxoLAND.2
idea. Finally, in the latest edition of the

« Encyclopeedia Britannica,” the writer of the article entitled “ Hert-
ford” is of the opinion that the name is a corruption of Hercford,
which meant an army ford.

Why Hartford (or, as they sometimes wrote it, Hertford) was the

name selected by our ancestors is probably due to the fact that it

was the birthplace of the Rev. Samuel Stone, who was the first grantee
named in the Indian deed of 1636. Among the first acts of the Pro-
prietors (if indeed the Adventurers did not anticipate them) was,
naturally, the setting apart of a square for the meeting-house, and with
it, perhaps, a place of burial for the dead. The former was a tract
embracing not only the present City Hall square, but a space whereof
the south line was nearly as far south as the present Grove Street ;
the north line being nearly coincident with the present Kinsley Street.
In the northeast corner stood the “house of correction,” erccted in
1640; the size whereof was twenty-four feet by eightecn. Near the
north centre were a few graves. The meecting-house stood near the
east centre of the square, and near it was a “little house,” which in
1639 was sold by the town. A new meceting-house was erected here

1 8eo page 37, efseq. "

2 This is the seal mow in use in the borongh town of Hertford, and the arms it bears ar
older than the grant by Queen Flizabeth above-mentioned. They were certainly used under
the charter granfed by Mary, in 1554, and are probably of much higher antiquity. The Hart
is standing (not couckant) in the Ford, and bears between his nttires a eross- ssion : and the
name of the town is spelied * Hart Forde.” Turner, in his History of Hertford (p. 73, note)
menitioning the grant by the charter of Elizabeth, adds : * But as this clause left it optional
with the corporation to adopt the new coat of arms or to continue their more ancient one, they

referred the latter which they have continued to use until the present day.” John Worden,
in 1598, wrote, in his *Speculurs Britannim,” a *‘Chorographical Description of Hartford-
shire:” and in Bowen's hy, published so late as 1747, the county is described as
¢ Hartford-shire” and its ** chief town is Hartford.” ~— Eb.

) od
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the same year, the old one being given to Mr. Hooker, who removed it
to his residence on the north side of the present Arch Street. In the
southeast corner a public market was established in 1643. "

The Palisado must have stood on the north bank of Little River, a
fow rods west of Main Street bridge. 1t was built before the town
doiugs were recorded, and henee no record of its construction pxists,

A bridge across Little River was built by the town in 1638, probably
somewhat west of the present Main Street bridge. 1f mode as ordered,
it was “ twelfe fecte wide betweene y* rayles, w® turned ballesters
on y*top.” This must have been the structure referred to by Win-
throp, in his ¢ History of New England,” wherein he says, under date
of Dee. 10, 1646, there was such a sudden “thaw in the spring
(the suow lying very deep), and much rain withal, that it bare down
the bridge ut Hartford” It was rebuilt in 1647 or 1048; for the
“ Great Bridge cross the riverett by the mill ™ is mentioned in the town
records of 1649, In 1651 the alterativns of this structure were so
great that the General Court excused Hartford men from * training ™
on October 6th and Tth, in order that they might assist in “ raising of
the worke prepared for the supporte of the Greut bridge.”

The * School " is first mentioned in o town vote of Dee. 6, 1642,
when thirty pounds per year, “forever,” was * scatled upon the
Seoole of the towne” It ‘was the usage to set school-houses in the
highway, aud thus the lecation was not o malter of record., There
was such a building in 1644 ; and in it were stored “ 2 great gunns &
carrioges & other things belonging to y=;" all town property.

The earlicst houses fronted as follows: Un both sides of Muin
Street, from the south bank of Little River to Morgan Strect; on the
east side of Muin, from Morgan to High Street; on the south sides of
Sheldon and Elm streets ; on the south side of the old line of Bucking-
ham Street: on the west side of Lafayette Street; on the west side of
Trumbull Street : on the west side of Front Street; and on the north
side of Areh Street, There were some seattering houses on other
streets, The first habitations were mere ecllirs, and were sornetimes
g0 called in deeds of conveyance. The eellars were lined with logs
set perpendicularly, rising four or five fect above ground, and well
banked up vutside. The roofs were logcovered and thatehed, or
overlaid with turl aud the boughs of trees.

The Little mendow, lying between Front Street and the River, was
very early divided up (but not fenced), to provide mowing-lots for the
householders. Here, and in the present Eust Hartford weadows, lots
were pureelled out before 1640, Some of the South meadow, around
the Dutehmen's land, and the Indians’ lund, was parcelled in a similar
manner; likewise a part of the North meadow. Within the latter was
the * Soldiers’ field :” o tract of twenty-eight acres, the lots wherein
mostly contained one rood each. These had been distributed to Hart-
ford soldiers of the Pequot war of 1647, before the commencement of
any records now in existence.

Large sections of “upland ™ were laid out prior to 1640, the West
field, probably, being the earliest. 1L was a rigrion now truversed by
Ann and High strects. Lots in these * fields,” as well as in the
meadows, were generally granted singly, and not in & general allot-
ment. When an allotment was made, whether by dividing up &
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field, o * stated common,” or from the * eommon and undivided lands
(wilderness), theve was o drawing by lot, or numbers; the sharvers
being usonlly aviginal Proprictors, or their heirs or assigns, A field
contoined one, or (more ustally ) two, *tiers; " and each fiee was di-
vidhedd dnta  lots" Sometimes allobiments were maude to the *legal in-
habitants,” the Proprictors assenting to the areangement. 1t was
probably Ly allotment that Pine field (between Asylum and Albany
avennes) was divided in seveealty,  Ho with Bridee field (west of
Wool's River); Great Swamp (between Wethersfield road and the
ritle of Rocky 1311} 5 Sonth liehl ¢sontlwast of the Ok pastaree s Rocky
L, ol the sections west of it Certaioly the great West Division
fuow West Huetfoed ), being o Gier of lols each one and o hall miles
long, — the tier extending from Windsor to Wetherslield, aml being
Bonnded west by Fapmineton, —was divided by allotment to Proprie-
tors in 1673, Awd on the east side of the river an allotment was made
to Proprictors in June, 1606, of the whole tract hetween the present
Main Street of Hast Hurtford and the original east line of [lartford.
1t b been ovdered Jaid ot as early as Fele 11, T040-T1. 16 made
bt one tier, stretehing fron @ Potuneke viver to Pewter Dot river;”
that s, from Windsor to Wetlersfield ; and the lots were each about
three wiles long.

Stated conmmong, thoweh helonging to the Proprictors, were pared
for and eontrolled by the town, The latter appointed herders and
¢ cow-keepers " for the eattle dopastured thevein, awl shepherls for the
sheep.  The swine, of which great numbers were aisod, were furned
lonse in the wilderness.  The Ol Ox pastore, the Ox pasture, and
the Cow pasture were laid out before HHO,  Their positions arve
ghown o Lerfer'suap of Hactfond in 1640, a reduced eopy of which
is wiven in the nest seetion.  Other commons, as the Little Ox pasture,
Middle Ox pasture, ete., appear to have been divided up in severalty
prior to 1641 The largest one of all was established in Proprietors’
meeling, in Jununrey, 1672-8, 1t lay between the West Division and
the Prospect Hill range; extending from Windsor on the north to
Wethershichl on the south. 1t was o eommon of pasturage and of
shaek 3 ond from its importanee it took the name of The Commons.
The southern part of this vast tract is largely unealtivated, and is still
called the Common.

Sunekguasson being dead (lie was still living in 16573, and his deed
of Hartford having been Tost, his @ snecessors,”" on the Sthoof Jaly, 1670,
mwle woeonlirmatory deesl of the Tand west of the viver to 2 Mre, Samuel
Willys, Captain Jolin Talleott, Mye. Jumes Richaeds, and Mr. Jolin
Allyn, in behalfe of themselves and the rest of the fehalitants of the
towne of Hartford who are stated proprictors tn the undivided lands.”

In Junuary, 1686, the General Uourt, seemingly to head off any
sequestration of coloninl lands by Biv Edmond Andros, donated such
tervitory as wias not ineluded in any township to eevtain of the fowns,
Mo Thaetford amd Windsor were given the londs #on the north of Wood-
bury and Matatock [Waterbury]. and on the west of Furmington and
Simsbury, to the Massachusetts line north, and to run west to Housun-
tunnuek River . . . to make a plontadion or villages theecon” 16 waa
not 4l 1707 that Hartford considered the cession valild or important
cnongh to warrant the expense of a survey of this tract.  Litchfield

vat. t—15
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was laid out in 1717, and Hartford and Windsor dl-\ruqm] of {heir in-
berest in 16 to settlors, In 1728 the Genoral Assembly lu-g:m Lo tnke
measures to recover possession of (hese © Wostern Lands” A eontest
between it on the one hand, and Havtford and Windsor on the other,
wins cireiod on oautil 176, whuu i compromise was eflectol, whereby
the eolony received the tervitory comprising the present townships of
Canga, North Conoan, Noeloll, Cornwall, Goshen, Wareen, sud abouk

Awo thivds of Kent: while Tavtford and Windsor eeevived 1hat now

comprising Litelilicld, Colebrook, Hartland, Winehester, Barklamstoed,
Torrington, New [lar tfu:fl and Harwinton,  In 1720 {he eolony issned
a patent for one-half of I]:1~= tract to Hartford, and for the other half
to Windsor.  In 1732 Hartford and Windsor mude n partition of their
joiut property ; Huartford taking Hartland, Winehester, New Hartfond,
and the cust half of Horwinton ; and W nul-.ur taking I.hu regidue, lhu
Proprictors (and not the hmnt} of Hartlord and Windsor became the
pmﬂ,aﬁurs of the great tracts of land, mostly wild, which hind been thus
divide

Lands in Haetlord, like those in Eaglond, were held subjeet to the
“ paramount fitle ™ of the Crown of England.  In the colonial charter
this fitle was recornized, ns also in the patents gronted by the colony
fo the several towns in 1685 and subsequently. Thues the title was
feudal ; that s, dependent upon fealty to the Urown.  The tenure wis
not o bmm one, buty ag expr nssl_‘f ﬁtutml, wins by #freo and common
soeage,” and 1ot iy “ Kuight's serviea”  The ehange from 4 Towdal Lo
the allodinl system was practically effeeted when we became indepen-
dent of Great Britain g bub it was ool ol 1798 that the allodial
character was deeloved by slatute.

The number of freemen in Haetford in 1669 was 1185 wheroof 51
were north of the Little River, and 67 south. The Treemun of that day
was nof like tho freeman of ln—q]:u:.'. He would be ealled an elector
now. There were ot the same time 126 frecmen in Windsor, and 58
in Wethersliold., In 167G, the wumber of © persons ™ (Hhiad s, mnles
abiove the nge of sixteen years) in Hartford was 241; Windsor and
Wethersficld had 204 and 141 vespeetively,

Nivrr. — The wibler daw mndes muael wss ol l||:|'|'|. ale paeieinedn Toaned to hifm 1rl| (A
om. J. Tmanond Trombolle Other anthoritica comnltal sto s The town and Toel He mrlh ul
Hartionl ¢ 'l|L|||1|.rulln ul, l‘.'|| ords of Con. L.-:!ll Teecombn of Mase. Hay o Windlieop's 1list.

: Qg s bbb aenl Brod lewl's Timns-
Toyn. ; Stumt's Hortfont in the Olden

lations of Dnteh lh.u‘ulm-rll.l : T srtoe'u Hist, Notices o
Timt ; Goodwin's East Ll.url.i'nrd. ele,
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the prison, July 11, 1651 ; ehimnuey-viewer, 1656, Hinman says he was the
first that kept the new jail, and he continted the prison-keeper for wany
years; living in 1657, aped T —Chez L Daniel, bapt. m Hurtford, Jan.
G4 1046=7, il Juseph; mo Mary, dov. of Edward Ehuer, sh, 1678 ; living
i Wartfond in 1606, witerwand in Windsor oud Wethersfichl, and in Glas-
tonlinry in 17259,

Jous Ginssivus (Uissines) was o proprictor * by eourtesio of the town,” and
L Domedut, i 1639, was on the brow of the hill now Asylam Hill, abut-
ting ot thie Digliwny on the west, on tho west fiell on the ecast, on Lchand
Lonl's lamd on the wovth, snd on Nathaniel Dearding's land on the south.  He
protuibly o not Jong wfler 16401 — Ch. 2 i. Nigholos, enmein the * Fraweis,"”
from Lpawicl, 1631, aged 225 Te also was a proprivtor ot Hartford, “ by
eonrteste of thie tow,” i 1639, aml his horedot was an the east siide of the
ruad 1o the Cow Pastore ; the town voted, Jan, 13, 1639-40, “ that Nielio-
s Genings shiall be sent vilo o ene voto the Towne in & corteine tyme
Iymited aml to take pp his habitagon heer, or wlso his lotts Lo returne yoto
the Townis handes, paying lim for the worth of the babiowr done vppon iL”
Olet. 28, 1640, hin hoasse-lot #aml ¥ in the Pyoe field " were given

< Dt e v Bore sliortly aller, and ownnd o b nige-lit, which lw bouglht
of Willim Adams, of Farmington, *abutting on the highway leding from
Thomus Stunton's to the Poumd Bill" on the east. 1o m. Mary Bedford.
Ho appears to dave Jotl Hartfond sometime bebween 1650 and 1660,  Mat-
thow Declwith |:.u|_|_;_;h[, Ll |_:|.u'|:|.l|:| of L] of him i 1630, J-'I.[“H-I.TLE'H[E]" all
he ownel,  Oct, 16, 1673, mlministration was granted to John Ginnings on
tha estule of his father, Nicholws Ginings, “somesime of Saybrook,” ii.
Jushitt (prob a son of Juhn) bonght Jawd of Thomas Alleack (Oleott), heing
s wosterie porbion ol Oleott’s homeoby and e owned also umothor patiel
of lamd with tenement, port of which he reeived from tlie town, and pork
of which Lo boughd of Oleobt, “almtbing on the miecting-louse lobt on the
east, on n highway on the south, and on Thomas Oleott's Tund on the wist
and vorth,” e m, Dee. 23, 1647, Mary Williams; removed to Fairfield
aby, 165G 3 ol there, 167G,

Winaaan Comoss wis Me. Wyllys's stewan], and eame to Tlarklord in 1636, with
twonby mun, bo bl a Lo anl ]nurum o gaecen for his employor. o was
an original proprietor of Hartford, and in the distribution of 160 received o
home-luk on the wist side of the highway now Governor Sk, south of Char-
ter Oak 81, Chosen juror, 1643 ; townsman, 1643, 1652 ; constuble, 1647 ;
siirveyor of highways, 1648, He 4. in 1655 ; will dated Feb. 28, 16540 5
inv. Dee, 2 1655, £1499, 14, 5. He mentions his wife, Dpsnle ; dons,
Mury andd Samab; Lrothers, Richanl, Jonathan or John, ail Thomas G in
England ; sister Hidgeoke, brother Hidgeoks, and their son, Jolin ; gave land
at Pennywiso * towards y* waintenanee of a Lattin sithioole ot Hartford ™ ;
40 p. to the Artillery in Hartforl. — Ch. = . William, b, aly, 1630 {aged ab,
G4, Mareh, LOWLY 5 not pined fn his fother's will, i Mary. il Sarah, b
Ane. 17, 16465 we (1) Hon, Jumes Wiehands, of Hartford (g, v.); (2} as his
geeomid or thinl wife, Huwaplisy Davie, Isq., of Itaston, son of Hir John
Dhavie, Bk, of Crealy, Co. Devon; (3) May 30, 1706, Col. Jonathan Tyng,
of Dunstable, Muss, ; . Fob, 8, 1714 One of her dawgters, Joerusha
Michards, was the wife of Gow, Cuedon Saltonstall ; and amother, Blizubeth
Richarils, m. Jolin Davie, Harvanl Coll,, 16815 e setblel in Ponquonnock,
uow Uroton, in 1603 ¢ in 1707 he reesived the nows of his ncecssion to the
Baronetey, and went to Englanl to take possession of his inheritanes, Ureedy,
wear Bxeter, Co Dovon. Eligbeth, Lady Davie, oL at Creedy, 1713 Sir
Juli i, 1737

b Mg sy taat Jolin Jennings tepoval from Fladford o Soatlamypton, in 1641, wligre
liw wans i 1854,

8 i e .
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¥
| Swamp ;" he removed from Hartford Lo Snvhrook, and from there, about 1660,
[ to Norwich, e served in King Philip's War as swrgeon, and was the first
1 | phiysician at Norwich ; ha m. Elizabeth, dan. of Matthow Marvin, and whlow
:1 ut_'sghums Giregory, of Norwalk; d. Aug. 2, 1656, s p. Ilis widow d. in
16&:,

1 Capr. Ricmanp Opssren, came with bis uncle James in the “Lion;" one
of the original proprietors of Hartford ; his homelot in 1639 was on the
west side of Main St, about where the Centre Ch. now stands, and the
buildings north of it. This lot was taken hy the town, Jan. 11, 1640-1, for
the burying place, and Olmsted received instead an aew annd o balf of ground
# ying ab the north meadow gate," and part of the lot of Juhn Skiuner, which
adjoined his on the west, and the town arreed to remove his house on to
Skinner's lot, Skinner having another portion given him.  Ho served in the
Poquot War, niul was in the Sasco fight ; conztable, 1047 ; fence-viewer, 1650,
One of the signees of the agreement for planting Norwalk, June 19, 1650 ;
bie removed in 1651, and was the leading man thero ; was puthorized *to ex-
areise the soldiers,”” May, 1654 ; Lieat., 1659 ; mustor-master fir Frirdlehl Co.,
1673 ; deputy, May, 1653, and many times after, untik May, 1671 ; was ona
of the petitioners, in 1672, for a new plantation “nenre the lnck side of

_ Norwalk.”  Aged about 76, Sept, 1683, acoording to his testimony in

g | the Trumbull Papers, vol. xxii. p. 142, He d. whout 1684 5 will signed

Sept. b,
b Wittan Pastey (Peystae), Cambridge, 16345 eamo to New England in the
i same ship with Sam'l GreenhilgPimesStanléy, Simon Willard, ete. ; a lot

was granted to him in Newtown, Ang. 4, 1634 ; freed from training, Nov. 7,
1634 ; frooman, Mass,, Marel 4, 1635 ; removed next year to Hartford, whers
he wis one of the wealthicst of the original proprictors, His homelot in
1639 was on the sirest now Front St, James Olmeted’s lot being on the
soukly, aneed 'a on the mortli ; townsman, 1641, 1645 ; constable, L
1649 : hoi. Nov., 1649 ; inv,, Nov. 20, £L011. 10. {ilehts, £100) Willizm's
| wife, Marguret, stevived hin, and in her will, ilate] Sept. 12, 1651, ahe men-
tions dan. Mury Dryan, sister Birupson, and * twn children of Richand Tmn-
gom, that he bad by my sister, vie, John amd Abigail Drunson s Jolin
Pantry, — Ch. ¢ 1. Mary, m. hefaro Nov, 29, 1649, Richianl Dryvan, of Mil-
fonl, il John: freeman, 1630 ; m. Hannal, dau. of William anil Flizbeth
Tuttle, of New Haven; . in 1653 will daled Sept. 15 inv. Nov, 25,
£1.242. 1. s widow m. (2) June 23, 1654, Thomas Welles, gon ol Gov.
Welles; d. Ang. 9, 1653, au 50. By her first manriage to Jolm Pantry sho b
i . had one son, John, bapt. March 17, 1649-501 5 and two hangliters, Huannaly,
! ' d. unm., and Mary, m. Nathaniel Mix. Jolm m, Abigail, done of Tlomns
Mix, of New Uaven 3 he waa one of the richest mon in Hartfonl, left to his
children and grandehililren o lage estate, including o pasturo of 25 acres, on
the east sile of Front St. He d. April 4, 1756, . 86, very feeble, his eatute
having been pliced under the eare of a ecomssrvator. lis vnly son, John, .
in 1713, and was the last of the name, but the Blood wos transmitted through
fomale lines in the Goodman, Goodwin, Jones, and Whitman families, nud
descendants bore the name, John Pantry Goodwin, Jolin Tantry Jones, Johu
i Pautry Whitman, into the present century.
| WirLias Pangen, an original proprictor of Hartford, 1636 his home-lot in
i 1639 was on the west side of the “road from Seth Grant's to Centinel Hill,"
1 now Trombull St He removed to Sayheook, probably within ten years ;
\ was deputy, 1672 ; his wife, Margery, d. Dee. 6, 1680, ITe d. Dee. 21, 1686,
i Deicos Pavt Prck, b, about 1622 (depos. on will of Widow Barding), A pro- I-
il 4 prietor “by eourtesie of the town ™ in 1639 ; his home-lot was on * the road
il!
i
!

from Georze Steel's to the Great Swumnp He was surveyor of highwnys,
1658, 1665 ; townsman, 1601, 1668 ; chimney-viewer, 1667 ; deacon of the
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First Ch., April, 1601. Hed. Dee. 93, 1605, a. 87 ; inv. £536, §. ; oamed
wifs Marihs in his will. Ch.: i. Paul, b. 1639 ; m. Elimbeth, dau. of
John Baysey ; lived in the West Division; d.1725. i Martha, b, 1641 ;
m. June 8 1665, John Cornwell, of Middletown ; d. March 1, 1708-9,
iii. Eliznbeth, b 1643 ; m. Howe, of Wallinglord, v, John, b, Dee,
99, 1645; Hartford, West Division; m, and had children. v. Samuel, b,
1647 ¢ lived in the West Division; m. Elizabeth s o Jun. 10, 1686,
vi. Joseph, bapt Dee. 22, 1660 ; m. Huoth s gettled in Windsor, whers
ho d, Juos 26, 1698, vii. Samb, b, 1653 ; m. Thomas Clark, of Hurtford.
viii. Hannpsh, b, 1666 ; m. May 12, 1680, John Shephend, of Hartfonl.
ix. Mary, b. 1662; m. John Andrews, of Hartford ; d. 1752, = Another
daw., m. Jossph Benton, of Hartford. xi. Another daw, m. Beach, of
Wallingford.

Jous Pience was n landholder in 1639 “ by courtesia of the town" His
homelot wis on the sast side of tha rond to the Cow Pastare, but it was
given to Robert Wade, befors Feb, 163040, He evidently did not remnin
long in Hartford, but whers he settled is unknown, It is thought that he
mny have served in the Pequot War, as he owned a lot in the Soldier's Field,
which he sald to Richard Goodman.  Dec, 1642, “ It was agreed by the town
that William Clarke shall hafe John Pearces allotmeont.”

Winuian Pamres, Hartford, 1639, one of the inhabitants to whom lnnd wns
granted * by courbesie of the town.” He served in the Pequob War ; towns-
man, 1650 ; surveyor of highways, 1653 ; chimney-viewar, 1643, He d. in
16606 ; inv. Doc. 4, 1065, £314. 4. 6. His widow and exeeutriz, Ann Phil-
lips, d. at Hadley, 1869 ; inv. Nov. 13. She left n leoaey to her brother,
which wis receipted by him, in 1671, an * Samuel Young, of Staplehurst, Co.
Kent, hushandman.” She also left legncies to her brother, John Hogers, in
England, to Mr. John Hooker, living in Old England, £10, if he come to
live in New England, to Mr. Samuel Hooker, £10, and to his -sister, wife of
Rav. John Wilson, of Medfield (all ehildren of Rev, Thos. Hooker), £10.

ATaovas Pofsemowas nol one of the original proprietors of Hartford, but n lot
was granted to him eonditionally, in Jap. 1639-40, and Liz nama appears
on W. 8 Porter's map of Hariford, 1640, when his lob was on what is now
Albany Ave. Hom, Nov. 20, 1644, Sarah, dau. of Stephen Harl ; removed
to Farmington, whers he and his wife joined the chureh, Joly 19, 1653 ; 4.
1897,

Brernws Post, Cambridge, 1634 ; removed, 1636, to Hartford, where he was an
original propristor; his home-lot in the distribution of 1639 was on the
gouth side of “the road from George Steel’s to the South Meadow ;" he sold
thia lot to Thomss Gridlay, ab. 1649, and removed to Saybrook ; he was
conatable, 1643 ; d. in Baybrook, Ang. 16, 1659 ; inv. £442. 3. 6.

Joms Pratr, an originnl proprietor of Hartford ; his homedot in 1639 was on
the west side of Main Bt, and he purchased a lot belonging to Gov. Haynes,
adjoining his own, so that his ions extended from what is now the
north corner of Asylum Bt to the Melodeon building, and Pratt 8t received
ita name bacauss it was opened through land belonging to his descendants ;
townsman, 1654, He d. 16855 ; will, dated Oct. 20, 1654, names wile Elim-
beth, and sons John and Daniel ; fny. July 15, 16506, £515. 2. §.—Ch.: L
John, m, Hannah, daw. of James Hoosy, of Wethersfield ; freaman, 1657 ;
constable; 1670 ; he had o second wifs, Hepzibah, who fo. (2) John Sedd, of
Hartford. His will is dated April 9, 1687 ; d. Nov. 23, 1687 ; names wife,
sona Joseph and Jonsthan, sud 5 dao're. il Dapiel, Hartford ; freeman,
1650-7 ; m, and hnd 8 children ; will, dated April 19, 1890, names 7 dou'm
and son Daniel.  Ho was baded April 24, 1691,

WisLiax PratT, an original proprietor and settler, supposed to have been brother
of John; his homelot in 1639 was on the east side of the road to the Cow
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Main St). He was a weaver; served in the Pequot War; removed, May,
1654, to Northompton, where he was ons of the founders of the ehurch; he
d. there, July 17, 1694, ot a great age

Witraay Buscor (Resgor, Besovs), Cambridgs, eame in the * Increase,” April,
1635, aged 61, with wifs Rebecca, nged 40, ch. Sarah (9), Marie (7), Sam-
usl (6), and William (1), bringing o cortificate from the parish minister of
Billerica, Co, Feanx ; hia wife died early, perhaps on the voynge, and he m,
{2) in Feb. ar March, 1635-6;, Hester Musse or Must, widow, of Cambridge,
He wnz appointed to “make a pound™ df Newlown, April 23, 1636. An
original proprietor at Hartford ; his home-lot in 1639 was on the west side of
the road from Seth Gmnt's m.ﬁﬁntinal Hill, Choses surveyor of highways,
1641 ; employed by tho General Court to keep the houge of correction al a
salary of £10 per year, Feb,, 1649=50. May 1, 1667, by a writing Lie * past
ovar" to Nathaniel Enscos, and his som, all his lands in Hartfond that wem
undisposed of.  Before that date, March 27, 1665, Will. Ruseoe’s home-lot is
mentioned on the Norwalk #eeords, so he prob. removed there.— Ch. ¢ i, Na-
thaniel (. v.). i Sirsh; bosb, 1626 ; m. (1) Dec. 10, 1646, Henry Colo,
who removed to Middletown ; (2) Nov. 1679, Buoll, of Saybrook : d.
Jan., 1688, i Mary, b ab. 1628; m. Aug 19, 1647, Hugh Wells, of
Wethorafield. © ivi Bomual, b, ab. 1629 ; A young. v, William, b, 1634,
vi, John; m. Jan 2, 1660-51, Hebacen, sister of Nathaniol Desbe, of Ston-
ington ; signed the agreemont for planting Norwalk, June 18, 1650 ; froeman
thers, 1668 ; had nn estate of £350 in 1687, wil. Samuel, b in H. Mareh
12, 1648-0,

Narnasien Rusoor, an original proprietor in 163940 ; his home-lot was appar-

ently the lot he bought of Josua Ginnings, on the highway, now Trumball
St ; m. Nov, 11, 1645, Johannn Corlet ; signed the sgrooment for planting
Norwalk, June 18, 1650, but po lot there was assigned to him, and e did
not go ; ehosen chinmey-viewer in H. 1652 ; surveyor of highways, 1661 ;
townsman, 1665, 1660 ; d. at Haddam, 1673 (while away from home); inv,
Adg, 18, £304; he names his wifo Jonnna, and son Nalhaniel, kinswoman,
Mary Browne, and gives to Benjamin or Benoni Newton, & young heifer and
o susking pige—Ch. : i Nathaniel, of Southampton, L. T., in 1698,

Jous Sanue (Saveny, Sanues), a proprietor “ hy eourtesio of the town ;" his home-

lotin 1639 was west of what is now Lafavette 8t.  "The use of half his home-lot,
smd planting lot, was granted to Thomas Bliss, Dee., 1642, He was mode free-
man May, 1658, and prob. before thab date had scttled in some other place.

dil o Seary, embarked about @ the Inst of April," 1634, in the * Elimbath,”

of {and at) Ipswich, a. 40, with wife Elimbeth (40), ch., Elimbeth (x 9),
Abigail (. 7), Thomas (a 6); with him wero Thomas Kilbourns, Rohert
Diay, ete.  He was admitted freeman, Mass, March 4, 1634-5. Removed to
Hartford with the first settlers, and was an original propristor ; his home-lot
in 1630 was on the road from tlio Mesting Houss' to the Landing, now State
Bt., and also extetided some distanes on Front 8t Hinman says that in
1635-6 he kept o bridge over brick-hill brook, at five shillings per annum.
He was ons of those appointed by the General Courd, Jan. 16, 1639, “to view
those parts hy * Voxis Sepus ' (Farmington), which may ba suitabla fora plan-
tation.” Ha d. Nowv. 6, 1643, by secident, “John Ewe by misadventurm was
the eansn,” dnd lie was sentenced to pay £10 to the widow, and £5 to the
connty. Imv. £174 12,4, His widow, Ann, m. Nov. 7, 1644, Thomas Forld,
of Windsor, and 4. at Northampton, May 5, 1675.— Ch.: i, Elimbeth, b.
aboub 1635 ; m. Feb. 6, 1648, Dea. Jobn Loomis, of Windsor; d. May 7,
1606, 1. Abignil, b abont 1627, il Thomas, b abont 1628 : sattled ot
Stamford ; m. ab Tpewicl, Mass., Margacet, dat, of William Hubbard ; d. 1657,
iv. L N ol Farmington., v. Samhb, m. Dee,
15, 1645, John Stanley (q. v.), of Farmington ; d. June 26, 1661,

vor. L.—17.
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now Trumbull St ; juror, 1639 ; m. Mary, don. of Joseph Loomis, of Wind-
gor; . in 1650, and his widow m. (2) Nov. 13, 1651, Owen Todor, of
Windsor. — Ch. 1 1. Mary, b. 1637 ; m. Robert Reeve, of Hortford. i1 Ann,
1630 ; m. John Colt. i Johm, b 1641 ; m. Mary, daw. of Joseph Easton ;
. in Hortford, Sept. 15, 1690, John Taleott; in his will, Aug. 12, 1659,
montiona his kinsman, John Skinner, as *living in his serviee,” and as John
Taleott's mother was Anne, dan. of Willam Sh:inm-r, it i probahle that John
Ekinner, 8r., eama from Drintree, Co. Essex.  iv. Joseph, b. 1643 ; m. April
r 1666, Mary Filley, of Windsor ; ssttled in Windsor. v Richard, b 1646 ;
andd lived in Hnrbfnrd but his descendants removed to '..-TllEIlﬂ‘ItF!‘

.-'LnTln n Swirh, an original pmprlut-:lr ; his home-lot in 1639 was on the highway
now Elm St.; fonce-viower, 1638 ; constable, 1642, He was allowed, Feb.
16, 1630-40, to have half of Thomas Aleoek's 1o, which had been forfeited,
Appointed with Thomas Woodford to attend opon the townsmen, and o do
any special services required by them, Fob. 163940, Ho d. lﬁ."r: inv. Nov.
20, £380. 2. 6, Hia widow, Margaret, m. (2) Sergt. lrrqslph Nash, of Hark ford ;
(%) Stephen Hart; d. in Fn.rmmrrtun March 1, 1693, — Ch., ; i, Jobn, b ah,
1643, ii. Mary, h Feh., 1644=5. iii. Hannah, b, 1649, iv, Arthar, bapt.
April 20, 1651 ; m, Sarah, dan. of Thomas Newsll, of Farmington; d. in

Hartford about I‘i'li". T, ]"h::ﬂmlh h. ab. 1653 m. Thomas Thomson, o *

Farmington, Hinman says (p. 73) that Arthur Smith was a soldier in the
bloody i'_mtl.la with the Iflqnn!.n at Mystio Fort; in 1637, where he was
severely wounded, and was resened from tho flames of the fort by Lis brother
RI'J'll]iHra.

Gines SwitH, an inhabitant who received land by the courtesie of the town:"
hia home-lot in 16839 wns-on Main St., on the corner of what s now Charter
Oale St,, n smnll Iob ent off from the square cceapied by George Wyllve, Ha
solid 20 acres to Thomas Hosmer, March 6, 1642 ; Philip Davis bought his
lamed and temement.  He waz one of the earlicst eettlors st NeweLowdon, hob
removed from there to Fairdield, where he was in 1651 ; d. them, 1669 ; he
left a speonid wife, Eunioe, not the mother of his chilideon, who had been widow
of Jonnthnn Porter, of Huntington, L. I

Senorayt TRoMas Srexcer, Cambridee; freeman, May 14, 1634 ; removed in
1637 to Hurtford, whors he was ona of the original proprietors ; his home-lot
in 1639 woe on the enst side of Mnin 5t., near what is now the junction of
Main and Windeor Bta: he served in thie Peqnot War; chimney-viewer,
1650 ; constabls, north ﬂ:liﬂ 1658 ; surveyor of highways, 1672; he wns
sorgeant of the trainband in 1650, and rl‘.'r.'1~!"- ol in 1671 a p:mnl of 00 peTen,
“for his good servies in the country.” He m. (1) ; (2) Sept. 11,
1645, Samh, only chilil of Nathaniel Beanling, of Hartfonl.  Ho d. "'lc'pt._
11, LGAT. ——Oh. of Tat wife: i. Obadinh, Hartford ; freoman, 1668 ; m. Mary,
dan, of Nicholas Disborongh ; d. I‘Fl.‘!. ii. '['hnmm; % !‘rmmnn, 1668 ; m.
Eathar, ﬂ.uu. of Willinm Andmwnj of Hartford ; mmoved to Soffield. i
Spmnel.  Ch. of 2d wifa: iv. Gerand, Hartford ; m. Dee. 22, 1680, Hannak,
dau, of John Pradt, Jr, of Hortford ; d. 1712, % Sarah, m. Thomas Huoxley,
of Suffield; d. Oct. 24, 1712, vi. Elimbeth, bapt. March 26, 1648; m,
Sammel Andrews, of Hartford. il Hannah, b Aprl 16, 1663, viil. Mary,
b. May 18, 1655, ix. Martha, b March 19, 1867-8; m. Benton.

Witttaw Seesoen, Cambridge, 1631, brother of Thomas ; freeman, Mass., March
4, 1632-3 ; deputy for Newtown, May, 1632 ; May, 1634 ; March, 1634-5;
March, 1635-6; Bept., 1636; Mnay, 1637 ; Sept, 1637 ; March, 1637-8;
chossn Lieat. for Newtown, March, 1636=7 ; one of the fonnders of the
Anciont amd Honomble Artillery Co,, and lnd other evidences of the public
favor bestowed on hiw. Removed to Hartford, 1639, where his homelot
was about whore the Union depot now slands.  Ho was deputy in August
and September, 1639, and appointed with Wyllys and Webster to revise the
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luws of the colony ; townsian, 1640 ; o in 1640, leaving o widow, Agoes,
whom he . about 1633, who becswe afterward the wife of William Edwards;
inv, £201. 14. 2. He appoints © my cosin Matthew Allyn, wy brother John

Pratt," and John Taleott to be overseers of this estate. Wil dated Mungy 4, 1
1640, prsented Muy 4 —Ch.: i Elimbeth, m. (1) Wilbism Wellmpn, of
Gloucestar, Now Loudun, aud Killingwarth.  (2) May 23, 1675, Jucab Joy,
of Rillingworth, il Sarub, b, 1636 w. about 1657, Juhn Case, of Windsor,
afterward of Siwsbury; d. Nov. &, 1691, i Samuel, b about 16397 m
Sarah, prob. dau. of John Meakins,  (John M. usmes dau, Sarub Spencer in
his will, Nov. 23, 1702) He Jd. about 1716, in Hartford.

SPmomsse sy, probally cane 1o New England with his brothers, John und
Timothy ; frecman, Masy., Murch 4, 16345 ; settled in Lyun ; deputy, Sepk. 2, '
164353 eonstablo i 1636, iy which year he ||nl|:u|.'|llj' remaved 1o Hartford j ho i
was an original propristor, and Lia Dunpe-lot in 1639 was on Main Bk, Jusd |
north of the Littls River, extonding to the present Centre Churelij he wis
soustable, 1644, 1648, 1653, Hamoved to Hadley in 1658 § townspan bhaere,
1630 ; 4 in Hadley, buried Jan. 31, 1669, His widow, Benet, m. (2)
Grogory Wolturton, of Haitfonl; d. in Hastfonl, Jan., 166486, —Ch.t L
Mary, m, John Porter, Jr., of Windsor; d. Sept, 13, 1688, 1. Harali, m. @

® & John Wadsworth, of Fanmington, iii. Nathouiel, b, 1638, remnoved o Huod-
loy with his father ; was townaman thore, 1665, mturned to Hartford, 1669 ;
m. Juns 2, 1664, Surb, dew. of Jumes Boosey, of Wethersfiold ; chosen
townstman in Hurtford, Feb. 16, 16666 1 ngain, Dec,, 1676, LGB0, 1665, and
May 21, 16885 eonstalile, Fob,, 1673=3; ensign of the trainbuud 3 deputy,
1678~10670 ; Assistant, 1GUI=1712; judge of County Court, anil Court of
Probute, 1698-1702; wn Couneil of Safety, 1isd, 1707, 1508 3 on Commit-
tea of War for Hartfond Co. § 6 an of oueh wealth and influence, He d.
Nov. 14, 1713, I dag, Mary . (1) Nuthaniel Hooker, son of thin Rev.
Samuel H.; (4) John Austin, & wenltly merchant ; and lis son, Nithuniel
Stanloy, was o wan of wealth, energy, andl distinetion; Assistant, 1735-1743,
and Troasurer of the colony from 1748 until bis desth in 17568,  His youngest
gon, William, who d. in 1786, left the greator portion of his large estale 1o
the Second Church,  ive Hauosh, m. about 1609, Samuel Porter, of Hadley; -
il Dee. 18, 1708,
JomrSrwuay, rother of Thowas and Timothy, *died in the way to New Eug-
Tand,” prob. in April or May, 1634, leaving thires children, the youngest of
whom . before March 3, 1634=0; when Thomas Stanley agreed to bring up
the son, John, and provide for b, and Tiwothy took the daughter, Huth ;
John, adopted son of Thomas, b, Jan,, 16245 m. (1) Dee. b, 1645, Sarah,
dan, of Thomas Scott, of Hurtford 3 she d. June 4G, 1661, Hoe aettlinl in
Farmington ; m. (2) April 20, 1663, Sarah, dau, of Juhn Floteher, of Miltord.
He was deputy, 1658-1690, and fought in the Tnlian War, 1676 ; d. Dhee.
1§, 1706.

Sloriiy Srawmm,b. March, 1603, caine Lo

game ship with William Puntry, Saw'l Gipeenihill, Simon Willand, ote. ; bis

wife, Elizsbeth, and son, Timothy, came with him, and parhaps one or two
oldie ehildren,  Settled in Cambridge ; fresma, March 4, 1634-5. Removed
to Hurtford in 1686 ; su original proprictor ; his homo lot in 1639 wua ou the
wsh side of Front St., near the road Lo the Janding, the seeond lob north of
the present State Bt ; juror, 1641 ; townsman, 1643 ; he d. April, 1648, .
45 ; inv, £332, 18, 10, His widow, Elizubeth, m., in 1661, Andmw Duscun,
who temoved 1o Hudley, She returned to Hartfond after Lis ileath in 1663,
and lived with Ler son, Caleh; d.in Hurtford, Feb. 23, 1678, m. shout Th, —
Ch.: i Timothy, b Jun. 1633 d. young. ii. Elizabuth, m. Mark Sension
(8t John), of Norwalk. T, T el Oowles, of Farmingluy.  iv.
Caleb, b, March, 1642 ; lived on his father’s homestead ; m. (1) ab. 1665, :

Now Eungland in May, 1634, in tha
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Hanpshydan. of John Cowlea; she d. Feb, 1600, and ke m. (2) Samh,
widow of Zechary Long, of Charlestown ; she . Aug. 30, 1698 ; m, (1) 1699,
Lydin Wilson, who survived him; consinble, 1667, 1675 ; townsman, 1671,
1678, 1GA2, 1687, 16903 deputy, tiva or six times ; Assistant, 1691-1700; in
16494, n Commissioner to Albany, with Col. Allyn, on negotiations with the
Indians ; in 1689, Capt. Caleb Stanley, Mr. Ciprinn Niceolls, Ensign Nathan-
jol Stanley, Capt. John Sanley, and Mr. James Treal were appainted a Couneil
of Safety with the Governor and Assistants, He d. May G, 1718. Hin
gon, Cnleh, was  Mr Scoretary Stanley ;* and also “the first regnlar Aur-
veyor with n compnss that resided in any town upon the Connecticot” .
Lois, b, Aug. 23, 1645 ; m. Dea. Thomns FPorter, of Farmington. vi. lsane, b
Mareh 10, 1647-8 ; settled in Hadley; m. Mary ; . (mp.) Bept 23,
1671, Ituth Stanley, Timothy's adopted dau’, m. Deo. 5, 1645, Isane Moore,
of Hartforl, Norwalk, and Farmington ; d. in Farmington, May 26, 1691,

Trosas Staxton came from Virginin, whither in 1635 he had gone from Lon-

don, 8. 20 ; an original proprictor of Hartford ; his home-lot, in 1638, was on
the north bank of the Little River, ahout whiors the Jewell Belting Worke now
arn. He served in the Pequot War; in 1638 his wns appointed by the Gen-
arl Court a public offier, or county marshal, to attend the Court wpon all
oecisions, either general or partiealar, and alse meetings of the magistrutea
to interprot between them and tho Indinns, with a ealary of £10 per an-
nitm.  In 1646 he was absent and lis place was filled by Jonathan Gilbert ;
bt in 1648 he was ronppointed to attomed the Court, or magistrates in any
of the threa towrs, Hartford, Windsor, and Wethersfield, ns an interproter,
anid ta hove £5 yearly, He was a morchant, made tmding voynges to
Virginia, and, in 1649, the (eneral Court granted him liberty to bnild a
trading-honse at Pawenbuek ; appointed Commissioner at Mystio and Paw-
eatuck, Oot, 13, 1064, Ha ramoved to Stonington, perhaps, 1648 ; he wna
deputy, from Stonington, 1666+ d. 1678, He m, about 1637, Ann, dav. of
“Thomns Lord, of Hartford, who il 1688,

« Drapoy Eowanp STERHINS (SteoniR), Cambridge, 1633 ; frecman, Mazx, Mny

14, 1634 ; on Committes to coneider Endientt's * deficing the wolors," Mny,
1634 ; an original propristor of Hartford ¢ his homedot in 1639 extended
from the Meeting-Houss Square to the atreet now Frout St.  He was con-
stable, 1638 ; depniy varions times fromi 1639 to 16563 leather senlnr,
1650, its will in dated Ang. 24, 1668 ; inv. Ang. 19, 1668, £660. 3, His
widow Mre Frantes Stobbin’s will is dated May a0, 1670, and Nov, 13 1673 ;
inv. Do 23, 1073} bothrwills name * son, Mr. Johg Chester, now living in
ar near London.™—Che ¢ L danghiler ; m. John Cliester in England. i, Mury,
m. April 20, 1648, Waller Gaylord, of Windsor; d. June 99, 1657, i
Elizabeth, m, {R Robart Wilson, of Farmington, who died in 1666 ; (2) 16468,
Thomas Cadwell (g v.), of Hartford: iv. Lydin j m. Deacon Jolin Wilson,
of Hartfords

i Srmus, Cambridge, 1689 ; freeman, May 14, 1634 ; depaty, March, 1634 ;

Mny, 16353 ; Sept, 16363 sppointed with Ludlow, Pynchon, and others to
administer government over the great Exodus to Conn”  Hewas one of the
original proprietors of Hisrtford, and his home-lot in 1630 was on Main 8t
just north of the present Athonmunt. He was Secretary of the Calony, 1636-
1639 ; deputy many times from 1689 to 1657; was town clerk of Hart-
ford mntil b removed to Farmington in 1645, where he was also town clerk.
Hem. (1) Rachel, who d. 16583 (2) Nov. ah, 1665, Memy, widow of Rinh-
and Seymonr, of Norwalk. He d: it Farmington, Nov, 25, 1665 ; will dated
Jan, 30, 16634 ; inv. £182; mentions his wife, Merey.  Snmmel Steela, son
of John, requests his *much estosmed kingman, Mr. John Wadsworth, of
Farmington, and Capt. Sam : Taleott of Wethersfiald," to be the overseers
of his will, Juna 10, 1685,
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Geonge Stesce, brother of John ; Cambridge, 1632-3 freeman, Mass, May
14, 1634 ; an origingl proprietor of Hartford ; his Lomelot, in 1639, way
on the west side of what is now Washington St., extending from the present
Capitol Avenue to Parlk 5t He served in the Peguol War; wus chosen sup
veyar of highways, 1641, 1651 ; townsmun, 1644, He d. in 1664, “ very
sged ;" inv, £131. 5. 10, His will names hiy brother, Juhn, — ¢}, i i Eliza-
bkl ; m, Thomas Watts, May 1, 1645 ; d. Fab, 95, l684-5, L James,
Hurtford ; b, sbout 1623 ("aged abous 58, June, 1681); m, {1} Ann Bishop,
dua. of Juhn, of Guilford ; townsman, 1683, 1660, 1664 ; fought agninst
tha Pequots in 1657-8 ; appointed cominissary in the King Philip Wa,
1875, and allowed £50 per aunum for Lis services; he was also employed

1o lay out the bounds of several towns. His wife d. in 1676, and ho m, {2) .
Bethia, widow of Samuel Stoeking, and dau, of John Hopkina, She d. Le- '
fore Nov, 1695; hed. 1719, i, Richard ; d, 1639 (& p)- iv. Martha ; m,

2 .. aJJohn Hannison, or Henderson, of H,

“CEORGE Srocking, Cawbridge ; freema
prietor of Hartfond ; his homre-lit §

B, Mass, May 6, 1645 ; an original pro-
n 1639 was on the south side of “tha road
from Goorgs Stesl's to the South Mewlow,” and adjoining George Steelo’s lot
on the west. He was surveyor of highways, 1654, 1662 ; clitmnoy-viewer,
1649 ; freed from watching, ete., May, 1660 ; (. Muy 25, 1683, ¥ ay great
age.”  His wife was Anng, —Ch, : & Lydis, m. John Richards, of Hurtford,
son of Thowws, i, Sarih, m. Samue) Oleotl, of Hartford, son of Thomas,
L. Hanualy o dndraw Heuten, of Hartbopd, v, Samuel, m. May 27, 1652,
Bethia, dau. of Jubn Hupkins, of Hartford ; removed to Middletown ahoyt
1655 ; deputy, Li6a, 1669, 1674 ; dea, in Middletows ; . Dec,, 1683 ; Liy
widow m, Jumes Sleele, of Hartfun],
Jomy Srosg, an original propristor, had an allotment of lands, bug canveyed i
to Sumuel Stone by gifi hefore g,  Lechfon] speaks of him as * Mr, John
Stone, of Harifond," Sept, 16, 1889 ; ey

wved bo Guilford, whars he Was ong nf
the signers of the original compact in 1639,

Lands were resorded to Johu :I
Mursh, Feb. 163940 3 " purt whereof did belong to John Stons and ware by
hini given to Sapyi Stone, aud so by the said Sam’] Stone unte John Mursh,
of Hartford, and now belongeth to him and his heis”  His home-lot was ol
the west side of Front St

Rev. Simuer, STONE, son of John Stone, & freeholder of that place, was b, iy Hert
fond, Ca, Hurts (usually ab that time sounded Hartford) ; bapt. July 30, 1602,
in the chureh of Al Soaints ; entered uf Emmnunue] Coll,, Cambridgs, 1620 ; B

A.B, 1623 ; AM, 1627. Recent discoveries show that u Bamuel Stone, prob-

ably this vne, wus cumute ab Stisted, (2, Fasex, near Chelmsfond, from Juua

13, 1627 to Sept, 13, 1630. He came to Now England with Cotton, Hooker,

and other men of note, in the “ Griffin," BITIVing Boston, Sept. 4, 1633 |

chiasen Teacher of the church ut Cambridgs, Ogt, 11, 1633; freeman, Mass,,

Muy 14, 1634 ; removed to Hartford in 1636, whers he Wis an original pro-

irietor, and in 1639 his home-lot was on the north bauk of the Lijtla River, B

Eween thoss of Hev., Thomus Hookerand Elder William Goodwin, He servad

a4 chaplain to the troops under Capt. Mason in the Pequot War, 1637, His

wife d. 1640, before Nov, 2 or 3, when Mr, Houker mentions har death in g

lstter to Rev. T. Shepurd, sayiug that she “amonked out her days in the dark-

ness of melancholy.” He . (2) befors July, 1641, Elimbeth Allen, of Boston, R

After Mr. Hooker's deceass ho waa the sole Pastor of the First Church unti]

his death, July 20, 1663, Iny, £663. 1. His widow m, (2) George Gardnar,

of Salew, afterward of Hurtford, and d. ip 1681. —Ch. : i

-2 & John (son of the
1st wifie) gruduated, Harvand College, 1653 ; * he had no

Ammeancement part :
when bis eluss took Lhair secoud degree, having perhaps previously gone to !
* England, where ho received the d

egred of MLA from the University of
Cambridge.”  Afiur the Restoration a “Mr, John Stone "

A E
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Daniol, b, 1634 ; seltled in Hatfield ; m. Novw. 1, 1641, Samh, dan. of John
Crow, of Hartford and Hadley; d. July 27, 1713, weSambgi. (1) Stephen
Taylor, of Hatfeld, who was buaried Sept. 8, 16655 (2) Oct. 15, 1666, Fwe

sqshaslinsdalepc! Hatfield nnd Deerfield ; killed ot Bloody Drook, Sepk. 18,
1675 ; (3) Feb., 1679, Walter Hickeon, of Hatlield. She d. Aung, 10, 1702,
vi. Ensign Jacob, b, in Hartford, Oct. 8, 1645 ; settled in Hartford ; [reeman,
1668 ; surveyor of highways, 1670 ; townsman, 1632, 1687, 1691, 1606 ; m.
befora 1683, Elizaboth, dan. of Thomas Bunes, of Hartford ; died in 1701,
“This holy man, having faithfully served the Lonl in his place, aiw] that also
with good suceess through grace (He was a good man and God was with him),
foll aslesp in Christ, and went tn receive Lis reward, Jan., 1683-4."1

Sasvrn, Wrrreszan, Cambridge, 1635 ; an original propristor ab Hartford, where

his home-lot before 1639 was on Mnin Bt on what is now*the south corner
of Penrl nnid Main Bta, ; but he had sold port of it to Richard Lond, before Feh,
163940, and port to John Skinner. Mo served in the Pequot War, 1637,
and roesived o grmnb of land for his services, in 1671 ; he removed to New
Haven, whera lie was admitted frocman, and a member of the Genernl Court,
Ang. 6, 10423 m. May, 1670, Samh, widow of John Gitbert, das. of Thomas
Cregson; d. Sept. 1690,

Maror Wintiaw Waimise was an original proprietor of Hartford ; lis home-lok

in 1639 wns on the east side of the strest now Governor St In 1633 “ the
Bristol men had sold their interest in Piscatngqon to the Lonls Say and
Brooke, George Wyllys, and William Whiting, who eon-
tinned Thomas Wiggin their agent.”  Mr. Whiting retained
his interest in Piscatngqua until hia death, and wns one of
the mast officiont promoters of the trade and eommeree
of Hartfornd.  He wns also engaged in s patent for lands
nt Swampseott with Lords Say and Brook. He was one
of the Commiltee who for the first time sabt with the
Court of Mngistmies in 1037 ; freemnn, Feb,, 1640;
Treasurer of the Colony from 1641 until 1647 ; chosen
mngistmto 1642, and eontinned in offies until his death
in 1647. In 1638 he was nllowed to trade with the
Indinns ; and he was nppointed with Major Mason and
others to erect fortificntions in 1642, aml the same year L oo iomm
he was appointed with Mason to eollect tribmte of the

Trudiang on Long Tsland and on the Main. IHe was a merchant of wealth,
and had dealings with Virginia and Piseataqua; had a trading-house at the
Delnwnm River, and also at Westfield, He begins his will, dated Mareh 20,
1643, by stating that he intends “n voyage presently unto eea ;" " the
lnst addition to his will wns mads July 24, 1647, and he prolably L soon
after, lsaving widow Susanna, who m. in 1650 Bamuel Fitch, of Hartford,
and (1), Alexander Brran, of Milford ; she (L at Middletown, July 8 1673.
Amount of Whiting'a iniv. £2854, — Ch.; 1. William, went to England, wns
a merchant in London, and d. thers in 1608, In 1686 the Assembly of
Conmecticnt appointed him their “agent to present their petition (in refor-
enca to the Charter) to the King" il John, b 16335 ; grid. Haryard Coll,,
1653 ; m. about 16564, Syhil, daw of Dencon Edward Colling, of Cambridge,
joined the charch in Cambridge, and lived there, and in Salem, whers e ren-
devol ministeria]l assistance to Hev. Edward Norriee  In 1660 ho removed to
Hartford, nnd was ordained pastor of the First Church, as colleagne with Rev.
Samuel Stone ; nfter Stone's death, in 1064, Rev, Joseph Haynes wos setiled ns
his colloague, and after many controversiea Whiting withdrew with his followers,

I 01 Ch. recond, quoted in the Her. Dr. Parker's Historieal THaconrse, 1870, p. 84.
T Soveral of his Jetters written in 1837, now in the State Archives, are sealed with his

mrma an above given,  Theso arms are a varistion of thoss of the fmily of Whiting of Dos-
ton, in Linooinshire, — Bee Heraldic Jar. L 160,
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freeman, 1667 ; constable, L6605 townsman, 1663, 1667, 1675, 16TY, 1684
. Dee, 29, 1600 his widow d. Jun, &, 1631,

Mu. Jowarmay Gy, b 1618 ; brother of Jolinj m, Jaw, 29, 16454, Mary,
dui, of Blder John White ; his witis . ab, 1660, and he m, (2) Mary, dou. of
Hugh Wells; townsman, 1658, 1664, 167U, 1674, 1678 ; deputy, collector
of customs, aud Momshal of the Colony ; . Dec, 10, 1682, an 645 his widow
d. July 8, 1700 ; they had 11 ch.

Peren Guanr, 1677, Wetherstield lane ; d. 1681 ; leaving widow, Mary.

- NaruaNiEn Cueessair, 1665 ho and his wife were bolh executed for witeh-

eraft ot H. ; his exeoution took place Jun. 25, 1662-d ; lLiers in 1602 ; nsn part
of Lis effects weps elnimed by Hanuoah and Sarsh Elson, it is prob. that he m, S
tho widow of .Fi-‘lﬁlT-J':lmlu,ul' Wethersfield, whoss %l husbond, Gervase Mudge,
d. 1652 - inv. L1851, 18, 5.

Hesuy Guumses, or Gitaiaw, 1661, Wethersfichd lane s chimney-viewer, 16615
freeman, 1669 d. 16845 inv. £745; his widew, Mary, d. 1685 ; had 8 ch.

Hesny Haywaun, or Howaky, 1663 ;5 b ab, 1623 5 came from Wetherstield ; malt-
ster; m, Bept. 28, 1648, Sarah Stone, in 1 ; will proved April4, 1709 ; iav.
£531, 14 6.7 bud 7 el

Arrun Hesouiy, 1081 ; b ab. 1646 ; lud been of Shwsbury ; m. (1) May 5,
1670, Lydia, daw of Luke Hill, of 5. ; (2) ab. 1683, widow Martha Bemeut ;
buried in H., Aug. 1, 1697 3 hod 5 ch,  His widow m., John Shepherd, seu’,

Junx Hespeusosor Haxxisox ; m. Muthy, duw of George Bteels ; d. 1688,

Bexoauiy Henoeir, or Haneear, 1644 5 me Aug, 22, 1044, Chiristio Netherepti s
chimuney-viswer, 1652, 1656, 1660 ; Liks wifie's will doted Sept. 10, 1670, Idhl"lt‘i)?."
property to her kinsmen, Abel and John Nethereoat, * living in old Englund,
near Bunbury ;" he w. {2) Jane——; living in 1685 ; one ch.

Tuomas Hiee, 1685 3 from Middbetown ;o 1704, lewving w, Mury and G ci,

wmassbimssnange] 693, Rocky Hill; b, Feb. 20, 1668 ; son of Barnabas Hins-

dule, of Deerfield ; m. Nov, 9, 1684, Murtha Smith, day, of Joseph, of H.,
i, “in the great sickyess,” Jun. 25, 1726 ; his widow d, 1738 ; had 9 ch.

Issao Hinspark, brother of Baruabas, b, Sept. 13, 1673 ; settled in Weat Hart-
ford, 1697; m. Jan. 6, 1715, Lydia Loomis ; d. 1739 ; had 4 ch.

Basven Kpcuenery, 1644 ; house-lot on the highway on the bank of the Little
River, bounded east by the “ Burying plat®; he died prob, bef, 1656, and bis
widow sold her dwelling-house to Odes Goodwin one ch,

Sanvir Kerwoon, son of Lieut, Juseph, rem. to H. from Hadley, where he wis h'
b. Sept. 28, 1662 ; m. Sarah, duu, of Juhin Merrills, of H., Sepl. 22, 1687, i
Jous Keuvy, 1655, south side; freeman, 1658 ; m. (1) Groce, dau. of Suminel i

Wakeman, of H.; (2) Bethish i i, belt Feb,, 1063—; inv, £14. 118,

Trouss Kisg, 1688 ; b, in Northampton, son of Juhn il Sarah (Holvou) King;
m. (1) Nov. 17, 1683, Aligail, dau, of Jedediak Strong; sho d. 1683, aud o
w. (2) 1690, Mury, dau. of Bobert Webater, of 1., who d. Sept, 27, 1706 ;
(d) - he d, Dee, 26, 1711 ; his widow d. Jan. 3, 1711-12; liadd & ch.

Geonoe Kxiamr, 1674; lived “up Neck;" d. bel. May 13, 1698 ; inv. £257.
Widow Samb, and several dau™

Taomas Loxo, 1665; m. (1) Sarab, dau. of John and Sarsh (Wadsworth) Wil-
¢ox: rem. to Windsor, sast side of the river, bef, 1694 divorced, nud m.
(%) Samb, dou. of Edwunl Elmer; 4. Nov. 8, 1711

Joer Mansmary, 1682 ; will proved Jan, 1721 ; had & ch.

Tromas Mansiary, 1608, Wethersfield lune; will proved Dee, 30, 1603 ; had T eh,

Jons Masow, 1678; b, ab. 1652 ; m. Hunouh (deo. of Daniel Arnold 1) .
Feb, 19, 16478 inv. £245. 11.; haul 8 chi.

Joux Memwicts, 1657 tanner; son of Abrabaom Merrills, of Newtown ; adopted
by Gregory Wolterton ; freeman, 16385 chimuey-viewer, 1664, 1473 ; towns-
man, 1684, 1694, 17005 m. Serady, daw. of Joho Watson, of Hartford ; rem. to
the West Division ; L July 18, 1712 ; had 10 ch.
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Dec®,” nnd lind near Rocky Hill divided with him by his * brother, John
Grave; ™ he m. (2) Samh, dan. of Joseph Easton, Sr.; d. 1711,

Bengeant Joux Sugranp, 1670 ; won of Edwand, of Cumbridge;, cooper ; houss-
lot on highwsy now Lafayette St ; m. (1) Oct. 1, 1649, Rebeces, dav. of Sam-
uel Greenlall, of H.; (2) Susannal, widow of William Gosdwin, of H, ; (5)
Bept. 8, 1698, Martha, widow of Arthur Henbury ; . June 12, 1707; 11 ch.

Ao Bairay 16565 ; w. Aprl 20, 1656, Lydia, daw of Rev. Ephmim Huit, of
Windsor; died, 1689-90; hud 14 ch,

Geeigp Seece, 1665 ; m. Mory, deu. of Jobn Purkus, before 1663 ; cliimmiy-
viewer, 1671 ; un apreomont made betwees him sinl Thowes Burr, Fob, 22,
1685-6, provides that Burr will maintain Speck with all the * necessaries
comely and convenient for such an nged person” and Speck agrees, for thess
conditions, and for the Jove e bears to Burr and bis wife, to give them ol
Lis estate, houss, harn, and home-lot

Tuomas Tuomsrox, 1677 ; house-lot on the highway now Elm St. ; he had lived
st Milford ; thers m. 1674, Hunvah, daw. of Nathoniel Forrand 5 chimuey-
viewer, 1680 ; in 1609 ke owned the house wud land which formerly belonged
to * my Drother™ Murshal George Grave ; d. Sept. 23, 1703 ; had one ch.

Taomas Tomuinson, 1665 ; houselot on Lhe Neck ; L March 27, 1685 ; his widow
Elizabeth m. (2) John Lung, bef Ocl. 23, 1685 ; they had 7 ch.

Jons Toexew, 1675 ; w. Susannn, Jdaw, of Jolin Mernill

Bevir Warens! 1661, Wethiorfield .iiilll.‘l; bi ab, 1648 ; apprentioed to Thomas
Walts, carpenter, 166167 ; [reeman, 1669 ; townsman, 16825 w. (1) unkn, ;
(2) Dec. 13, 1722, Surah, widow of Juseph Mygatt, dow. of Robert Webster ; d.
Feb. 14, 1729-30; had 3 ch.

Cares Warsox, 1674: b at Roxbury, 1641; eon of John ; gr. H. O, 1661 ;
taught school at Hadley, 1665-1607 ; m. Dec. 15, 1665, Mary, daw. of George
Hyido, of Bostun ; tanght school in Hardford, 1674-1700; d. 17256 (s p.).

Joaxy Warsox, 1644 ; juror, 1644 ; surveyor of highwoys, 1647 ; d. 1650 ; inv.
Juna 4, £126. L 6. His widow, Margaret, d. 1683 ; they had 3 ch.

Me Frmser Way, 1666 ; freoman, 1669 ; surveyor of highways, 1671 ; d. July
12, 1687 ; inv. Aug. 9, £867. 8. 11 ; his widow, Mury, d. 1701 ; had 4 ch.

Tuomas Waartss, 1653 ; d. ab, Dec. 10, 1671, leaving a widow and 7 ch,

Bamvrr, Waeeres, 1687 ; w, Bamb, dau. of Peter Grant, of Hartford ; d. Juns
29, 1712 ; inv. £46, 4 ; had T ch.

Gines Warrisag, 1644 ; freed from tmining, Jan, 3, 16434 ; & 1656 ; by a nun-
cupative will left all his estale to his ¥ brother William Leawes ® (Lewis).
Nareanier, Wirerr, 1642 ; w. (1) Elizabeth, widow of Samuoel Wakeman ; (2)
Hannal, dow. of Jeremy Ailwns, of H. ;° (3) Elliner, widow of Jasper Clem-
pnts, und Nathaniel Browne, of Mididletown; consiable, 1645, 1659 ; towns-

man, 1654, 1666, 1670, 1675, 1678, 1682 ; d. Jan 4, 16985 hnd 4 ch.

Wietiauw Wittiaws, 1845 ; cooper; b ab. 1625 ; m. Nov. 30, 1647, Jauwe West-
over; d. Dee 17, 1689 ; hia wilow d. Dec. 25, 1689 ; they had 9 ch.

Jous Wisox, 16755 b.ub. 1650 ; son of Hobert, of Farmington ; freeman, 1675 ;
house-lot on the highway now Front St., part of that of hia gr.-f Descon Ed-
ward Stebbin; m. Lydia, daw of Jobn Cole, of H, ; chosen Deacon of the
South Church, 1688 : townsman, 1690 ; d. 1608 ; inv. Mareh 1 ; had 3 ch.

Pmsess Wisox, 1675, n wealthy merchant from Dublin ; m. (1) Mary, dun. of
Nathauniel Sandford ; (2) Elizbeth, duu. of John Crow, widow of Williau
Warren, of Hartford; d. 1692 ; inv. £2204; his widow d. July 10, 1727.

I ¢ Beyil Waters, alins Walters," in o desd dated Nov, 14, 1681

i
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great age in their materials and workmanship. The houses in the
eastern and central part of the town were framed, built with the mas-
sive timbers of that age. Log houses were built on Fall Mountain, and
it is said that when the heavy doors were open during the day the
women used to pin up blankets across the doorway, that it might not
be entirely open to the bears and the Indians. It was still not an
uncommon event for the more isolated families to see bears prowling
about near their houses; and so late as 1750 a huge bear was killed
near her father's house by Abigail Peck, o sturdy girl of fourteen, who
had been left at home from meeting by her parents.

The Indians, who had found these woods a fruitful hunting-ground
for many generations, were greatly enraged at the white wen, who had
driven away their game and were levelling the forest; and the set-
tlers whose houses were remote from neighbors were in constant fear
of injury from the savages. Gideon Ives, of Middletown, was on a
hunting-tour on Fall Mountain at one time with a Mr. Gaylord, when
they discovered an Indian trying to shoot them. They scparated, and
the Indian, following Mr. Gaylord, was ghot by Mr. Ives. The two
men buried his body, not daring even to keep the valuable weapons
which he wore. The locality was named from this Indian, and is still _~
called Morgan’s Swamp. Early in the history of the town a Mr. Scott,
who had begun to clear a piece of land on Fall Mountain, intending
to move hither from Farmington, was seized by a party of Indians and
horribly tortured. His screams were heard a long way ; but the In-
diang were so many that no one dared to go to the rescue, and a consid-
erable number of the scttlers, fearing an attack from the infuriated
Indians, hid themselves all day in the bushes near the river.

These early families were all Congregationalists. Every Sunday a
little procession went through the woods eight miles to the old church -
at Farmington. A few families had two-horse carts, in which all rode
together ; but more often the father rode on horseback and the mother
behind him on a pillion, while the young people walked, taking great
care not to break the Sabbath by any undue levity.

In 1742 the hamlet had become so numerous that the people felt
able to maintain preaching for themselves during a part of the year;
and in October of that year a memorial was presented to the General
Assembly reciting the distance from the place where ¢ publick Worship
of God is sett up,” and asking the « Liberty of hireing an Authordox
and suitably quallifyed person to preach y° Gospel ” for six months of
each year. This petition was granted, and the desired permission was
given. The first meeting of the inhabitants was held Nov. 8, 1742,
to organize, and take necessary action in compliunce with the Assem-
bly’s resolution. This meeting voted to have preaching, so long as
the Court had given them liberty, and to hold the meetings at John
Brown’s house. Edward Gaylord, Nehemiah Manross, and Ebenezer
Hamblin were clected the society’s committee.

At a2 meeting a month later they voted to hire Mr. Thomas Canfield
to preach during the winter. This clergyman, the first to preach the -
gospel in this town, was born in 1720, graduated at Yale College in
1789, was settled at Roxbury in 1744, and died there in 1794. He
preached here only one winter ; the next fall (1743) the society .
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Hartford. The letter * 8. denotes actual settlers, nearly all of ‘whol
had previously lived in Hartford : — 9
Mr. Jobn Haynes, Esq. ; Mr Samuel Wyllys; Mr Edward Hagk[n;__i--;
Thomas Wellea ; Mr. John Steclo, 8., died in 1664 ; Mr. John Tuleott M, I
Webster ; Elder Willinm Goodwin, 5, died in 1673 ; William Panfry ; i
Seott ; Dencon Andrew Warner, 8, muoved to Hatfield ; John White ; 5
Hart, 8., died in 1683 ; Willism Lewia, 8., Register, died in I'ﬁﬂﬁ‘} th
Roger Newton, 8., emoved to Milford ; Thomas Webstor : Matthew We bt
Nicholas Muson ; Thomus Burnes, S, died in 1688 ; Joln Pratt ;
vin; Matthow Maryin ; John Brownson, 8, removed to Wethersfiold, and
in 1680 ; "Hichurd Brownson, 8., disd in 1687 i MGeorge Orvice, 8., died
Thonus Porter, 5., died in 1697 ; Fruncis Browne ; Jolin Warner, 8,
1679 ; Thomas Deman, 8., removed to Long Island ; John Cole, 8., zem
to Hadley ; Desson Thomas Judd, 8, removed to Northampton ; Tha
Upson, 8., died in 1655 ; Depcon Lspae Mowry, 8. ; John Lames, 8., 1eimg
to Windsor ; Williun Hitcheock, or Hecock, 8., soon died ; John Wils
Nuthaniel Watson, (5

The following purchased house-lots of the origingl ownets,
became permanent settlers, the most of whom were also from
fard; — '

aitdbiert Poreepdiod in 1689 ; Jobn Noreth, died in 1692 5 JabnpStesls
died in 1653 ; Sumuel Stecle, removed to Wethersfield, anil died in 1685
Hart, burnt in 1666, with all his family except tho oldest son, who was
Nuthaviel Kellogy, soon died ; Matthew Woodrfl, soon died, or Tomo
hiaps to Millord ; Thomas Thomsen, died in 1655 ; John Andmws, died in
John Les, died in 1690 ; Williun Adams; died in 1653 ; John Clark,
1712 ; Mnmuel bowles, dicd in 1681 ; Mosss Ventrus, dind in' 1697 3
Veutrus, removed to Haddam 3 Robert Wilson, died in 1655 ; John Wia
moved to Haddmn ; Jobn Standley, died in 1706 ; Joseph Kellogg ;
John Langdon, died in 1689 ; Thomss Hesmaer, returned to Hartford ; Wil
Smith, died in 1660 ; Thomas Newsll, died in 1689 ; David Carpenter, dig
1650,

The other early settlors were Thomas Huncox, in Konsington ; Jola
died in 1684 ; Mr. Simon Wrothuw, died in 16589 ; Edwund. Scott,
Waterbury ; Dr. Daniel Porter, died in 1690 Mr. John Wadsworth,
1GBY ; Thomaa Orton ; James Bird, died in 1708 ; Joseph Bird, died
the Hev. Samuel Hooker, died in 1697 ; Mr. Authony Howkins, died fn
Richard Jones, removed to Haddom ; Willinm Corbe, removed to ndidan
seph Woodford, died in 1701 ; Zach, Seymor, rewoved to Wethorstield ; B
Seymor, wenl to Great Swamwp or Kensington with others in 1g¢
Bull, ddied in 1708 ; Johu Norten ; Abmbam Dibble, removed to
Richand Jones, removed to Haddam ; Richord Weller ; John Carring
to Wuterbury ; Thomas Gridley, died in 1712 ; Samuel Gridley, di
Obudinh Richards, removed to Waterbury ; Thomas Riclnndson,
Waterbury ; John Seovill, removed to Haddam ; Joln Welton, ramow
terbury ; Johu Rew, died in 1717 ; Julin Blackleach, merchant ; Joss
died in 1763 )

The eighty-four propriectovs consisted of such of the above |
sided in the town in 1672, or their sons, together with three non

owners ; namely, Mr. Newton, Mr, Haynes, and Mr, Wyllys, 8
few exceptions, a8 has already been stated, the inhabitants:
fined to the village. A fow durving spirits, however, wero attra
the meadows on the Mattabesett, and about 1680 e
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PARMINGTON. 171

™ MEMORY OF THE INDIAN RACE; ESFPRCIALLY
OF THE TUNXIS TRIDE, THE ANCIENT
TENANTS OF THESE OROTNDE,

The many Anman skeletons here discorered confirm the tradition that this spot
waa formerly an Tedian buryiagplace.  Tradition further declares it fa be

A the gronnd on which a mnguinary battle tas fought between the Tunxie and
.- Stockhridge tribes. Some of their scattered remuaing have been re-interred beneath
B thiz rtone.

The reverse side of the monument hears the following lines: —

“* Chieftaine of a vanished moe,
In voor ancirnt burinl plaes,
By vour fathers' anhes bleat,
Haw in peace acenrely rest.
Bince an lifo yon looked your lnst,
Changes o'er your land hinve pessed ;
Btrangers entne with [ron swar,
A your tribes hnve passeil avar.
Pt vonr fate shall chorished ha,
In the strangers’ memory ;
Virtue long her walch sfiall keop,
Where the red-men"s nahes slesp.”

The church was organized in 1652, or, as the record has it, “ Upon
the 13th of Oetober Mr. Roger Newton, Stephen ITart, Thomas Judd,
John Bronson, John Cole, PHSHAS“Phomeine ande=RobsrtPortar
joined in Church Covenant in Farmington.” Of this church Roger
Newton was the first pastor. Stephen Hart had heen a member of
the orizinal church of Thomas Hooker. It is added, * About one
month after mysell [ohinStaslo
the clerk ], Mrs. Nowton, the wife 2@3?,
of Steplien Hart, the wife of (V2 gpskorma
Thomas Judd, the wile of John
Clole, and the wife of Thomas Thomson." Mr. Newton was one of * those
young scholars " mentioned by Cotton Mather, who eame over from Eng-
land with their friends and completed their edueation in this eountry.
He married Mary, the danghter of Mr. Thomas Hooker, of Hartford, and

robably eampleted his edoeation under his instruetion. He remained
Em till 1658, generally approved, when ha removed hy invitation to
the more ancient and larger church at Milford, where he Inbored with
~ acceptance till his death, in 1683, His widow beenme one of the sighty-
& four proprictora of the town, and inherited the farm of Governor
. Hopkins in Farmington.
; In July, 1661, Mr. Samuel Hooker, son of Thomas Hooker, “ the
= light of the western churches,” was installed the pastor of this chyreh,
= having received his degree at Harvard
F; .;fﬂlltv{ #ﬂ'u’éim College in 1653. He continued fo be its
iy pastor until his death, Nov. 6, 1687, and
was esteemed “an animated and pious divine.” He was, according
o the testimony of the Rev. Mr. Pitkin, “ an exeellent preacher, his
eomposition good, his address pathetie, warm, and engaging,” and as
ry relates, he informed a friend of his that he had three things to do
“with his sermons before he delivered them in puhblie, —* to write them,
* eommit them unto his memory, and get them into his heart.”
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PROPRIETORS OF HARTFORD:. .

Tue people of Connecticut have many good reasons to
praise the worldly wisdom of their forefathers. They were
men of human ambitions, and hence deeply interested in
getting on in the world. It does not detract from a high
estimate of their moral virtues and religious character if
we admit that they were sagacious, enterprising and far-
seeing men, who sought, and promptly accepted, a good
chance in the line of colonization. Like all emigrants to
New England, they wished to settle where they would soon
see the reward of their labors, and leave to their children a

goodly heritage. Among such a people, the quality and.

extent of their lands were important. Thomas Hooker
himself was frank to say, in 1634, that his flock wanted more
and better land. Their attention had been turned toward
the raising of cattle. This was then considered a promising
venture, especially where there were large river meadows.
Our records furnish many indications that this pastoral
purpose directed the agricultural labors of the river planta-
.tions for some years. They all had extensive hay and pas-
ture lands. Thus a considerable portion of the territory now
occupied by the city of Hartford was used in early years
for grazing and kindred purposes. :

The original “writeing” in which Sequassen and his tribe
conveyed the Suckiaug lands to Samuel Stone and Wil-
liam Goodwin in 1636, specified “all the land from Wethers-
field bounds on the south, to Windsor bounds on the north,
and the whole bredth from Connecticutt river on the east
six large miles into the wilderness on the west.” Our only
authority for this statement is the confirmatory deed of
1670.! The grantees of the lost conveyance were, probably,
the abovenamed and their associates, the ‘“‘inhabitants”

1 Hartford Land Records, I: 5, 6; Porter’s Historical Notices, No. I, pp. 4-7.

.
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of the plantation. This grant “was afterwards upon further
consideration renewed and enlarged” by Sequassen, at the
desire of Mr. Haynes and the other magistrates. It then
conveyed to them Sequassen’s land as far westward “as
his country went.” As this occurred “severall yeares™
before 1640, it may have been a factor in the readjustment
of the relations between the English and the Indians fol-
lowing the Pequot War. If so, it. doubtless provided that
Sequassen’s people should occupy a part of !.he South
Meadow lands. This document, also, had disappeared
before 1670. The confirmatory deed refers to the “full
mention” of this grant in the conveyance of Pethus, sachem
of the Tunxis Indians, to the English about 1640. The
latter deed was of Farmington lands. It reserved a tract
for the natives. On July 5, 1670, the surviving Suckiaug
Indians confirmed these earlier grants. In this document
the terms of that time are used. The purchase of Stone and
Goodwin is referred to as having been made “in the behalfe
of the present proprietors.” This was true, though these
proprietors were, in 1636, the legal plantation inhabitants.
The gantees of 1670 were “Mr. Samuel Wiyllys, Cap.t.
John Talcott, Mr. John Allyn and Mr. James Richards, in
behalfe of the rest of the proprietors of the land belonging
to the township of Hartford, their heires and assignes
forever.” Such was the title and extent of their lands on
the west side of the river. The western boundary in this
general description was six miles from the river, as measured
along the northern and southern lines. It was abou.t five
miles from it at Hartford. When Farmington was incor-
porated in 1645, the latter distance was given, perhaps for
this reason. This territory included the present town of
West Hartford, except that portion west of the old moun-
tain road at Foote’s Corners. This was added from Farming-
ton in several tracts, after having been included many years
in the West Division Society. The northern and southern
boundary lines were- periodically matters of controversy
for many years, but the alterations were unimportant except
to adjoining landowners,

On the east side of the Connecticut River the Podunk
and Hockanum Indians were the native owners of the land.
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The English at once saw the advantages of possessing it
The Windsor Plantation bought a tract oppositg its tem%o;y
In 1686.! At an early date Wethersfield did the same. The
purchase of the latter plantation extended:eastward from

the river three miles.* On February 21,.1686-7;.the General

Court fixed the east side boundaries between'those planta-
tions and Hartford. It seems probable thereforethaf some- - -

time in 1636, the inhabitants of Hartford’s plantations'made

a 'purtghase from the native owners. Possibly this was'de-
layed in completion, or a purchase was first made of the east

side meadows, and afterwards the upland was secured. The
former tract was one of the early divisions of the plantation.
The bargain was certainly completed and the upland was
secured before or-in 16403 This conveyance also is lost,
but references to the purchase are found in the records. The
lands east of these “Three-mile Lots” had not been bought
from.t:he natives in 1672. Then the General Assembly,
exercising jurisdiction under the charter, extended the bounds
of Hartford eastward five miles. This tract was claimed by
Joshua, sachem of the Niantic Indians, who died in 1676.
A short time before his death he sold it to Major John
Talcott, but no deed was executed. Upon the town’s
agreement to pay the stipulated sum to Joshua’s executors,
they deeded this tract, May 18, 1682, to Cyprian Nichols,
Caleb Stanley and John Marsh, selectmen of Hartford.¢
Thus the original town came to include the territory between
Z.Bolton on the east, and Farmington on the west, now divided
into Manchester, East Hartford, Hartford and West Hart-
ford. East Hartford was incorporated as a separate town
in 1783. From it, Manchester was set off and incorporated
in 1823. West Hartford was created a separate ecclesiastical
society in 1711, and incorporated as a town in 1854.

It is essential to an understanding of the early history of
Hartford, that a careful study be made of the formation of
its body of proprietors. The usual practice, in the settle-
ment of new regions, was for a number of associated indi-
viduals to buy a large tract of land, and divide it among

1 Stiles’s Hist. of Windsor, I: 127, 128.
3 Hartford Town Voles, MS. Vol. II: 21, 22.
¢ Hartford Town Voles, I: 106, 205; Hariford Land Records, 1: 6, 7.

2 Conn. Col, Rec., I: 7.
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themselves on the basis of the amount each had contributed
to the purchase money, or the initial expenses of the enter-
prise. Such persons were termed “proprietors.” It has

. always been assumed that this was the case in the settlement

of the river plantations, but the conclusion has never been -
consistent with extant records. The inference is natural

that proprietorship is based upon sharing the cost of the .
coats, hatchets, hoes and knives, which. the English usually

paid the natives for their lands.’ It has also been thought
that proprietorship implies a participation in the original
establishment of a plantation. Some have attributed to it -
a prominence among the founders of the river settlements
that was denied to others, who seem to have been of equal
or superior worth. These inferences are sometimes justified.
In their application to Hartford, however, and, so far as wé
know, to its associated plantations, they have resulted in
error and confusion, both among historians and genealogists.
The claim here made may be summarized in the statement
that the establishment of Connecticut’s colonial govern-
ment involved such a transition from plantation to town
estate, that it was necessary to revise the list of legal inhab-
itants, who had hitherto been, in fact, the original proprie-
tors, and this was accomplished by the formation of the body

.of proprietors of 1639.

The common statement that has been made concerning
many an honored ancestor in Hartford, is that he was “an
original proprietor in 1639.” What does that mean? Not
necessarily that a man shared directly in the purchase of
the town’s lands from the Indians. It does not affirm
that he was surely among the first settlers of the plantation.
There is documentary evidence that some of the proprietors
were not. Nor does it prove that his social standing was
superior to that of some who received grants of land by
the town’s courtesy. It means that in 1689, when, for rea-
sons herein stated, the body of proprietors was constituted
to determine who had a right to share in undivided lands,
the man named was found to have been a legal inhabitant,
and to have borne, by taxation upon his lands or estate for
a greater or less period, a share in the plantation’s financial
burdens. He had thus become, in business terms, a stock-
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holder in the plantation' and was entitled to a stock dividend

of land. The legal inhabitant, as already stated, was the
unit of the franchise. He was also the unit in early distri-
butions of land. As the first conveyances from the Indians,
where known, were to the “inhabitants” as grantees, or
to their body called the “plantation,” so the lands acquired
were divided among such inhabitants. - We do not read of
any proprietors in name, because these legal inhabitants
were the owners and grantors. Others than these received
grants of land in Hartford, both before and after the forma-
tion of the body of proprietors. Such settlers, however,
either because they had not been inhabitants for some reason,
or because they had arrived too recently to participate in
the plantations’ burdens, did not secure the standing of
proprietors. Hence they had by right no share in the un-
divided lands when the time arrived for their distribution.
The grants such settlers received were by “the town’s
courtesy.” The other river plantations made the same dis-
tinction. Such was the practice elsewhere. In 1664, when
there were common lands to be distributed in Cambridge,
two lists were ordered to be made, one of those who had a
“just right,” and another of those whose claim was “in a
way of free gift.” o

Leaving for another chapter the consideration of their
order of plantation divisions, the result of its application

was that the proportions of the inhabitants varied greatly.

Upon these lands, rates were assessed to defray all their
charges. The cost of the land purchased from the Indians
was comparatively a small matter. One planter might
‘advance the sum, to be repaid later by the inhabitants.
William Pynchon bought such land at Springfield, and was
reimbursed by a rate assessed-upon the lots granted to the
settlers. There were other and larger initial expenses. In
the river settlements their remoteness made these consider-
able. For their circumstances, the annual plantation and
colony rates were high. On February 9, 1637-8, the General
Court was forced to provide for the payment of a debt.
It was for £620, the “charges of the late designes of warr.”
Of this amount £251 2s. were apportioned to Hartford,
to be raised by a rate probably assessed upon the acreage

.
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of each.! Collectors were appointed in all the plantations.
Thus by their payment of successive rates, the inhabitants
were making investments in a corporation that had con-
siderable tracts of undivided land. At any particular time
the taxes each had paid during the period of his residence
would be the amount of his investment, and hence his
rightful share in the divisions.

All grants of land in the plantation divisions of Hartford
were conditional. This was an important factor in their
scheme of development. The first order, recorded by Wil-
liam Spencer under the date 1635, provided that if a settler
had a lot granted to him and removed within four years, -
the lot should return to the town, the former owner receiv-
ing the worth of his labor upon it. If any person desired
to sell his lot or lots within that time, he was first to offer"

-them to the town for the valuation of his improvements;
or, upon the town’s approval, to sell at such a valuation to
another. House-lots that were not built upon within a year

: R S were forfeited to the town. Nor were such rules restricting

Y e e early sales peculiar to Hartford. They were made in Cam-
SR R \ bridge, Springfield and other settlements. There is no doubt

that these rules were enforced. Some lots did return to
the town. The time of other grantees was extended.? The

A AL Yoo, e town made offers to pay for improvements on some lots,
o Lt e e . and purchasers of others were approved.? Probably the

T T ' lost plantation records contained ‘evidence of such action.
On January 14, 1639-40, the townsmen were ordered to
examine all former bargains of land made by the inhab-
itants, and confirm or disannul the same, Planters as
prominent as William Gibbons and Nathaniel Ward were
fined for buying land in violation of the order, though their
purchases were confirmed. Indeed, as hereafter shown,
the land records prove that sales were comparatively few
before the expiration of the four years, and immediately

1 Conn. Col. Rec., I: 12. After King Philip’s war, the Colony rate was increased
from one penny on the pound to eighteen pence. The Court then appointed a
committee to “size” each class of lands. The valuation in Hartford was: Home
lots at 40 5. per acre; improved uplands 25 5. per acre on the south side, 20 5. per

- acre on the north side; meadow, one halfat 50 s., the other half at 40 8. per acre, —
Conn. Col. Ree., 11: 287, 202.

3 Hartford Toun Votes, I: 18, 29, S0. n
3 Ibid,, 1: 15, 86, 42. 4 Ibid., I: 15.
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after the restriction was removed, they became numerous.
It is obvious, therefore, that more land than a settler could
improve or use was & burden to him. Such tracts were
unsalable property. The owner was compelled to pay taxes
upon them, but they yielded no income. Planters of large
means could afford to take such land, and hold it until it
could be sold. Others were satisfied to have them do so,
for thus the rich pald the burden of the taxes. By this plan,
all speculation in lands was for the time excluded. The
settler’s chance of reward depended upon his enterprise
and labor. Apparent inequalities were thus righted. Hence
in all their plantation divisions of land, the inhabitants
were, in a sense, distributing only opportunities for improve-
ment according to each man’s ability. The poor man who
employed his talent was rewarded. Those settlers of the
wealthier class, who invested their fortunes in the planta-
tion during a period of Indian w'a.rfare, received that return
which their loyalty merited.:

If now these legal inhabitants of the plantatlon, as the
stockholders in a corporation, upon entering into a new
estate as an organized town in which new arrivals were to
participate, were forced to provide for future divisions of
their assets, they could only do so equitably by ascertaining
the amount of each man’s investment. This was not a diffi-
cult problem, and the result would most naturally be ex-
pressed in the number of acres to be allotted to each pro-
prietor in every division. This was commonly called a
“rule of division.” The early settler, who had paid rates
from the beginning, would thus have a larger share in the
land. This was justly due him. Another settler who had
come later might have thé same share, because he had paid
a larger tax during his residence. A place would be given
to every inhabitant, whatever his estate, who had a pro-
priety right in the plantation. This explains the fact that
we find among the proprietors of Hartford, and other original
plantations, the names of arrivals in every year from 1635 to
1638. We have now to test this explanation of a long-
standing mystery by the records.

The reader is reminded that the inhabitants of the planta-
tions had in their Constitution, adopted January 14, 1688-9,
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made over to the General Court the right to “dispose of
lands vndisposed of.” This was not a meaningless phrase.
Grants were afterwards made by the Court to various
persons, to whom titles can now be traced. On October

" 10, 1639, authority was given by the Court “to dispose of

their owne lands vndisposed of.” That act was certainly
received by the inhabitants of Hartford as their warrant for
subsequent divisions. In 1721, when a dispute arose con-
cerning the ownership of land at Podunk, the town expressly
appealed to the settlement of bounds there in 1636, and
to this act of 1639, as the authority the inhabitants had for
dividing the Three-mile Lots east of the Connecticut River.
This was the tract east of the meadow lots. It is stated
that it was divided ‘“about the year 1640 . .. to and
amongst the then Inhabitants’ of the town.! The case in
question seemed to threaten “dangerous consequences, to
the weakening and destroying of all the titles of the pro-
prietors” of the town and other towns in the Colony. This

" was one occasion for an act confirming titles in 1728.%

The months of the winter following the Court’s action of
1639, were partly devoted in Hartford, and probably in
other river towns, to the settlement of this issue of owner-
ship. This was necessary in clearing the way for con-
templated divisions of land. On January 7, 163940, all
distributions by the inhabitants of the North-side or South-
side plantations were made thereafter void. Obviously
their former method of. plantation divisions was to be sup-
planted by another, arising out of the whole body of legal
inhabitants. They had always acted on the basis of an in-
habitant’s right of ownership. Such rights could not be
set aside, giving to every new resident thereafter a share in
the inhabitants’ property. The Court'did not intend any
such action. Hence the question necessarily proposed for
the town’s consideration was this: Who are the inhabitants
that have secured a right in undivided lands, and in what
proportion shall they share?

At the annual town meeting, December 23, 1639, William
Spencer, William Westwood, John Moody and Nathaniel

3 Hartford Town Voles, MS. Vol. II: 21, 22
2 Conn. Col. Reo., VI: 894-897.
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Ward were chosen townsmen. This meeting probably
adjourned to the 26th, when a vote was passed as follows:

“Mr [Edward] Hopkins m® [Thomas] wells mr {John] Steele’

and m* [John] Taylcot are desired to asist vs in exsameing
the devsions one either side the River & to rectify the same
also to see whoe are Inhabetants to haue proporcons in all
devesions & whoe not also to Inquier wt ordrs stand in forse
wt are of genrall Concernm® we! are not recorded.”! As
this record was made in William Spencer’s handwriting, and
he was one of the townsmen, the intent of the vote was to
add the above inhabitants, two from each side, to the four

townsmen, thus constituting a committee of eight to ascer-

tain who were the proprietors of Hartford. The examina-
tion of the divisions and accounts of each plantation,
probably recorded in the North-side and South-side books,
would have disclosed the names of those who had received
proportions as inhabitants, and the amount they had paid
in rates, These would have been the proprietors. More-
over, they would thus gather the names of those whose
grants had been made by free gift. Apparently the com-
mittee reported at a meeting of the town, January 9, 1639—
40, and their report was adopted as “the rule for division of
lands.” * The share of each was designated by a certain
number of acres. With their honorary titles and usual
spelling of names, these lists are as follows:

“The Names of such Inhabitants as haue Right in un-
divided Lands.

John Haynes, Esq., 160; George Wyllys, Esq., 150;
Mr. Edward Hopkins, 120; Mr. Mathew Allyn, 110; "M
Thomas Welles, 100; Mr. John Webster, 96; Mr. Wl]lmm
Whiting, 96; John Talcott, 80; Andrew Warner, 84; Mr.
Thomas Houker. 80; William Pantry, 80; William West-
wood, 80; James Dlmst:ed 70; Thomas Huamer, 60; Na-
thaniel Ward, 60; William Wadswurth 52; Wohi White,
50; John Stxéefe 48; [Mhomas Scott, 42; Mr. William
Goodwin, 42; Thomas Stanley, 42; Mr. Su.muel Stone, 40;
Stephen Hart, 40; William Spencer, 40; John Moody, 40;
Willinm Lewis, 838; William Rusecoe, 82; Wimothy Stanley,
52; Jonathan Ince, 30; Richard Webb, 830; William An-

! Hartford Town Votes, I: 10, 2 Thid,, 1: 21-24.
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drews, 30:; Samuel Wakeman, 30; Jeremy Adams, 30;
Richard Lyman, 80; William Butler, 28; Thomas Lord,
28; Mathew Marvin, 28; Gregory Wolterton, 28; Andrew
Bacon, 28: Richard Goodman, 26; Nathaniel Richards,
26: John Pratt, 26; Thomas Birchwood, 26; George Steele,
26: John Barnard, 24; James Ensign, 24; John Hopkins,
24; Stephen Post, 24; Edward Stebbins, 24; George
Grave, 24; John Clarke, 22; Willinm Gabl:mns, ap; John
Cruw, E'I'l Thomas Judd, 20; William Hills, 20; George
20; Joseph Mygatt, 20; Nathaniel Ely, 18;

Richard Lurd 18; William Hyde, 18; William Kelsey,
16; John Arnold, 16; William Blumfield, 16; Richard
Bul:]er, 16: Arthur Smith, 14; Robert Day, 14; John
Maynard, 14; Seth Grant, 14; Wiliam Hayden, 14;
Thomas Spencer, 14; Thomas Stanton, 14; John Baysey,
14: John Wilcox, 13; John Marsh, 12; William Parker,
12; Nicholas Clarke, 12; Thomas Bull, 12; John Higginson,
12; William Holton, 12; Edward Elmer, 12; Francis
Andrews, 12; Richard Church, 12; James Cole, 10; Zachary
Field, 10: John Skinner, 10; Joseph Easton, 10; Thomas
Hale, 10: Richard Olmsted, 10; Samuel Hale, 8; Richard
Risley, 8;: Thomas Oleott, 8; Robert Bartlett, 8; Thomas
Selden, 6; Thomas Root, 6; William Pratt, 6. — Total, 95.

The Names of such Inhabitants as were Granted Lots
to have only at the towns courtesy, with liberty to fetch
wood and keep swine or cows by proportion on the common.

Thomas Woodford, 6; Ralph Keeler, 6; Thomas Lord,
Jun., 6; Thomas Barnes, 6; John Purchas, 6; William
Phillips, 6; Nicholas Deshorough, 6; Benjamin Burr, 6;
Ozias Goodwin, 6; Daniel Garret, 6; John Hall, 6; John
Morris, 6; Nathaniel Bearding, 6; John Sable, 6; Richard
Watts, 6; William Westley, 6; John Holloway, 5; John
Bidwell, 4; Nathaniel Kellogg, 4; Robert Wade, 4; Henry
Wakeley, 4; Thomas Upson, 4; Widow Mary Betts, 4; John
Bronson, 3;: John Olmsted, 3;: John Pierce, 3. — Total, 26."

The committee of eight were also authorized to rectify
any errors or inequalities in previous divisions. Whether
or not they did so is uncertain. There was evidently some
dissatisfaction as to the proportions. Our interpretation of
the records is that some were found to have more and others
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less land than their investment warranted. Perhaps this
is the meaning of a vote, not fully deciphered, that was
apparently passed January 8, 163940, when the committee
reported. At all events, on January 14th, the following
action was taken: “Whearas their is some differents in
m[ens] Alotments some haveing moor then is according to
their due proporcon Itis the[refore] orderd That m* Hopkins
m" Wells [m7] Webster m® Steele m* Tayleot [Andrew]
Warner John Prat Tymothy+{Stalfidly John Clarke Joseph
Mygate wth the [towns] men shall Exsamen the same and
s[hall] hane power to Appoint Euery man [his] proporcon
according as in ther Judg[ment] shalbe Just and Equall And
A[ppoint] the places wheer such flurther [divisions?] of land
shallbee layde fforth as [also] Appoint web off the Inhabetants
[shall have] Equall Right to all vndevided land web are
onely to take soe much as [they] shall in[rprove?] [faithf?]
ully and. . . ."”! Presumably this committee of fourteen,
having full power, reviewed the former lists. It is believed
that they first considered the matter of propriety rights and
the claims of those who had been put in the town’s courtesy
list. Their report is thought to be the lists that are found
in the records without proportions.® The names of the
ninety-five proprietors are the same, though arranged in
another order, Fifteen names were added, however, to the
earlier town's courtesy list., These, with their subsequent
proportions, are as follows:

John Warner, 6; William Cornwall, 8; Richard Seymour,
6; Benjamin Munn, 8; John Gennings, 6; Paul Peck, 8;
George Hubbard, 6; Thomas Bliss, 6; Thomas Bliss, Jun.,
4; Edward Lay, 6; Thomas Gridley, 6; Giles Smith, 8;
Thomas Richards, 8; Thomas Bunece, 13; William Watts,
4. — Total, 15. : _

This committee apparently decided not to alter the pro-
portions already adopted, but to adjust any inequalities, in
the distribution of East-side upland lots then in contempla-
tion. This division was ordered January 11, 1640-41. On
February 18th, it was decided to run a line east and west
through this tract, distributing the land north of it to
North-side men, and that south of it to South-side men,

tIbid,, T: 14. ¥ Ibid,, I: 16-20.
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excepting a few of the latter, who were to share with the
former. North of the line, the grantees were to have one
hundred and five acres for one hundred, and south of it,
one hundred for one hundred. The same ten inhabitants,
with the townsmen, were then authorized to prepare the
lists and determine the proportions for this division.! We
have these reasons, therefore, for assigning to this com-
mittee the third set of names recorded in the town votes,
according to which proportions the East-side division of
16668 was actually made® In this list, the names are ar-
ranged as North-side and South-side residents. Some
proportions are greater than those in the rule of division,
and others are less. These proportions were used only in
the Iast-side upland division. The proprietors were the
same as in the earlier list, excepting that John Cullick had
acquired the right of Jonathan Ince, and a lot was sequestered
to that of Clement Chaplin. Since the former list, however,
seven others had secured a place in the town’s courtesy list.
Their names and proportions are as follows:

James Wakeley, 4; Samuel Gardner, 4; Thomas Black-

ley, 4; James Bridgman, 8; John Latimer, 4; <Fhomas

@orter, 4; Richard Billings, 6. _
Thus the town perpetuated the acquired rights of the
plantation inhabitants in the body of proprietors. If we
interpret the records correctly, John Cullick secured by the
payment of accumulated taxes the propriety of Jonathan
Ince, who did not settle permanently in Hartford. It was
given to him July 28, 1640, upon the same condition other
lands were given, he “To paye all y¢ Charges y* is exspeded
vpon it y¢ land: a Just account now given.” * John Crow,
who received Bartholomew Greene’s propriety at an early
date, doubtless made the same payments. He assumed a
proprietor’s responsibilities and secured his privileges.
Apparently the taxes had been charges made against a
propriety. They must have been proportionate to an in-
habitant’s interest in lands or estate. A careful study of
the land records shows that there was a general correspond-
ence between the proportions in their rule of division in

I Ibid., 1: 80, 42, 40. * Ibid., 1: 40-55; Original Disiribuiion, pp. 492-404.
% Hartford Town Voles, T: 33, 84,
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1639, and the earlier grants that were made by the planta-’
tions. We see, moreover, in the later application of this
rule, when they assessed a rate upon each man’s propriety,
to raise funds for the purchase or division of lands, the
continuance of the same principle. *

As already stated, the early Indian deeds of the West-side

lands having disappeared, the ancient proprietors of Hart-
ford secured a confirmation of this purchase in 1670. They
then paid the surviving natives “near the value the land
was esteemed at before the English came.” At a propri-
etors’ meeting, February 9, 1671-2, it was agreed to make a
rate of ten, pounds upon the proprietors of January 8, 1639,
to pay for this purchase, the amount to be raised “upon
every man according to his propriety.” It was therefore
their ancient rule that determined the proprietors’ propor-
tions in paying for this land in 1670, as stated in the records.!
They voted in 1672 to divide a mile and one-half along the
town’s western bound: The remainder of this tract was
to be a “common” forever. The above lots were laid out in
Novgmber 1674. A committee of the proprietors was
appointed in 1677 to distribute the overplus south of the
Farmington road among such as had need of the land.

The same principle was applied in the division of the

Five-mile tract east of the Connecticut River. This was
distributed, however, among another class of owners. As
alreafiy stated, it had ‘been purchased from Joshua’s execu-
tors in 1682, by the “inhabitants.” This term had assumed
its modern meaning under their town government. The
money to pay for this tract was raised by a rate assessed
upon the town’s grand list of that year. The grantees were
not the ancient proprietors, but the selectmen of the town.
Hence it was divided among the “Inhabitants of the Town”
according to what each had paid for the purchase, and the
rate of 1682 was recorded as a rule of division. Three miles
and one hundred rods next to Bolton, were distributed in
1781. - The remainder was held in common until its division
in 1753.2 . :

! Original Distribution, pp. 549-65¢2.

3 Harlford Town Votes, I: 201, 202, 205, 252, 284, 309, 810; MS. Vol. IT: 360 ff.;

Hartford Land Records, 1, first pages; V, last pages; VII: 476 ff.; Mem. Hist.
of Hartford County, 11: 244-246.
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Such was the standing of the ancient proprietors and the
proprietors — inhabitants, who made the year 1754 mem-
orable in Hartford by a famous contest over their rights in
the division of the West-side town common.! The former
body was composed of the heirs and assigns of the original
proprietors in 1639; the latter embraced the inhabitants,
who held the powers and shared the responsibilities of town
government in 1682-1685. One made a distribution accord-
ing to the rule of division adopted in 1689, already used in
1671-1674; the other followed the rule established for the
division of the Five-mile tract. The influential majority
had allotments in either case. Shares varied, however,
according as one owned a propriety or participated as a
taxpayer. Some in each class were excluded by the rule
of the other. Self-interest probably decided their party
allegiance. The fundamental question' was one of owner-
ship. Their legal contest involved the interpretation of
the town’s patent. In the time of Sir Edmund Andros,
the General Court, fearing that their rights were in danger,
had required each town to take out a patent from the
Governor and Company, the grantees under the Charter,
and had divided among them the western lands.? Such a
patent of the land within the town’s bounds, was issued
May 26, 1685, to Major John Talcott, Samuel Wyllys, Esq.,
Captain John Allyn, Mr. Richard Lord, Mr. John Haynes,
Mr. Thomas Richards, Mr. Cyprian Nichols, Lieut. Joseph
Wadsworth, Ensign Nathaniel, Stanley, Mr. Stephen Hos-
mer, and the rest of the proprietors of the town, “sayd
parcell of land hauing been by purchafs or otherwise Law-
fully obteyned of the Indian Natiue proprietors.” > Each
party considered itself the grantees under this patent. The
act of 1723 concerning titles, was supposed to confirm their
rights. In 1753, these bodies began their divisions of the

3 Collections of Conn. Hist. Soc. — *Proprietors’ Title to Lands,” No. 283;
and “Proprietors’ Papers,” No. 284; County Court Records, Vol. T, No. 209;
Superior Court Records, Vol. XII (1754, 1755); State Archives: Division of Common,
Hartford; Proprietors' Votes, 1764-1786, City Clerk’s Office; * Hartford Proprietors”
in Boardman Collection, State Library.

* Mem. Hist. of Hartford County, I: 76-78; Andrews’s The River Towns, pp- 40,
41.
"3 Conn. Col. Rec., I11: 177, 288; Colony Record of Deeds, I11: 148, 149.

¢ Conn. Col. Rec., VI: 894-897.
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common. Subsequent meetings increased the heat of their
controversy. Then the matter was taken to the County
Court, in the case of Samuel Flagg vs. John Ledyard and
William Hooker for the possession of a twenty-acre lot,
located on the “First Hill,” south of Wadsworth’s tavern.
The plaintiff represented the claims of the ancient pro-
prietors, having acquired the right of William Westwood.
At the trial, in April 1754, he was defeated, but appealed to
the Superior Court. There again, the verdict was first
sustained. A review was granted, and, in June 1755, the
matter received extended consideration. It was such a
marshalling of historical evidence as had never before been
known, and probably never since. They cited the purchase
of 1686, and its confirmation in 1670; the act of the General
Court October 10, 1639, authorizing town organization and
the distribution of undivided lands; the list of ancient
proprietors of 1639; their rule of division as used in 1671;
the sequestration of the town common for the perpetual use
of the inhabitants; the grant, purchase and division of the
Five-mile tract; the town’s patent in 1685, and their grants
made in town meetings, confirmed by the act of 1723, when
* the proprietors’ rights in the remaining undivided lands
were recognized. The jury found that, if the law was such
that the purchasers of the said land were vested with the
fee thereof, as an estate of inheritance descendible to their
heirs and assigns, the verdict should be for the ancient
proprietors. The court decided that such was the law, and
execution was granted, June 18, 1755, to recover the land
with twenty shillings damages and costs of court. Other
actions involving this question of ownership, met the same
fate as this test case. The parties soon agreed to suspend
further controversy, and it is said that the ancient proprie-
tors’ rights were purchased by the inhabitants, whose allot-
ments prevailed. Thus after an exciting legal contest, when

the shades of the forefathers walked abroad in our courts .

-and legislative halls, and the facts of our early history were
marshalled in grand review, the victorious heirs and assigns
of the proprietors of 1689, with becoming dignity, made
their bow to posterity and passed out of sight.

CHAPTER IX
PLANTATION DIVISIONS

TrE loss occasioned by the disappearance of the North-side
and South-side plantation books, can be repaired in part
by the study of the land records. We cannot recover their
early votes, the time when some settlers received their
house-lots, the dates of various divisions, the special reasons
for some grants and certain orders that would have solved
perplexities in the town’s history. There is no question,
however, that the value of the lost books was depreciated
in the town’s estimation, by the fact that their essential
data had been transferred to the town votes and land
records. This led, indirectly, to their disappearance. The
missing books are supposed to have contained some record
of their plantation divisions. When the General Court,
in 1639, required the register of each town to “record every
man’s house and land already graunted and measured out
to him,” both in the town’s book and with the Secretary of
the Colony, it virtually ordered each inhabitant to make a
return of his plantation allotments. These records are,
therefore, a summary of earlier divisions. Unfortunately,
some inhabitants delayed their returns. Meanwhile they
had bought, sold or exchanged lots; and the ownership of
abutting lots had changed.. So the names of original
grantees, or earlier owners, have in some instances been
lost. The plotting of some tracts has been made difficult,
if not impossible. Still the town’s-book of original distribu-
tion enables one, on the whole, to follow with reasonable
confidence the development of Hartford during the four
years of its plantation estate. In doing so, it may be
definitely stated that the same general rules as to propor-
tions that prevailed in Springfield and elsewhere were
adopted. To each inhabitant, and to some who were not,
there were given a house-lot and such a proportion of
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t#sin New Haven ; m. Mary ——, Had several
L& Downes Genealogy is in preparation
in full.]
ezer Downes, fourth child of John and
April 3, 1667, m. N::w 28, 1604, Mary (dau.
Imberfield (or Umphreyﬂﬂe}. Ebenezer d.
dwas buried in West Haven.
|l Seth' Downes, b. 1704, m. Mercy Sperry
8, 1727,
Seth® Downes, b. 1730, m. Sarah Wilmot
phably dau. of Benjamin Wilmot, in New

8|
vid Downes;, b.ayto, d. Dee 17, 1838,
Buck's Hill, near bury; m. Mary
[see] children: jﬂhn,h;a] .E‘nttjr, 17851
1787 Polly, 1700; Sukey, 1703; Delia,
gom; 1707 ; S'lmu:l 1799 r'\.nml 1802,
ynes served in the war of the American
, and received pension.
.,phralm Deownes, b, Dee. 20, 1787, d
1860, m. Cloe Painter [see]. He was one
Ty clockmakers of the eotntry, beginning
ding his clocks to many States—south and
ired from business 1842-43. He was rep-
ve to General Assembly from Bristol two
terms; first selectman for several years:
he founders of Trinity Church, Bristol; a
Freemason, and Jeffersonian Democrat,
ried in the old burying-ground on Downes
near his homestead. Children: (1) Rosetta,
1822, (2) Franklin, b, June 12, 1824, d.
1898, (3) George, b. March 6, 1826,.d.
20, 1860, m. Henrietta Payne; no children.
'tf_.nr]emn b. April 19, 1828, was a "forty-
He resides at Sutter Creek, Cal,, is a mem-
"Tl;ht Society of California Pioneers, also of
¥ Chiurch, Bristol, Conn. He m. Gertrude
Oct. 7, 1836 ; ¢hildren : Helen Elizay Carle-
, : Walter Ephmm (who iz m, and has
d.'re'\] and George Frederick. (5)Chioe
(b Feb. 16, 1830, d. June 11, 1891, m.
F.' Perry; one child, Mary Arielmde (6)
i h:ﬂe b. March 23, 1832, resides at the
'rf"' +m-:‘i erqtnI m. Willidm Ives Mor-
~ idner;” children: Helen Adeline; who
. “Fessenden, and has one son, Robert ;
Carlntrm who m. Annie, Lynch; Tenta
ceased ; Katic Ives, decensed; and James
who . ' Trene Cietman; and has one son,
im. (7)) Helen Eliza, b Jam 20, 1834, m. Ho-
SN0, s0m Fl‘ﬂlﬂ‘ltk | deceased,
) Franklin Dm'meu, h June 12, 1824, d.
1BoR; butied in cemetery on Downes Street,
He followed the clock bisingss of his fa-
'tltnﬂ.‘brut later was a de i1
ine: Upson [see] Nev. 3 -
, who m. Dr., Cﬁnrles U' (Yale) ;
Emlvu. who m. Adriin J. Muzsy; Fannie

m, Thomas F. Barbour, and 0 chil- _ _
| of James Clark, original ‘¢
r_'lﬁsﬁ,ﬂsdtﬂﬁecﬂ ii?Mm‘I‘hhtnnaCIﬂ‘k,uil

y (deceased) and Mtrgﬂedti'g‘
Iwhu m. Mary ﬁnnﬂta 5pragh&

Gertrude, who m. Reese MceCloskey, and has a -som,
Downes,” |

(VII1) Florence Emlyn Downes, b. May 23,
1851, m. Adrian James Muzzy [see] May 22, 1873
children: Leslie Adnan (deceased ) ; l"it.:-yd Downes
(deceased ) ; Adrienne Florence. Urg:lmzmg régent
of the Katherine Gaylord Chapter, D. A. R., and a
life member of the National Hmwt}* 'mtlmr and
illustrator of D, A. R, Prize Biography of “Kather-
ine Gaylord, Heroine," and other articles. Descended
from a number of the first settlers of America, and
has a long line of Old World ancestry.

(IX) Adrienne Florence Muzzy, b, April 19,
188

Eumc (Clarke, Clerk, Clerke), Downes line.
The name was originally Clerk (pronounced with
broad English a, as in Darby), and meant at first
only an ceclesiastical teacher, Later it came to
apply to all those employed in duties the discharge
of which demanded a knowledge of reading and
writing. (I) wlamessClagk, first planter and orig-
inal settler of New Haven, 1638, m. Widow Wake-
field, Oct. 17, 1661, but qhn was his second wife, as
he had & son Ebenexer 16 is1, and had family of four
in 1643. He had a daughter Mary; and a son John
(23, who later moved to Stratford. He signed the
Crriginal Agreement entered into by the first settlers
of New Haven, and lived and died here. He is said
to have been a snu of Mate Clark, of ﬂu: . Mﬂv-»
fower.” (11) VinrioiEsk) illiam. Ghnttertoit
[see]. (111) Samuel (Imttrtl:m . (1Y)
Samuel Chatterton (2) m. Abigaill —— (V)
Samuel Chatterton (3) m, Mar}' Smith [see]. (VI
Mary Chatterton m. David Downes [see]. (VII
Ephraim Downes m. Cloe Painter [see]. (VIIT)
Franklin Downes m. Emeline M. Upson [see]. (1X]
Florence E. Downes m. Adrian J. Muzzy [see].
(X) Adrienne Florence Muzzy, b, 1885,

Seesry. (1) Richard Sperry (1), b. in Eng-
land; New Haven, If'luil}. m. Dennis ————++4
friend of the “Regicides” who signed Death Wﬂﬂii
rant of Charles 1, after their arrival in New Havena®
(I1) Richard qperrff (2), b. Jan. 20, 1652, m., Det.
16, 1680, Martha Mansheld (dau. of _[meﬁi and
Mary Mansfield, and granddan. of Richard and G1‘I--
lian Mansfield). (II1) Mercy Sperry, b. Jan,
1702, m,, June 8, 1727, Seth Downes, Sr. [!EE
(1V) Seth Downes Jr., m. Sarah Wilmot. (prob- &
ably descendant of }fmjarnm of New Hnﬂ'n} ‘nf
David Downes m, Mary Chatterton |see].
Ephraim Downes m. Cloe Painter [sec].
Franklin Downes m. Emeline M. Upson
{VIII) Florence E. Downes m. Adrian J.
[see]. (IX) Adrienne Floreice. Muzzy, b,
[From G. S. Skilton; Conn. Records

Coarrerron. (1)

New Haven as early as 1656;
1&5?, and is mentioned ilL-'.[’
prietors.  He m. JMlarw
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“Mayflower." Ghildrem™=of=WilliEm=uand=Nary
FElarrERItterony b, at Now Havenssbarahpabon ;
Hannah, 1663 ; Mevey, 1664 ; Mary, 1666 ; John, 1668
Samuel, 1671; perhaps others. (11) Samuel Chat-
terton (1), b. June 10, 1671, m. (L11) Savauel Chat-
terton (2}, b, Sept. 15, 1006, d. 1733, m. Abigail

- (V) Samuel Chanterton (3), I April 11,
1724, d. June 20, 1702, m. Mary Smith |see]. (V)
Mary Chatterton, b. 1760, d. OUct 2, 1820, burjed
at Buck's Hill, near Waterbury ;
[see]. (VI) Ephraim Downes m,
[see]. (V1I) Franklin Downes mi. Emeline M.
Upson  [see]. (VII1) Florence E. Downes m.
Adrian J. Muzzy [see|. (IX) Adricane Florence
Muzzy, b, 1885 This Chatterton family has sey-
eral coats of amus,

Saurra (Downes ling). (1) George Smith,origi-
nal settler of New Haven, in 1638, m. Saralh ——.
Children: Sarah; Martha, 1042; Hannah, 1044;
Mercy, 1046; John, 1647 Elizabeth, 1649 ; Sumuel,
1651 ; Ebenczer, 1653; Joseph, 1t55; Nathan, 1650,
(1I) Joseph Smith (1), b, Aug. 14, 1655, m. May G,
1680, Lydia Dristol (or Dristow), b, 1658, (She was
daw: of Henry Bristol, original settler of New Haven,
1638, and his second wife, Lydia Brown, He bad
three children by his first wife; and by s second:
Lydia®, b. 1658; John, 1659; Mary, 1601 ; Hammah,
1663; Abigail, 1066). (111} Joseph Smith (2), b,
March 3o, 1681, m. Aunah Hale Oet. 3o, 1702 she d.
March 15, 1723-24. Joseph m. (sccond) Estlier
Peck Mix, widow, (IV) lsracl Smith, b, Aug. 15,
1705, m. Hannah Gilbert Nov. 12, 1730, (V) Mary
Smith m. Samuel Clhatterton (3) [sce). (V1) Mary
Chanerton m. David Downes [see]. (VIL) Ephiraim
Downes m., Cloe Painter [see], (VI) Franklin
Downes . Emeline M. Upson [see]. (1X) Flor-
ence E. Downes my Adrian . Muozay [see]. (X))
Adrienne Florénce Muozzy, b, 1885, [From New
Haven Vital Statistics. |

Parnter. (1) John Painter, b
27, 1796, buried at Plymouth Hhll, Conn.  Called
UMr” upon his tombstone.  He m. Deborah Wel-
cher (or Welshire) at what is now Meriden (then
Wallingford ), March 17, 1738, She i, March 26,
17094, and is buricd beside her husbhand.  Children :
Lot, Eunice, Elizabeth 1757, Thomas Welcher 1760
Juhn®* 1763, and others.  Johin Painter served in the
French war, “in Col. Whiting’s regiment.”  He
tanght school in Plymouth, Conn,, for forty winters.
(113 Thomas Welcher Painter, b, Sept. 25, 1760, d,
March 27, 1817, He m. March 28, 1787, Lusinu
Dunbar, who was b. 1765 and «l. July 4, 1854.  Both
are buried on Plvmouth Hill, Conn, [ Lusing Dun-
bar,/dau. of John Dunbar, who m. Temperance Hall,
of Wallingford, and had sixteen chilidren, ten being
dﬂ.ughlt‘rh} Children: Chester, b 1787, m. four
times; Sarah m. Silas ll-huilu {veteran  clock-
maker) ; Lusina m. Butler Dunbar, ancestor of Dris-
tol Dunbars ; William m. Polly Barnes and settled in
Ohio; Cloe (or Chloe) m. Ephraim Downes |see] ;

mﬁrd,__l.ﬂr},d 1884, m. William Byington; Ed-

Cloe  Pamiter

1720, d. July

’ 'l\mﬂ '4 T

m. David Downes |

ward, b. 1803, m. Clorinda Palmer, and had Fr;
lin (1833), Julia (1835), Edward (2) (1837),
[.,‘anl (1841), Cornelia {1842), 1da {1345_}, [Lober
{1847). Thomas Welcher Painter served.»= a boj
in the American Revolution. (1113 Cl b,
Jan. 16, 1796, d. Dec. 27, 1861, m. Ephraum Dowl
Feb, 7, 182z,  Children [5ce Downes|.
Franklin Downes m. Emeline 3. Upson. (V)
ence E. Downes m. Adrian James Muzzy. (W
Adrienne Florence Muzzy, b, 1885, [From Merg
and Plymouth Records. | 1A

Urson, (1) Thomas* Upson, England, in Has
iord as early as 1638, with Hooker's company. 5
home-lot on what is now Albany avenue in
Kemoved early to Farmington ( Tunxis], wh
was original settler and” proprietor.  He m.-
beth Fyller July 23, 1646, He d. in I*ﬂrminglﬂq' .
1, 1065, Children : Thomas?, Stephen, hrlarj!, .
nak, .qu Elizabeth, I

(1) Stephen Upson, b, 1650, d. 1735. Dn*_
2y, 1682, he m. Mary Lee [see]. He left B
wigton before his marriagu. and became propri
in Waterbury (Mattatuek) Dec. 19, 1679;
veyor ) school committeeman ; grand jurer;
lownsiman; on committee to  settle W
bounds ; deputy to General Court three ti
peant in 1715, and had seat with veterans
ing-house in 1729, Children: Mary, 1
Welton ) Stephen, Jr, 1686 Elizabeth,
Bromson; Thomas®, 1602-03; Haunah, 16
(first) Richards and (second) Bronsong
1o, m. Scoville: John, 1702; Thankiul,
Dlakeslee.

(LI} Thomas® Upson, b, March 1, 16
Sept. 29, 1761. On Jan. 28, 1719, he ms
Judd [see]. He was the second settler in
Conn., John Alcock, ancestor of Louisa
being the first, He had the title of “
clerk in 1732, and “lived and died res
esteemed.”  Children: Thomas®, 17195
Joln, 1721; Josiah, 1724; Asa, 1728
17315 Amos, 1734 Samuel, 1737 T
Freeman), 1739. :

(1V) Samuel Upson, b, March 8, 17
5. 1758, Ruth Cowles [sec], d. Feb, 25788
settled in Woleott, and was a very active
fluential man in town affairs, ht..mg-'
commitiees “respecting our I‘gwn [
|:;:T,jt:ﬁm. to the General Court, on F'r
ciety, school and II'ILLlH]g“hD!.I&E cominitts
ttmd-::a.mr surveyor, chorister; on oM

“Dignify the Meeting-house,” and 't
Meeting-house by age;" to divide't
and settle acconnts with neighbori
served 10 the war of the American R
as private, later as captain. [
Archibald, 1761; lsaac, 1763; Ched i
vey, 170G ; .‘-.-amud and Ruﬂ'l IyFas
Manly, 1777; Betsey, 1779,

(V) Harvey Upson, b. Nov, i, T

. 1857. On Noy. 28, 1796, he m. R
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This voluss of Conneotiout Arohiwes, War = Colonial-
1075 mnd 1674, wms preparsd and rebound in May 1041, by ghe
Emary Racord Preserving Cospany, Taunton, Mssschusetts,
who have under the direction of the Btate Librarian, dons
much of the work, up to the pressnt €ime, of the repeiring
and binding of cur archives sollsotions.

It has seemad best to divide this volume into two
parts, ne wns done with other volusss when rebound. The
oripinal labels wmnd boskplates hawe been affized to the
inaide of the aover of Part I in order that the original
ldentity of the wolume, as oited in the past, may be made
wANY. !

Thile the contenta of thiz voliom thave been made
easily noceseible through the index, in three volumes, mmde
by Misa Effie ¥. Priokett, sowvering the ten wolumes In ths
sorien, 1t has sdemed best to retain the original table of .
contonts s made by Sylvestar Judd, muthor of the History
of fadley, Usesschusetts, who about L1645 ar nd thase
laginlative papers in ths several series an n wund. In
raturn for this serviee, Ur. Judd was granted the.privilege
of mking axtraote for his proposed History of Hadley, Mams-
schusette. A large musber of the extracts” which he sads
ware in the form of, origimal papers which sre now locatsd
in the Forbes Litrary, WNorthaspton, Magsachusetts, and
inewn as  "The Judd Collsotion.®

Hartford, Conn. Jamen B
Vay 28, 1941, Htats rlan.

Connsaticut
Ctate Library, J&,Mq_.. .Mu‘i;
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Hote.

Thia revised indax af Conneot lout wrehives, Wilitia,
ssaond series, covers Lhros thousand,one hundeed wnd nlnetly-
seven doouments, conslsting of wmilitis iaws, offieial re-
turns, ocmittes reporte®c. They were moved from the old
State House and placed in a store room In the ettle of the
Gtate Capltol, whare they remained as eriginally filed when
recelved from the Oeneral Assesbly for deposit in the Eecre-
tary's office, until 1907, when Mr. Oodard rescusd thea from
being inoluded in paper stock. It wes st Lhigs time that
Buperintendent of the Capltol William B, Bpragus ln his de-
tormination to olear Lhe eapitel ineluded for diponrd many
papars and books of permanent welue.

Az they are ovidently of the sams natire and practi-
oally & oontinuatien of the Militia volumes in the Ftate
Library, errenged about 1848, by Sylvester JMudd, they weore
Lransforred in 1%7 o the custody of that departnent and
arranged as a second serles.

An indax was made in 1909 which seemed adequate at
that date but the inoreased need for all material Likely to
ald in locating the residence of revolutlonary woldiers,
made. & revision desirsble.

-In this revislon, the indaxer hans added the town Lo
srery name entry whenever possibls, using the Barbous Col-
laction of Connecticut Vital Records, the U, 8. Cenmus af

1790 and the seversel town histories s authorfties and oheck-

ing the companies by Fegiment and mmber. Brackets Lndicate
that the place i3 not mentionsd on tha origleal paper but
has been determined from the abore mentioned sOUren.

The indexing was done by ¥ffie M. Prickett and the
typlng by Rdith ¥, Colvin and was completed June 29, 1928,

Conneotioul Btate Litrary, %Mﬁ%
Hartford, Conn.

June 28, 1928, ftate Librarian,
-
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Note,

This endex covars a Third Serise of ths mubjest Militin, mmber-
ing three thousand and fifty-four documents, The dosuments foumd in
the First Series wore melscted about 1645 from the files of the Gansr-
al Assembly by Sylvester Judd, muthor of the History of Badley, Masn-
anchusstts and ineluded dosuments up to the your 1760, The Second Ser-
iss wore moved from the old Stats House and placed in & stors roem in
the attie of the Stats Cnpitol, where they remainesd s originally fil-
od whon received from the Ganeral Asae=bly fof deposit in the Seere
tary'a offies, until 1807, when ¥r. Godard rescusd thes from bolng in-
cluded in paper stock. It wae mt thig tize that Superintendent of
the Capitel Willinm B. Sprague in his doteraination to clear the oape
itol ineluded for dimenrd many papers and books of permanent-yalue, An
Index wns made for the Sevond Soriss in 1809 and revised in 1925, Tha
Third Serlea conaiats prinaipally of documents fras the year 1790
through 1820, transferred fram tha office of the Secretary of Stats,
whan our new State Library and Suprame Court Bullding wms ooeupiad,
Thore are a few documents of the oarliocr period, cmlitted fros the First
Serles by Mr, Judd, whisk have been Ineluded Ln the pressnt ssries,

*

The soveral yolumes of Wilitis, Third Series, have been arranged
in eighteon volumes: I, Public Aota, 1741=1816) I Publie Acte, 1016=
1820, Mlscellaneocus, l.s. Adjutant- and Quartermaster=goneral's do-
partrents, courts-martlal, petitions for pensions and other privetas
olaima and petitions; II1,-XVIIT, Officers and formation of regiments,
1726-1820. The tables of contents not enly furnish a convenlent eal-
endar of tho legislation on militis-—<far the period covered, but pive
& digest of the subjeot matter,

The index =ads by Josale A, Parscns, undsr the supervislon of
Effie M. Prickott, has been in Progress since January 1928, It i mels
on the dictionary plan of name, subject and town entries; under the
rame of an indlvidunl will be found a1l referencs to tizh parson, to-
Eother with military title; under the town all =ilitary legislation
affecting that town ma » corporats body, The nusber of regiment and
nampany to which an individusl belonged hes not been Put in except in
B fow ongses to distinguish betwsen peraons of the same or slmiler namas,
When the spelling of a surnaze wppesra in eeveral forms, ome'ls taken
under which a1l the otliers mre cosbinsd & refarances are made from the
unused ppellinge. The apolling chossn is ms far as possible the one
most umed or one for which mn autorreph {n found, PFull names of man-
bora of the General Assecbly hawe been filled out from authentie rells
of the Senate and Fouse porasssion of the State Litrary. Frequent
uss has been made of thulmnur Collection of Connecticut Vital Re- t
cords, the Unlted States Cengus of 1790 and Gresn's Connestlewt Reopia-

tor, \-\

T =
The typing wms done by Emily C. Rudolph and wea completed Sepfam-
bar 26, 1929,

Connagticut State Library
Hartford, Conn.,
Septesber 28, 1529 A _ Btate I.‘lhrll'il:ﬂ.

1282030 :




v
Eaifry

PROPRIETORS RECORDS

OF THE TOWN OF WATERBURY
' CONNECTICUT

1677-1761

o TRANSCRIBED AND EDITED BY
 KATHARINE A. PRICHARD

. PUBLISHED BY THE
MATTATUCK . HISTORICAL SOCIETY

1914

)

(4."' :i:"’/{‘{:c ,/’ 7

\
3
3
T
(&




PREFACE

IN this its first printed book the Mattatuck Histori-
cal Society publishes certain ancient documents re-
lating to the early history of the town of Waterbury,—
originally known as Mattatuck. A brief reference to
the early history will explain the origin of the docu-
ments and their relation to one another and thus place
‘them in their proper historical sett/ing.

In October, 1673, a petition signed by twenty-six
inhabitants of Farmington was presented to the Gen-
eral Court at Hartford, asking permission to *“make a
small plantation’ at “a place called by the Indians
Matitacoocke.” The General Court, having been
advised by men whom they had sent to “view those
lands” that the place was a suitable one at which to
. begin a new settlement, granted the petition and ap-

~-pointed a committee of five persons ‘‘to regulate and
“-order the settling of a plantation at Matitack.”
. This committee, known afterwards as the “Com-
mittee for Mattatuck,” or the **Grand Committee,’” had
its task as Doctor Henry Bronson describes it in
his “History of Waterbury,” ‘“to make rules for the
anters and prescribe the conditions of settlement,”
16 act “as the temporary guardians and the fathers
%f the plantation, with all the power usually exercised
by town authorities . . . in fact'to found a town and
Otganize it.” In pursuance of this task the committee
firew up certain “Articles of Association and Agree-

v




‘Land Recosds, Volume J1. “A"cotiparison of this-with |

vi Preface

ment,"” constituting a basis of membership, that is of §
proprietorship, in the new settlement. The thirty-
nine persons who signed these articles,—thirty-one
of them on the 6th of June, 1674,—constituted the
organization known as the * Proprietors of Mattatuclk,”
and afterward "of Waterbury."

The original manuscript of the “ Articles of Associa-
tion and Agreement' was doubtless retained by the
General Court, but a duplicate of it, in the hand- ]
writing of Major John Talcott, the chairman of the
committee, is still extant. Having survived the vicissi-
tudes of more than two centuries, it was carefully -
framed between sheets of glass, and is in possession of |
the Mattatuck Historical Society, ]

These Articles constitute, no doubt, the earliest .
remains of the doings of the Committee for Mattatuck,
but are not included in this volume. They are given
in Bronson's History, as taken from the copy in.the
handwriting -of John Stanleyfound in~ Waterbury

the-photographs of the duplicate; reproduced in one of |
Miss-Saralt ], Prichard's chapiers.of ““The Town-and
City of Waterbury,” will show many inaccuracies in
the copy;-and the omission of .one name. 3
The other surviving records of the doings of the 3
committee—excepting the letter of April s, 1682,
which appears in the Appendix—constitute Part First
of this volume, L
At a meeting of the Proprietors in 1711—a quarter of
a century after the Grand Committee had ceased
act—Mr. John Southmayd and Deacon Thomas Judd
were instructed to ''view some writings of the Grand
Committee,” with the understanding that such as were
"of value" were “to be recorded, the remainder to be

Preface vii

obliterated,” and eleven years later action was apain

taken with regard to these same or other similar

“‘writings,”’ namely, “that those papers that Deacon

- John Stanley shall present, setting forth the acts of the

Grand Committee relating to the settling of the town,
shall be recorded,” unless recorded already, “and those

“that are not deemed needful shall be returned to

Deacon Stanley."

What “writings” were ''obliterated” we have no
means of knowing, but the records which remain to us
are evidently incomplete. We have the minutes of less
than a dozen meetings between 1677 and 1682, contain-

/ing such orders and regulations of the Committee in re-

lation to the settlement at Mattatuck as their office of
supervision involved, and in some instances confirming
the previous action of the planters. We have also
several letters of instruction and three lay-outs of land.

The Grand Committee was the centre and source
of authority, but as the plantation became well estab-
lished they sought to relieve themselves of their burden
of responsibility, At a meeting held in February,
1680-81, they decided that *'for the future the inhahi-
tants of the place being orderly called and convented "
shall have liberty to choose their civil officers * without
any further order from the committee.” In 1683, a
majority of their number having died, the General
Court authorized the two survivors to “‘continue their
powers as Committee for Mattatuck, but we have here

‘no record of their action later than 1683, except a
‘grant of land in June, 1687, and a letter in September
& _Uf the same year,"

Their task may be considered as having ended when

 the incorporation of the town took place. An act of in-

corporation was applied for—"a patent for the con-
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4. Miss Prichard in her twelfth chapter gives in-
resting facts concerning them, including personal
cteristics.
:But the fact that concerns us here is that these
Spoprietors kept a record of their proceedings which
e to be known as the Proprietors’ Book, and that
large part of the present volume (Part Second).is
“ecupied with an accurate reproduction, a *verbatim
:et literatim”’ copy, of this Proprietors’ quk, or at least
f what remains of it.
-.In his History of Waterbury, Doctor Bronson refers
o this Proprietors’ Book as *an old, dingy manuscript,
.gif foolscap size, which he had dug out of a mass of for-
;gotten rubbish found in a private family.” Describ-
ing it as it came into his hands he says: “The sheets
.are sewed through and through, in the middle, by a
idord of unnecessary strength, and the whole is covered
by coarse brown paper turned over at the edge, with
‘a broad margin, and made fast with a thread. Many
leaves are gone at the beginning and end, and those
- "that are left are rent and broken, and exceedingly
brittle when handled. Only fifty-four pages remain.”
The late Frederick J. Kingsbury, LL.D.,—the first
ww;f'and only president of this Historical Society until
“the time of his death in 1910,—in a first draft which he
<had prepared of a preface for this volume, suggested
at the “forgotten rubbish”. of which Doctor Bron-
speaks, *consisted of books and papers, left by his
Sfdather, Judge Bennett Bronson, who was well known
s a student of local history, and who undoubtedly had
The manuscript in his possession while pursuing his re-
skbarches. As Judge Bronson died in 1850, it was a
piece of good fortune that this unique document did
#tot completely disappear between that date and 1857,

firmation of their lands unto the present proprietors’—
in May, 1685, and was granted by the General Court a
year later. '
To these “proprietors’’ the Grand Committee, hav-
ing purchased the Mattatuck lands from the Indians,
had ‘“assigned and made over all their right and title” 33
in 1677, “the inhabitants having paid the purchase to i¥§
our order,” as the committee phrased it. In the
‘“‘Articles of Association and Agreement,” already re-
ferred to, there is set opposite the name of each sub-
scriber the amount of his subscription, the smallest &
being limited to fifty pounds and the largest to one i
hundred, but the relation of these subscriptions to
the actual ownership of the territory is nowhere dis-
tinctly indicated. *That there was a purchase of the
township made by the planters in some form,” Miss &
Prichard remarks in her fifteenth chapter in “The #j
Town and City of Waterbury,” ‘‘and quite distinct from 3
the purchase from the aboriginal inhabitants is evi- %
dent, but nothing definite or explanatory concerning it
has been left on our records.” She suggests that the 3
arrangement was similar to that adopted in Massa- 33
chusetts Bay, where ‘the proprietors became holden 3}
to the colony, through the committee appointed by it, %
for all the costs and charges incident to the settlement
of the plantation.” In each case the planter *secured 3
lands according to his venture in the common stock,’’ 3
but in Massachusetts the original allotment was left
to the governor, while in Mattatuck it was left to the
Grand Committee. :
The names of the men who became by the action i3
of the * Committee for Mattatuck” the proprietors of a
territory embracing a hundred and thirty-three square
miles are spread upon the pages of Bronson’s History, &}
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when his son discovered it. Doctor Bronson made 33§
such use of it as he wished in writing his History of the 3

town, and in 1862 deposited it for safe-keeping with

the New Haven Colony Historical Society."
In 1890, while Miss Prichard was at work upon her 3
volume of “The Town and City of Waterbury,” 3

through the courtesy of Doctor Bronson, this Proprie- %
tors’ Book came into her hands, and consisted at that -
time of twenty-six leaves, one having been lost since 3
1857.
It was in 1890 also that the discovery was made #
among the papers of the late John Kingsbury, Esq. (who

was the last “Proprietors’ Clerk”), by his grandson, i
Frederick J. Kingsbury, of the Articles of Associa- %}

tion and Agreement, the writings of the Grand:
Committee, the two Indian deeds which fform the illus-
trations of this volume, an almost complete record :

of the tax-lists of the town from 1730 to 1783, 4

warnings to depart the town, and hundreds of deeds,
agreements, and other valuable and interesting docu- °
ments. All these papers were turned over to Miss
Prichard for her use in writing the early history of §
Waterbury, and are now the property of the Mattatuck
Historical Society.

As the Proprietors’ Book stands, it contains the
minutes of nearly seventy meetings, only two before I
1689, and the lastin 1722. A photograph of the manu- 43

script as it came to Miss Prichard, showing the rag- g

ged cover and one of the pages, is reproduced in *The

Town and City of Waterbury” (Vol. 1., p. 216). 5

It has been submitted to the Emory process and %
bound in parchment, together with the extant records 3
of the Grand Committee.

Mr. Kingsbury, in his memoranda for a preface,

o olear and round and plain as the best handwriting of
" the present day,” and “some in the scrawling hand of a

Preface X1

refers to the “suggestions of a historic nature’’ to be

. found “in the leaves of this old record besides their
" written contents.”” He speaks of the paper as neces-

i i i he noticeable
arily of English manufacture, mentions t

iarié:y in the inks that were used, and has a gOOfi c}?al

to say about the chirography, some of which is “as

man whose time was mostly spent in handling the ham-
mer or the hoe, and whose spelling, even though. he
may have known better, was very apt to drol‘)‘ into
the phonetic style.” His added rema:rk, that ‘‘some
of it is phonetic to excess’’ may be verified by any one
who glances at the following pages. One need n?t go
further than the first page to discern the extraordinary

_variety and the apparent lawlessness of the orthography,

and on page after page may be found instances that
almost suggest inventive ingenuity on the pax.‘t of these
scribes of two centuries ago. We find prejudice spel!ed
in at least ten different ways, the most notable occurring
in the phrase, ‘‘pragadishing hy wais and fooremer
grants.” We find such combinations as ‘‘to met at
twelf a klok,” and “agarned till the seckond tousv:ed~
day,” and ‘‘spakticell pond,” this last representing
not an Indian name, but one of the Spectacle Ponds
now , included in Hamilton Park. We have also
“gaufe” for gave, and “unannymus’ and “to ragolat
misstaks.” But the chief struggle of the recogders
seems to have been with the bachelors and their ac-
commodations. Among the seven or eight different
guises in which they appear, ‘bagelders” and “bacheld-
“tors” are perhaps the most startling, although we have

_ also “bagelders acomandation” and “ba.gi.lldo.rs- a
-~ coming dation.” It will be seen also that striking
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variations of the same word occur on the same page
and sometimes in the same sentence, showing that no
rule of uniformity had been established or apparently
thought of.

The remainder of the volume calls for little prefatory
comment. At a meeting of the Proprictors held on
November 27, 1722, “it was agreed by vote that the
several acts of the Proprietors from this time forward
shall be entered in the Town Book "

The acts of the Proprietors as thus recorded have
been carefully copied from the Town Book, and eon-
stitute Part Third of this volume. The volume con-
tains therefore a full record of the proceedings of the
Waterbury Proprietors so far as it is ossible to obtain e "
it. On Decm:l]:er 10, 1764, & vote wzs passed to have names, the Sﬂdnl"g"“ and thF hmr;?rm_n ol ﬁﬂ'i
the old record book, then in:Captain Thomus Porter's study here, in its ﬂumlnest‘mamff.:statmna, t!‘m un Isew
possession, “examined to see if anything should be ing of that community life which has gwend 2
copied.” For many years after that vote, no record England its fame a.n::l honor. An;:l m‘herﬁlh ﬂﬂbgz: m;
of the doings of the Proprietors appears, and as certain who are proud of Waterbury, ":’l _P”;e tt = sz g
lay-outs of land are mentioned between 1764 and 1802, a remnant of the past, a souvenir that can
which refer to a division of Proprietors’ rights made at duplicated,
certain dates, and no record is to be found of such divi-
sion, it is thought that a volume of records must have
been lost. There are also in the town records various
entries in which the laying out of highways and some

other matters are treated as acts of the town, although
they were in fact acts of the Proprietors. These entries
are not reproduced in this volume.

Parts Fourth and Fifth seem to call for no comment.
The brief Appendix contains two papers which had been
mislaid at the time Part First was printed.

Mr. Kingsbury's comments on the handwriting of
the Proprietors' Book convey but a faint idea of the
difficulties involved in the decipherment of some por-

: anuscript. The transcription of the
-:::5 s:rfuet::itn;rﬂwdedind crabbed from the ﬁrst_. and
blu:}ed and stained and worn bx age, hgs been act}:ewd
by the industry and expert skill of Miss K&tl_mn_ne A
Prichard, with the assistance .cf I'r'ir. Bt?njam:m F.
Howland. The Index also is Miss Prichard s_wurk.
Almost any one turning the leaves of this volume
will find himself among the unused and r_:bﬁc-lete place-
names of an apparently unknown region. Yet we
have here, although in disconnected passages and frag-
mentary form, the record of the develn;:fment of onf of
the most remarkable and most conspicuous .Df New
England towns. While the gemlzalngmt finds J.l'.l‘tht:st‘
pages a storehouse of materials in the form of family

JosEPH ANDERSON.
January 24, 1011,
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and Layd upon Lands as formerly for the Two pasi
years following the date hereof and the charges of
makeing and mending of Highwayes by the same.

It is Granted that each proprictor as addition all
their former grants, shall each inhabitant have eighg
Acres p* man, layd out to them in such places within
their Town Bounds as the inhabitants shall agree, to b&
layd out by persons chosen by y* inhabitants of the
place. :

And in referance to ye Act of the inhabitants off
Mattatuck granting Samuel Hecox an addission of
Land as by a coppy of their records appeares, we the
committee give o consent and confirme the same
him,

In referance to what lands are granted by the
inhabitants of Mattatuck, to John Hopkins the present
miller, we do well approve off, and in case they shall
see cause to ease the intayle of any part of the §
Allotment, we shall not object against it. Upon th
pettition of Serg' Jn® Stanly that he may be accom:
modated with four or five Acres of Meadow Land
the River although it be four or five miles off from the
Town, in consideration of the meaness of his All-:}t_;
ments, wee the Committee do advise the inhabitant:
to a complyance thereunto.

The foregoeing conclusiones signed Feb'y 7", 1682,
Joms Taroory Commitiee for |
JoHN WADSWORTH Mattatuck
NicHo: OLMSTEAD

Prus

At Farmington, Feb’y seaventh 1682 Edwarg
Scott senio” Did personally appeare, ant
did publickly, freely and fully declare that
he did give and grant to his son Edward
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Scott Jun® that House set for a dwelling
House on the Home Lott granted to his sayd
son by mattatuck committee, and all his
rights in those other Land granted by sayd
Committee belonging to that Home Lott on
which sayd House now stands, with all the
charges and expences thereon, and what he
hath disburst for sayd Lands in reference to
the purchase thereof, to be and remaine, to
his sayd son, to him and his Heires forever,
without any further or future clayme, from
him selfe or from any other by or under him.

wee the Committee

grant phillip Judd

the quiet possession

of that Land and

allotments at Matta-
tuck

that was formerly his Broth Samuel Judds lands this

13" of June, 1687,
Prous

the above said was fully signified
and declared befor us
Joun TALcorT

{. Asst.
JOHN WADSWORTH

Jonn Tarcorr

] Committee
JOoHN WADSWORTH

we hose names ar here under wrighten do subserib
to a faithfull submission and observation of the act
of the committee one the other sid of this lefe,
Feby th

6-1682
Subscribed this 4 June 83 Thomas hancox
Janiwari 10 83 THOMAS JUDD JUNER
May 26=84  RosBERD PoriEr,
June 13=87 PuiLir Jubp
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order to Get yr Land Settled and recorded and as fg
Lands that have been Surveighed the owners of §f
Land Shall bare the Charge of S Committe them Selyg
and all Grants not Surveighed the Charge shall §
paid by the proprietors which Committe Shall b
ready wn Called by perticular persons or sent by th
proprietors, :
A true Record of the voie ;
Attes. John Southmayd Clerk.?

Att the Same Meeting there were two of the Cong
mitte that were formerly Chosen to Lay out the Nort
west Devision that obJected Against Attending o
that buisness Viz. Lif. Hickox and William Judd w
did by vote appoint John Scovill Ju® and Thomas Portes
In their place with the remainder of the Committe T’n.‘
that work.

A true Record of the Vote

Attes?. John Southmayd Clerk, |

The Meeting Adjurned till the 2* tuseday In April
Next.

At A meeting of the proprietors of Waterbum
Decemy™ 16" 1723 where as there Is Sundry Lol
Laid out formerly with In the Bounds of the Lani
Sequestred for A Devision at the North west part @
our bounds tis Now Agreed upon that the Commith
appointed to Lay out 8% Seguestred Land Accordinl
as the Lott did Cast Each man Shall have full pow&
to Measure those Lands formerly Laid out and B
Agreement with the owners of 5¢ Lands bring thef
Into as Good A form as may be for the Advantage ¢
the Lotts that are now to be Laid out. Not moving
Any of 8¢ former Lotts from the place where they b

wp o n b D R
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and ¢! former Lotts are to have ordinary Measure. past
by A full vote
A true Record of the vote

Attes®, John Southmayd Clerk,

Thomas Brounson
Samuell Scott

Thomas Clark

the 2° Proprietors Lott
Abraham Anddruss Se.
John Scovill. Ju'.

John Richards Se'.
Thomas Worner 5¢,
Joseph Hikcox Ju'.
School Lott

‘Samuell Porter

Isaac Brounson Ju.
John Judd Ju.

Obadiah Scott

Thomas Handeox
Joseph Brounson
Richard Welton
Benjamin Bernes Ju'".
John Brounson of Isaac
John Richason

John Southmayd
Thomas Anddruss
Samuell Worner of Thomas
the 3* proprietors Lott
John Worner Se'.

A List and order of of the Lott that was Agreed upon
And Drawn for At A proprietors Meeting November.
26, 1723.

the Lott the propriety

40
40
40
40

144
40

Lae

180
40

270
40
40
40
40

180

40
40
40
40
40
270
40
40
40
162
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mitte appointed to Lay out the Village Lots and Make
Return of the Certain boundaries and Weadth of Each
Lott. Voted :

Atrue Record of the Vote.

Test John Southmayd Clerk, |

the Meeting of March 30" 1747 Continued -
Att the Same mecting for A Committe were Appois :
ted Cap' Timothy Hopkins. George Welton and Ser
Thomas Porter by Vote.
Atrue Record Test Jn® Southmayd Clerk. |
Att the Same Meeting It was by Vote Agreed and
Concluded that the Committe to Lay out Highway
In the Several Q'uarters of the Town Shall have ..".-

mage done by Highways running through perti
mens Land and do here by put A stop to It till
Proprietors Shall order Other Wise. voted
Atrue Record of the Vote
Test. Jn® Southmayd Clerk. &

Att the Same Meeting the Meeting adJourned by
Vote to the first Tuseday in November Next.

Meet Acording to AdJournment the first Tuseday
In November 1747 And but few of the proprie

Met and the Meeting adJourned to the Second -r
day In January Next.

January the twelfth 1747/8 the proprietors
According to AdJournment. :
‘At the Same Meeting after Some Considers
Discourse About A Division In the undivided

Voted that they would Have A Division In the
divided Land.
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At the Same It was Agreed and Voted that they
would have a division of one Quarter of an Acre on the
pound In the undivided Land.

At the Same meeting 1t was Agreed and voated that
A Lott drawn upon the Several Proprietors Shall
regulate the Above sd Division.

At the Same meeting It was by vote Agreed that the
order of the division Should be in the Following Man-
ner and form that Is to Say. he that has the first Lot
Shall have the first turn to Lay out his Land and the
Second the Second and the third the third Tum and
So Successively till they have all taken up their Lands
as here After Shall be Agreed upon.

At the Same Meeting It was by Vote Agreed that the
first Lott Drawn Shall Lay out his Lott on the Six-
teenth day of Aprill Next If Apropper day for the
Work and the 2" on the Next proper day and So Suc-
cessively till the Last day of may next. and then to
begin Again on the first day of September following if
A proper day and So to Go on In the Same order
Succesively till the Lot be finished. Excepting Saboths
and all publick dayes and Such dayes when the Weather
Isunsutable In the Judge ment of the Measurers applied
to and he whose turn falls on one of the Excepted
days Shall Improve the Next proper Day to take up
his Land and he that neglects to take up his Lott on
his proper day as above limited Shall loose his turn
So as not to hinder any other man of his proper
day.

At the Same Meeting It was Voted and Agreed that
Every man In Laying out his Lott In his turne to
Accommodate him Self. Shall have Liberty to Lay
It in Severall peices by his own Land handsomely
formed. and where men Dont lay It by their own Land
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46
47
48
44

51
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

G1
G2
63

.

g

6O
67
(it}
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
7

79
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4" Proprietors Lott
Abraham Anddruss Se'
John Judd Ju'
School Lott

5th Proprietors Lott
Thomas Anddrus
John Judd 5¢
Ebenezer Richason
Jonathan Scott Ju'
John Richard Se'
John Barns
Timothy Hopkins
Thomas Welton
John Welton Se'
Thomas Handcox
Benjamin Richard
John Welton Ju'
George Scott Se'
Richard Portery

2" proprietors Lott
John Southmayd
George Welton
David Scott
Ebenezer brounson
Stephen Welton

150 " propriety
Obadiah Richards S¢'
Phillip Judd
Thomas Judd William
John Womer Se'

6" proprietors Lott
Thomas Richards
Jeremiah Peck
Joseph Gaylord Se'
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go | Ephraim Worner 40

g1 | first proprietors Lott 40

82 | Thomas Judd Jones 180

83 | Benjamin Barn Ju' 40
84 | Stephen Hopkins 40

85 | John Hickeox 40
86 | Thomas Richason Ju' 40
87 | William Hickeox 40
88 | Thomas Hickcox 40
89 | Abraham Anddruss Ju' 40
go | Daniel Porter S 171
g1 | John Newel 180
g2 | Samuel Stanly 40
g3 | George Scott Ju' 40
94 | Thomas Upson 40
g5 | Daniel Womner 108
96 | John Brounson of Isaac 40
g7 | John Richason 40
g8 | Thomas Bamns 40
g9 | Joseph Hickcox S¢' 108
100 | Obadiah Richard Ju' 40

the Meeting Met According to Ad ]uunmeqt the
first Monday In February 1751 and Met according to
AdJournment the MoDerator Appointed to Draw the
LD::L the Same Meeting Lien' John Scovill A Gammit:c.l:
man to be with the Committe formerly Made wiz.
George Welton and Lien' @hon as Porter to Cary out
the boundaries of the Several Lots In the Village to the
Several Highway as the proprietors of the _Lots Sha‘ll
Call them, and to Make Returns of their Certain
bounds So that they May be Entred on Record and
ascertained on Record.
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at the Same Meeting Mesu® Cap® Stephen Upeom
Thomas Barns Stephen Hopkins ware Chosen A Cosn-
mitee to adjust aceounty with Cap® Hileox Lisy! John
Seavel Cophihomea PReee (., C /0 L line) I

At the Snme Meeting Mesu™ John Judd Josenh
Bronson & Stophent Upson Jun® was Chosen Lo u_p_ni"i:m
the Common Land which Lies within m® Stephen
Hopking farm and Make Retarn to Next meeting,

Voted to AdJorn this Mueting to v® third Tucsdny
of Instant Febimury at 9 of y* Clock In v* Morming—

The Meeting metaccording to adjornment on Felis-
ary 17¢ 1756

AL y® Bame meeting voted that if y* Town will hy
their vote pay one ball of y* Charp that y° proprictors
are at In y* Cunse betwesn Harrington and this Town
they will yet Continue their vole as to paying Land for
higlways other wise not the Town to have yv* bunefit
of the bill of Cost if any be obtuined.

and for a Commites to Lay the shove vote be-
fore ye Town m° Sam! Hikeox W was
Chosen

the Same mezting voled to Raise Rate of one larlhing
on ¥° peund Lawfull money In Luw of y* hall farthing
Grunted the Last meeting 1o be Callasted by the first
Day of may next ar an Equilent in old tenor in Case y»
money be paid by that time,

with Respeel to y* above 8d Com-tee Chosen to
apprize y* Common Land which Lyes with in nv
Stephen Hopkins farm lave Returned thelr Duoings
to this meeting In = following manner viz.

viz Waterbury February 17: A D 1736 wo the Sub-
seribers being appoynted o Commitee to apprize the
undivided Lend at w? Stephen Hopking farm Do

e L, N
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Judg it to be worth Six Shillings Lawfull money per
John Judd
Joseph Brongon
Stephen Upson jur

At yo Samie Mesting Lien! John Judd was Chosen
proprietors Trensurer

at y* Sume mecting voted thal no measurer Shall
Lay out any Land that m® hopkins hes Relnqushed
tiill further order _

Voted to adjorn this meeting to y* first Tuse Day
of September next at ten In y*morning,

a True Record of y* above votes
Test Thomas Clark Clerk,

Acre
Com-tee

The proprictors Met aceording to adjornment on ¥
first Tuesday of September 1756 Lhe meeting being thin
& no business appearing after y* meet was opened.
Voted to Adjorn this meeting to y° first Tuesday of
December Next at ten of y° Clock In y® fore Noon at
y* meecting hous ' _

A True Reeord of y* vots Test Thomas Clarle Clerk.

The proprietors Mot acecording to Adjormment on
y© fire Tuesday of December 1756

At y® Same Meeting voted that y¥ Lend Lately In
the ocupuey of John Southntayd Esg™ of Waterbury
wevens® Commonly Called v Little pasture. Shall be
for y* use of y" Severael Schools In y* Town of Water-
bury to be Disposed of as as y® other School Lands here
to fore hath ben

At »* Same meeting appoynted Dea® Thomas Clark
& to amdjust a Mistdak made In mr

SLEme Eﬂpkim farm In Respect of Land that was

took In helonging to y® proprictors
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voted to ajorn this meeting to ¥* first Tuesday
March Next at 9 of y* Clock fore noon i
A True Record Test Tho: Clark Clerkc

At A proprietors meeting Met
ment on March 1'*® 1757 5
ye meeting not being full Did by vote adjorn this
meeting to y* 15 Day of this Instant at 9 of ¥* Clock"
In y* morning to Consider about Remeasuring our
Lands & also of Disposing of ¥* village Land. :
A True Record of y* vots Test Thomas Clark Clerk
At the meeting that met according to adjo 1
on y* first Tuesday of February A D 1756 at y* Sa
Meeting it was voted that ¥* Survey and plan of
Stephen Hopkins Farm In v® South East quarter of - ye
bounds In waterbury taken & made by Tho: Clark
measurer with y* assistance of Cap' Daniel Southmayd
be alowd by this meeting and put upon Record and
that he & his Heirs Shall for Ever possess and Enjoy’
all y* Lands Lying within y* % Generael plan which'

be fore this time Did belong to ve proprietors votell
in the afirmative :

according to adj

At a Meeting of y* proprietors Met according to
adjornment March 15 1757 Whereas the proprie
voted In y* year 1731 that John Stanly Jun his Ri
to a Bachelder Lot Should be Good this meeting ac
that y* 8d Jn® Stanly Jun® Shall be aded to the List
proprietors and have Right to Lay out his Divis
upon Sd Right from y* year 1730 and In all future
Divisions b

At y* Same Meeting Mesu™ George Nicholes Josiah
Brounson & Thomas Clark were Chosen a Commi
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io Remeasur Doct Benjamins Land In Case he Calls
to Do Sd work on his own Cost '
thi‘t’:t.ed to adjorn the Meeting to ¥* La:-.: aumq:},
of october Next at Nine of y* Clock In ¥ : C-;rr: 4
A True Coppy of y* Votes Test. Tho® Clark Cler

The meeting Met acmrdin_g to adjornment :;mt:'r
25—1757 being a thin Meeung_ and nc; bﬁmﬂ = % =
posed voted to Adjorn this meeting to ¥* 3 Rad
of December next at 10 of y* Clock In ye fore

The Meeting Met according to Adjornment on ¥
d Tuse Day of Decem” 1757 )
3 At y* Same meeting at y* Request of Thor::as Claﬂ:
for A Committee to Search his Records on y “acc.:;un
of his Land being Lap® at malmalick Cap' Sam H:" COX
Ec&&p-‘aamhpmas: was Chosen for Sd Committes
with full power to Give order to y* measurers to Lay
rding as they Shall find =,
m;tsi'mSmf Meeting it was Voted that Cap* W.ﬂham
Tudthhall Lay out a Lot In y* East 'I.‘enr of S:xtm::i
acres & half to John Stanly Jun® Joyning to y® Las
t - L =
LGM y* Same Meeting Voted to adjorn this I*:*laetmg
to ;v“ Next Tuesday at Eight of y* Clock In y* morn-
ing—

The proprietors Met according to Ad;ﬁf;; E;:
Tuesday ¥ 27 Day of Decem" 1 757 At ye! . ::m s
ing there was Chosen a Committee to Adjus iy
between y® proprietors & o Stepiym b:]:; 4
Respecting a Quit Claim of his Land Lying & 1-,-,11; e
Land which Lyves within his plan and to order
Quit Claim to be Recorded
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extend north ward to y* tumnig of y* River not pre
gedising highwayes nor former grants i
att a town meeting in watorbury decem 30: 16g:
y* town by way of acchang gave Richard po
highway betweimn his hous lot and v* common fen
for a parsil of land at y* east end of his hous lot to' B
stacked out according as it was vewed by srp
and abraham andrus senor y* high way next sd ang
to be left 3 Rods wid and y* =d portor is not to hi
them Coming to y* spring if y* sd loyn dont reas
and sd portor is not to hinder men coming to n
theyr com mon fenc :
viz att a meeting in watorbury of ¥* town there wa
1z granted to John scovell three acers of land at y
99 mnorth east end of his bogey meadow Runing ¢
700 wood bury Roads M

viz att a meeting of y* town in watorbury ther was
12 granted to Ephriam worner five acers of land on/
gy morth end of ¥* Chesnut hill ¥* buts on wood bur
700 path provided he live here four yeirs i
att a meeting of y* propriators in waterbury
22 1600 there was granted to Ephriam worner
or eyght acers of bogey meadow and upland ab
half a mile nor east at y* wigwam swamp provi
live here four yeer and build according to articles
j
october y* 29=1707 layd out to cbadiah Richord J
deceased four acers and three Roods of upls
Richards mountain butting every way on Com
land as part of his bachelder accomidations being ut
improvement by plowing and three acers of bogey
dow upon woster swamp brook Commonly

.. under y* measurers hand
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obadiahs meadow butting south westerly on y* up

jand on a Rock and to extend northeasterly on each

sd y* brook by Timothy stanly measurer _
aprill 14" 1708 a true Record of what was given

Test. Thos Judd Register

trans |att a townmeeting in watorbury therewas granted
Cribd [to edman scott four acers of land on y* wesl
feb |and south sid of his four acerlot up y* great brook
99 he not pregedising high ways nor Coming to y*
00 | bogey meadows
S at a tog:: meeting in watorbury genuary 3-86 ¥°
town granted edman scott jun’ four acers y* north egd
to begin at Chesnut hill path and to Run from hill
hill .

mﬂtt a meeting of y* propriators there granteld to
abraham andruss jun® and Edman scott the remainder
of y* land att juds meadow betwein edman scotls
eight acer lot and y* end of theyr meadow lots and
y*land granted to smithfora barn plat

att a town meeting in watorbury decembr 30 1687
there was granted to¢Robard porier one acer and a
half of land at v* norwest coner of his lot at ¥* flagey
swamp so as to reach y* spring

at y* same meeting there was granted to nlftadiah
Richards one acer of land on y® west end of his four
acer lot he not pregedising high ways

att a town meeting in mattatock decem 31: 1685 y*
town granted obadiah Richards one acer n:_:.f land at
bucks meadow at y*® south west coner of his own lot
to Run over y* broock to take y*© leavell land on booth
sids ¥* broock

4
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take his devition in y* same maner joyn to his & =
meadow
y* east sd ¥* Race playn buting north on y* high
to woodbury to spring south and to have too ace:
one as others above said then and there by ag
John wellion and edman Scott juner was to ha
meadow on y* west sid y* River containing by
mation I8 acers and too acers on y* east sd y* Ris
north word from it at y° north end y* bounds fo
theyr devition: and y* men following for to take m
wostor swamp for theyr devitions Tho nuell Jn
kins ben bamms ben joanes Thomas Richason Jo
gaylard Samll hikcox edman scott senor which land is
esteemed 46 acers to be devided according to they
proportion: -
and Robard porter thomas judd jun® and Richan
portor.to have y* Remainder of jereco meadow
south sd Robard'portars land Containing by estim
4 acers and three Roods and seven acers at pine:
dow and four acers adjoyning on y* north sd or
of Ensign judds eyland to divid amdéng them s
according to theyr devitions—and m* frayser
smith judd obadiah Richards and daniell w b
have y* meadows up y* west branch:
estimation 29 acers to be devided as they agree
John Standly John womer john nuell john scow
and john Carrinton are to take up pople meadow
y* plains neare y* River on y* west sd v* River by
and a meadow a bove it and twich gras meadow ane
three Small meadows above it by estemation 30 868
and devid it among them selves according to thes
devitions of meadow and tho hancox and thom
hancox to have a part of a lot ment with them _
philip judd and abraham andrus senor to haye
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v meadow on y* west sd y* River neare y* north end
of ¥* bounds next john wellton Containing by eStima-
tion 8 acers and a half and too acers and a half on y*
east sd of y* River in a small meadow apanst y* loer
end of it by estimation eleven acers to devid it equally
according to theyr devition with y* ReSt

att y* same meeting aprill 17) 1688: Ensign Judd
was to have the meadow on y* north of his eyland y*
playn on y* east sd of y* River aganst it and one
acer up a playn above it on y* north sid y* River for
his own lot and his part of hancox meadow lot by
purchas too acers 3 Roods and eyght Rods and abra-
ham andruss jun® is to take his lot in y* maner as
sdasiellportor and thomas worner have theyrs to take
it where he can find it with thos exseptions

april the 16 (1716 We hose names are Under riten
By order of the Propriators have laid out The seques-
tred Land according To the act that Is to Say two
mills East Bounded on a Chirsnet Tree marked with
TS and WH With stons about it from Thence south
two mills with Trees marked to the south east Corner
which is a Chirs Net tree with a heap of stons about
it with marks—TS—WH from thence West to rock
with awhite oak—Marked with TS—WH and from
the east boundaries two mills north with trees marlked
In the lien to the Commer awhite cake marked with—
TS—WH and from thence west To the Comon fenc to
a black oake tree east of the fence marked with—T5—
WH— Timothy Standly

William Hickox

aprill 23—1709 y* measureing of y° land in y* field
y* number of acers each man fences for and y* pro-
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Popple meadow, 29, 226.
Porter, Ashbel, committee, 18¢.
Porter, Dr. Daniel, buys land and
relinquishes it, 110, 111, 117.
committee, 27, 86.
complained of, 17, 19.

grants to, 5, 8, 12, 14, 36, 39,

45, 50, 73, 220, 225,
heirs of, 180. S

protéats against votes, 62, 89,
96.

witness, IB
Porter, Dr. Daniel, jr., grants to,
142, 166.
protest of, 144.
Porter, Daniel, son of Richard,
bachelor proprietor, 72.
rights given to Warner and
Scott, 113, 116.
Porteté. James, committee, 154,
183.
measurer, 127, 135, 148.
to draw a lot, 145.
Porter, John, place taken by
Dawid Carpenter, 2.
Porter, Richard, grants to, 29, 47,
5‘1—57, 64, 207, 208, 226.
has liberty to record lands, 205.
land of, in controversy, 83.
Porter.6Robert, ‘grants to, 209,
22

subscribes to act of the com-
mittee, 21.
Porter, Thomas, grant to, 148.
to lay out lands, 122, 168, 179,

191.
Porter, Timothy, to lay out high-
ways, 154.°
Pound at Judd's meadows, 61.
Pratt, Daniel, committee to view
Mattatuck lands, 1.
Prindle, Jonathan, 183.
Proprietary inhabitants; who they
are—who may give away
lands, 57
Proprietors, action against, 101.
allowed more time to settle, 2,
8, 120.
complaints against, 17-20.
gone from us, 94.
ts to, 101-103.
eirs of, 118.
list of, to be made, 105.
names of, 81, 99, 100,
on west side the river, 53, §5.

ordered to bring in an accountof -

their lands, 68.
uirements of, 14, 18, 99, :

Public charges, 2. Lo

Q
Quassapaug pond, 140.
R

Race plain, 226. :
Richards, Benjamin, bachelor pro-
prietor, 83. .
Richards, Ebenezer, committee
. .on_encroachments, 183.
Richards, John, committee, 104,
113, 120. :
fence viewer, 83.

grants to, 33, 36, 40, 43, 52, 54, .
. .55, 62, 82, -
Richards, Obadiah, committee,
46, 216.
complained of, allotments for-
feited and restored, 17, 19.
grants to, 6, 7, 13, 30, 33, 45, 46,
.49, 52, 209, 210, 226.
highway through his land, 184.
to transport Mr. Peck from
. Greenwich, :?31
Richards, Obadiah, jr., bachelor
proprietor, 50.
[Erants to, 56, 208. :
Richards, Thomas, bachelor pro
prietor, 72.
committec on parsonage land,

159. .
his v?llage lots remeasured, 181.
ichards' mountain, 52, 208.
Richason, Ebenezer, bachelor pro--
. _prietor, 83.
chason, Israel, bachelor pro-
prietor, 46.
ants to, 40, 42, 44, 82.
eirs of, 132.
Richason, j"ohn, bachelor - pro-
prietor, 49. -
grants to, 39, 41-44, 66,203,213.
. grant to heirs of, 147.
Richason, Nathaniel, bachelor
proprietor, 71.
grant to, 8o.
Richason, Thomas, complained
of, allotments forfeited, and
restored, 17, 19.
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Richason, Thomas,~—Continued
grants to, 5, 8,12, 14, 31,37, 44,
50, 74, 213, 226, 234.
Richason, Thomas, jr., bachelor
proprietor, 46. 8
grants to, 39, 41, 44. 87.
Road, to Bucks hill, 89.
to Farmington, 30, 39, 43, 94,
5, 219, 231, 233. .
togﬁxdd’s meadows, 46, 143.
to Manhan meadow, 46.
to New Haven, 89, 213.
to Woodbury, 36, 62, 65, 8o, 84,
94, 141, 184, 208, 218, 224-
226.
Roaring river, s. L
Root, John, acceptedinhabitant, 2.
committee on town-site, 27.
Royce, Phineas, surveyor of high-
ways, 184.

A 8

Saw-mill, path, 41, 43, 56, 212.
plain, 74.
rietors, grant to, 112.
School lands, 189, 221-223.
fence for, 216, 218, .
Scott, David, bachelor proprietor,
8 .

9.
grants to, 41-43, 49, 50, §5, 66,
72, 73, 203, 206, 235.
tt, Edmund, grants to, §, 7, 12,
30, 31,206, | .
Scott, Edmund, jr., complained

of, 17.
given his father's allotments, 20.
grants to, 30, 43, 47-49, 51, 66,
209, 215, 225, 226.
permitted to record lands, 8o.
protest by, 80, 96. .
Scott, George, bachelor proprietor,

89.
grants to, 31, 48, 51, 55, 56, 66,
73, 214, 215.
to sell lands, 110, 117. .
Scott, Jonathan, accepted in-
habitant, 57.
grants to, 32, 42, 50, 58, 65, 72,
205.
Scott, 50badsiah, bachelor pro-
rietor, 85.
Soota Robe'rt,%achelor proprietor,

49.
grants to, 38, 58.

Scott, Samuel, given liberty to
record lands, 205.
grants to, 29, 204, 205, 225.
Scott, William, bachelor pro-
rietor, u?. .
es oath of allegiance, 116.
Scott's mountain, 68, 223, 224.
Scovill, John, accepted inhabi-
tant, 2

complained of and allotments
forfeited, 18, 19.
grants to, §, 8, 12, 35, 208, 226.
- witness, 17. .
Scovill, John, jr., committee, 59,
76, 94, 95, 104.
grants to, 31, 48, 62, 73.
measurer, 87, 98.
moderator, 97.
released from building, 45.
to make a list of the proprie-
tors, 102, 105. .
Scovill, Lieut. _Lohn, commss mge.
122, 151, 165, 179, 183, 185.
Scovill, J. M. L. g “7 H, 3eed to
proprietors’ pommittee, 241.
Scowill Manufacturing Company,
deed from proprietors’ com-

mittee, 242,
Scovill, William, grants to, 158,

159.

Scovil?% island, 73.

Scovill's mountain, 48.

Sequestered lands, 74, 91, 95, 105,
109, 122, 132, 142-145, 147,
152, 154, 170, 192, 196-198,
216, 225-228.

Seymour, Richard, allotments for-
feited, 2.

Sheffield, 196.

Sign-post, 175.

Sled hall brook, 65, 224.

Smith, J., application of, 159.

Smug Swamp brook, 73.

South gate, 222, 223.

Southern bounds measured, 86, 88,

245.
Southgayd, Daniel, committee on
encroachments, 183. ’
moderator, 175.
to lay out highways, 164.
Southmayd, Rev. John, grants to,
71, 8o.
his fence, 228.
to examine records, 84.
to make a rate, 141.
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