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history, as it antedates the earlicst that such history under-

Likes Lo explain,
he servenl, the evidence does it testifly, hut the history af

the Tloly Wars leaves litthe or no doubt on the subject.
The first Crusade, which commeneed its march in the last
year o’ the eleventh eentury, was really the only one that

with by considerabile extent patrunized by Normans,
ancd the only one indead in which the English nation wiis

At what period of time wnd in which particular Cromade
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inany great degree engaged, except that in which Richard,

CHAPTER V111,
de Dayen a progenitor af Jproich Brauch.

Ceoour de Lion, served so conspicunusly. The first wus

largeely muade up of Normaos from their native stute and
Fingland, as well as Ty, where that race had so numer-

Llugh
HJ\.VING in the foregoing chapters given more pitr=
. ticular attention to the history of the Norman
race, to which all families of “Puine” belong, and to such
fucts as have a genernl bearing on the subject in i, n
more particular application of the fucts alreuly elicited,
comes now in place.  From the history already given, it
muy be reganded as presumuably estalilished thio Hugh e ously settled. "They went, too, under the leadership of
Payen was the son of Pagen, aliys Payen of Domes- their own Duke Robert, son of their new King, William
Hinm the Con- the Congueror, and brother of his soccessar Willinm
Rufus,  “T'he party in question betngs s o Normiu, in
v IR the days when clanship provailicd over every other con-
ceivabile motive wnl prompter o action, there ean e no
reasonsibile ool that he went in that company, wlre
alome he coulid Tind true and natural companionship, The

thay, whose important connection with Wi
querar shows him o have been one of the nobles upon
Crusade service was o volunteer one and, in thase il

whom the King was sccustomed to bestow his Favirs
The question now arises 4 1o e presenl
i o the
o relation of (remdship, or evea of lanninityy previled

sutside of one's own kinship or race, and especially he-

Tpsswich
J’ul-l-.l e limits of o common dislect and habits af life.

alrealy rolited.,
representitive of that Gunily, aml whether
fnily e which we have given the name of the +

thie Giest resort s o the
TLwweas as i oay be in the distant future, when the fues-

amily, particulir deseription
tinn may be asked with reference to any particular white

man or Iindian, on which side be served in the wurs of
I'he conclusion is elear

Braneh”  To settle this tjiestion,
hus been wiven in the Jast
. 1k

Cout of Arms used by the §
il interpretation of which

hose s and virlies

ur,

chapler.  1he teaching or inference dervived from this
the States against the Abarigines,

—thut there he, by his bravery and virtue.
Wilts o yaunger son ol
served in that Crosade, which Robert the Duke lail, sl
which was undertaken AL D. 1009,
=y T\ ™
M ALIFORNIA

honor of Knighthood,—that he
this paor and without iheritanee. il thit his
I comnection with this

sl i of s wrly
anatary of heralilic
LALUGICAL SOCIETY

and inevitabile, that the progenitor in question must have

that the assumer or progenitor, w
he inherited, was o Crusader, eagaged in the Tloly W
earned the

Iillt."il-:,;{; Wwils

nut only hanoealile Tt cient,
Faet, it is o be voted that the “aris "
ilate as not to b included in works expl

F l'.lr'_:-{ ,”E
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This conclusion is strongly corroborated by the fact, so
noticeuble in the history of those times, of the names
given to the children in the successive gencrations which
followed the events related.  Allusion has alveudy heen
mile to the fuct that surnumes were first adopted in Nor-
mandy and England about the time of the Norman Con-
quest, which was but a few years before the first Crusade
took place.  The adoption of surnames is only another
expression for the use of what we call Christian names,
and the rules of adoption are very simple und intelligible,
hot only from what one’s reason teaches, hut also trom
what we learn from history.,  The name of ~Payven.”
being adopled as a surname, for reasons already related,
no prefix or Christian name could be so natural as that of
the Conquerar, whose fortune they had followed in the
wir, or that of the Duke, who led them in victory to the
Holy Places.  This readily explains the striking fact. that
the names of William and Robert were most commonly
used, and were constantly found in the Funily in (]ucsliun..
down to the time of emigration and several generations
afterwards,

From what has already been advanced. it is quite ap-
parent that, whoever the person muay have heen whose
valor and virtue are signalized by the Coat of Arms of
the family, he served in the first Crusade in which Hugh
also served.  The Coat of Arms presents him as o younger
son, and by reason thercof poor, or without inheritance.
thus like Hugh, having Edmund, his clder brother, the
inheritor of all his futher's estate.

**The banner and scal of the Order of Kuights 'l‘c:inpl:u‘
bore a cross gules, on a ficld argent.” The family Coat
of Arms spoken of represents the assumer or his progen-
itor to be a Auight, and contains also the two indications
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thus on the Templar's hanner, showing quite conclusively
that he was onc who had u right to Templar fame.

All these facts, with the additional onc of identity of
name, would scem to fix, almost heyond doubt, the identity
of person.  The story, simply otherwise told, is that two
men of the same name, both Normans and both poor, by
reason of heing younger sons and thus without inheritance,
both “T'emplars. shaved in thé same Crusade the honor of
Knighthood for valor and virtue exercised, and both,
necessarily from the nature of things, alike wobly con-
nected by blood or other relationship, It is more natural
to suppose them to be one and the same person rather
thin two.  But what nukes the conclusion all the more
certain is the fact, that, in the compilation of ssall the
known crests of Great Britain and Ircland,” by Fairbairos,

in which twenty-six different ones ave given to the name

of “Iayne,” only one has the sign of Crusade service

upon it, being that of the family in question, or of Leices-
ter and Suflolk Counties; the sign being that of a cross
formed hy five bezants saltier, thus establishing, by neg-
ative proof, what is often the strongest kind of the aflivm-
ative, according to the old legal maxim:  Zixpressiv
wnius est exclusio alterins.

This conclusion has more weight from the fact that
Hugl's prominence as a Crusader, and as founder of the
order of Knights Templar, would very naturally make his
virtues to be greatly sought for by all his heirs who had
a right to cluim and use them on their Coats of Ars.
So brilliant a prize could not have been overlooked or
disregarded in such an age, for such a purpose. That
sorder” maintained its existence and immense popularity
for about 200 years, until the 14th century, when Coats

of Arms were introduced with such general favor, Under
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such circumstances, Hugh's virtues would be grasped and
appropriated with greatest avidity by his heirs who had
the only right.  We ean scarcely conceive of one, having
no rich an heireloom at his command, allowing it to e
thrown awny or neglected. More readily would such
heirs have abandoned the vichest pecuniary inheritance,
But, as has just been shown, such abandonment must
have been sullered, unless the Coat of Arms in question
wus the one which was acdopted, for none other exists
having upon it the particularly desirable indications of
Crusade service and Templar fame.

It is not supposed that the Coat of Arms was that of
Hugh de Payen himself, for he died before Couats of Arms
were adopted in England, but only that the assimer was
of his lineage, none other having a right to assume his
characteristics save his heirs, these being, as a sacred
heir-loom, their title alone. Some one or two centurivs
passed beforesuch Coats of Armms were :nli;)j)lc(l; 7:|hc|,
very shortly after that, we find that of “Leicester and
Saflolk Countics” used by the progenitor of the Tpswich
Branch, then living at Market Bosworth in the county
livst numed, A marked characteristic of this is the three
martlets sadle, indicating antiquity of lineage by its sadle
or dlack color. As the qualitics, which earned the coat
at all, were gained by Cruside service, and Hugh was in
the first, no more ancient lineage coukd have buen indi-
cated, while we are almost, as it were, forbidden the right
of ascribing a later period for earning the reputation of
Santiquity.”
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CIHAPTER IX.

The Family Lincage.
I1E first definite information which we have of the
JL lineage of the family in question, besides what has
already been written, is that which we find in the = Visi-
tation of Suflolk County,” a work originally compiled in
13610, but afterwards estended, at lwo or three diflerent
times, within the next centary, This work was afterwards

supplemented by Gage in his Ilistory of Suflolk County,”

“both works treating quite fully of the funily in question.

Phese writers both deseribe the Bunily as resident in
Leicestershive, upon the famous ficld of Bosworth where
the Tast great battle of the Roses was fought, amd the fate
of the Houses of York and Lancaster decided by the
death of Richard I, on Ang. 22 1435, Though yen-
crally known as ** Bosworth.” the more accurate name of
the place wax = Market Bosworth,” situate in Lcicester
County, near the central point of the Kingdom, being
one ol the places where Pagen, of Domesday tame. hauld
land,

The identity of lineage is made certain by the continued
use made of the same Coat of Arms by the family at
Bosworth. and afterwards in Suflolk County. and by the
original American families for two gencrations after

emigration,
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GensraTion 1.
Sir Thomas Payne, Kuight.

/ 1. Beginning with the history of the family ax pre.
seated in the “Visitation,” we Jave first in the fist, the
name of Sie Tnomas Pavae, RKxtGur, of Market Bos-
warth, who married Margarct, danghter of Sir Thomas
Pultney, Knight, the ancestor of William Pultney, Il
of Bath, the celebrated statesman, who acted so import-
ant a part, first as Minister of War, and afterwards s
Premicr of England in the early part of the last century.
‘Fhe dates of Sir Thomas' birth, or death, are neither of
them given, but the dates at which his descendants caume
‘upon the stage of active life, show that he must have been
born in the carly part of the fiftecenth century. e had
three sons .

2. Nobert,

3. William.

4o Edmund,,

The dates of their births are neither of them given, hut
the record shows the younger of the three alive in the
32d year of Henry VI, or A. D. 1540, at which time
he had a grandson, then a rich and active man. as will be
more apparent in what follows.  "This fact would scem to
establish the birth of Sir Thomas, the wreat-grandfather
ol awelthy business man, according to the usual avernge
of life and bivth, at, or nearly us carly us. the year ryoo.

What became of the two clder sous of Sir ‘I'homas is
not recorded, which shows conclusively that neither off
them removed to Sullolk County, and as no mention is
made of them in the ““Visitation of Leicestershire,” it is
cqually clear that they did not remain there and have
progeny.  In the “Visitation of Huntingdonshire,” an

Y

H
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adjoining county, the genealogy of a ¢*Robert l’u.\'nc"' is
given, the particulars of which would seem to csmhha‘h
identity with Robert, the son of ‘Thomas, except that his
Clout u;' Arms was notidentical. As ditferent sons often did
adopt different coats from their father, this factalosne dous
not disprove the identity. This family was gencrally set-
fled at St. Neot's. a place but little remote from the place
where Edmund's family resided, in and about St Fal-
mundshury and Nowton in the County of Sutlolk,

Just hcltc it may be appropriate to call attention to the

peculiar naming of these three sons, as the names used

often aford @ most important clew to the family gencalogy.

The frequent recurrence of the names of William and
Rohert in the line, snd the reason of it have already been
spoken of. The e of £2dmaed thas tound in the Iif'.st
tunily of which we have mention, most naturally carries
s lm'ck to Edmund, the son of Pagen, whom we have
ventured to eredit as the elder brother of Thugh, and alse
the ancestor of the family in guestion. “The proof is not
conclusive, but for those days it was a coincidence of no
small foree as evidence.
Guxerarwox 11
X (1) Lpyuesp Pavse, voungestson of Siy Thaomas(1),
Glive i 32d of Heney VI or AL Do ggo, married
Elizabeth the danghter of Robert Walton, of Leicester
County. wnd had several sons, s place of residence
wis u;nlnnlmull_\' thit of his hirth, at Bosworth, Among
his sons were:

X 5. Wiltiam Payne, the cldest ot them all and his heir,

)‘(‘(_;..) Winnias Pavyi, son of Edmund () and his

Grxerariox JILL

" Sie s Moy Suftolk
heir, grandson of Sir Thomas (1), removed to ufl

County. and took up his residence at Heograve in that
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comnty. Carryi ith him
ty. Carrying with him the use of his grandfuther's

tcool.:z (;(f" Arms, this came thenceforth, in heraldic history
o b l;f)\vvn..zm the *“Coat and Crest of ILcicester County,
y (“P't: ::k %o;mty,” and is especially known as bclongil.lg
] ay .o It:ugnzuvc.” He was & man of much ﬁotc
ubnz ﬂl.n'fl:m tance in his day, being in the service of Edward
> ll ,l::l("; “I::kcnoflBuckinglmm, as Lailill" of his Manor
o mn:)ir- ’ 1 ?521’,. the Duke having heen convicted
e prring against King Henry V1. to establish him-
selt m power, as his successor, was, by order of the King
:::_:l::)o:-li:;thb '.:.‘he office thus becoming vacant I)y“tlh(:
; 1c Duke, Payne lost his place ;
was obliged to retire tr)) Pri\v'nttcl“l?fcl.) Llc’;‘l‘li ;l)‘:;l:,t’): :"d
T o e
::s:cl::, fl:::::vcll, :1.1::puintcd Payne’s son to the office hcil(;l
vt : » s will be mentioned in his history. e
lll:llll(.‘(l Margery daughter of ‘Thamas Ash, by w o he
had twelve children e e

6- V 1) WNOo never 1 H1 >
' [( y’ h " Cr mil ll(.(].
7. 7()/[/‘, W ho H &
"-llllCd, l"(l hl\' \ NV an >
H \ l(l( B
A} -Ull(.(l \\ m.
b- f/ll’l”ﬂs.
(). (l(-'()l _S" .

10. N/ i
¢cholas, who marricd Aun Bowles of 13

‘ aldock,
1. Edward, who marricd.

Xz Arthony, who married Martha Castel]

13.  Agatha, who marricd John Pray '
e Elizabeth, who marricd Oliver Sparrow
15.  Agwes. .
16, Auna.

17.  Frances.

. GrNerarion IV,
.} Ilenny il
) Ry PaNg, son of William (35), grandson of

E - S0 S
(hn “n(l (4) ] (l"d grcﬂt gl ﬂn(]. on Of Sll .l I)Ol]‘l £y ([)
¢ L
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came to teside in Bury §t. Edmunds, in the County of
Suftulk, Ilc was a lawyer by profession, a member of
Lincolw's Tun, Eaquire,  During his life it was thut enry
VI dissolved so large a part of the Catholic monas-
teries of England, and scized upon their ellects, converting
them to his own use and purposes. In the 37th year of
that King’s reign, A D. 15,46, Paine purchased of the
Crown and received agrantin fee of the NManor of Nowton,
the advowson of the chureh atid the hereditaments in
Nowton helonging to the dissolved monastery of St Fad-
mund. one of the most celehrated monasteries in the
Kingdom. 1le also purchased the Grange in Thorpe
Rigznoll, in the County of York, parcel of the Luds of
the Priovi of Worksop.  For the grants he paid to the
Crown, as consideration., the stou of £647 185 2f. The

sile of the Mamor was made subject to g lease then enist-

ing in favor of W Sterne for twenty years for the yeurly -

rent of £25 138, 9d. 13y this purchase, Paine hecame
Lord of the Manor of Nowton. a rigght or dignity which
folloswed the law of inheritance.

After the Gl and conseguent death of Buckingham. as
Bas been slreidy related, and the consequent dismissil of
Paine's father as bailifly the Duke’s suceessor, Sir Thomas
Kytson, appointed his son Heary to the same office of
baikifl of the Manor,  Paine wis alao cottnsed for the Bl
and Countess ol Buthy, and the Farl on his death he-
queathed to him for a yemembrance. 0 gold ring of the
value of qos.. and the Countess styling him ¢-her loving
friend,” directed by her will, that hie should be associated
with her exeeutors, mul gave him lesaey of L20.

eney Paine dicd July 23. 1508, and was buried the
next day in the Parish church off Nowlow. e Yelt a willy

made o few days before his death, giving his estate, most
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of ity to charitable purposes. T three-score poor house-
holders, in each of the Parishes of St. Mary and St
James, in St. Edmund's Bury, he gave threcsncore bushela
of rye, that they and their familics might pray lor hin,
and to the poor prisuners in the ol two bushels of rye
to he haked for them. together with as much meat as ten
shillings would purchase, and Gs. Sd. in maoney and an
annual allowance of wood for 20 vears: s, to maintain
the monument, cte., of St. Mary’s Church. 2oy, to repair
it small sunis o the poor men’s boxes of Nowton and
other churches, to one friend, the Countess of’ Bath's cup,
to amather, his Chaucer **written in vellum and illumined

in gold,™

to another. a standing cup with cover all wily
that was part of the Countess of Batlv's plite,” and also
a cloth of fine work that hung over the cupboard in his
room with the story of Noe and the Creation of the
World” also various gifts to his brothers and sisters and
their children.  To \Walter, son of his late brother. John
Paine, he gave his homestead on College Street, St
Edmunds Bury, with the College 11all adjoining and 300
marks and furniture. cte. To Willizun James, the 2d
hushind of his brother John's widow, Jos., and to his
brother Edward, his houschold elleets, tiles and bricks
miade at his Manor of the Clees in Essex. Other Linds
he gave to his brother Anthony for life, with renntinder
over o Anthony's sons, Johu, Thomas and William sue-
cessively in tail male,  Besides other devises he Zive Lo
his hrother Nicholas and William his son. the Manor of
Netherhall in Soham, Cambridgeshire on Pt of €100
to his Exccutors, The Manor of Nowton he scttled on
his brother Anthony.  His will was proved Feb'y 2. 1569.
He was never married or at least left no widow, or child-

ren,  The records compiled by the author of the *Visit-

ation” show *Mr. Henry Paine, Esq., Lord and DPatron
of Nowton, buricd July 26, 1568.”

(7.) Junn PaiNg, son of William (5), died pu.vmus
o June L, 1368, leaving an only son, w ho thus became

also heir at law to his uncle Henry, he being then maore
than 21 years of age.
1S, Walter DPaine. ) l
(10.) Nicnoras P son of William (3), veside
at Hengrave, County of Sullulk, june . 1568, lle \\.n-.
devisee wnder his Drother Henry's wills of the Manor of
Netherall Tindalls, in Soham, Cambridge County.  Ile

i Jes "1 :k ertz. County, und
marricd Ann Bowles, of Baldock, 11 R

hael five childven as follows:
19, Nilliam. married Elizabeth Chenery,
0. Thomas.
g} Vary. marricd Robert Bridglam.

vs. Dorothy. marvied Thomas Nichuols.

23, wlons married John Howard.

o "1 1 4 e i o
(11.)  LEowann Paise. son of William (3). wis living

June 1 1368, and i arricd.  Ile had the Manor of Clees
, e
in Alphanston. Easex County. apparently late his brother

Ienry'se snd Bl bwo sons.
235, Thoms.
2 Llews .
(12.) Axrpoxy Pase.son of Willan (3). nunrried

b " 4 ) i slived ot

Martha Castell. who dicd June :8, 1603.  1le lived .

centieman, and lad the Manor ot

e

e lelt

[— Lath living June 1. 1505,

Bury St Idnumnds, "
; )
Now ton. settied upon him by his hrather Henry (0)
: . 1000,
died and was buried at Nowton, March 32100 -
. . Qs C diveeted his
a will dited 1ehy a0 previons, i which he directed

N O ‘hurch. near
body to be buried in the chaneel of Nowton church

: son Willim, also his
his late wife—gave his house to his

wi 3 aving the armis of the
nest of Sholls with cover all gilt having the

'
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Countes 3 i
8 of Oxford upon it,” ete. IHis wife's w

the remainder of his estate he gave to his son Willi;
whom he uppointed sole exceutor, 1 had four clxihl'r‘l-m:
6. Jokn, who marvied Frances Spring. | o
27. Zhomas, bap. Jan. 16, 1563.
X 8. Billiam, bap, Dec, 2. 15605, marricd——-—
.'9 Arne, bap, Jan. 13. 1560, marricd W, \\'vsﬁm
!‘lw l.\l:umr of Nowton which Authony had rccvi\x'-cl I).'
devise from his brother Henry (6). \\'z;s ln"him leli l.\
_\'ul'm;..r Anthony (39). son of John (26, \;'111» .h:ul cliv‘l,
befre his Gather. “Phis. voung Anthony conveyed o | ,
vicle William (28), who therehy I)CC:;IIIC. :ns.hc is 4!'4.':

seribeal i the Visitation, ** Lord of the Manor of Nowton,”

- edding
ring he gave to Mary, doughter of Walter Paine (18); -ul’.;
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CIHAPTER X.
GexeEratioN V.
~YTALTER PAINE, (185), son and heir of  Jobn
(7), gentlenian, had two chilklren

g, Mary bap. June 9, 1577

a1, Fohn bap, Dec. 1201579

(19.) Wik PN, sen of Nicholas (10, residhed
al Worlington, Sullolk County, gentleman,  <devisee 7
remainder of the Nanor of Netherall Tindatls in Solam,
under his uncle Henry's will. married Elizabeth Chenery,
Nov. 8,585, His will dated July 26, 1614, was proved
July 16, 1617, ‘They hadd five children as follows:

32 Wittiane. dicd in 1017,

a3, flewry. marricd Ann Alston,

Jlizabeth, marricd Francis Dister.
25, Jdary, married Thomas Biggs.
a6, Ans. married Thomas Gest.

(211 Hevey PaaNe, son of Bdward (1), had the
Manor of Waorlington scttled wpon jum by his ancle
Newry (6). e was aarricd and had two children:

37, Aeary. marricd Sosan Berink, and died Jan, 22,
16006.

38, Themas. who wis living June 14,1305,

(26.) Jonx Pauxek. son ol Authony (12), macricd

 Frances. danghter of Robert Spring; huptized. January .

1538, and buried at Nowtow. October, 28, 1597, Hewas

soin atd heir appuoent of bis fther Anthony, bul having

dicd hefore his father, the descent of praperty to which
4
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.hc wias heir passed to his son Anthony (39), who thus
inherited the estate which was devised by Ilenry (6), to
his brother, Anthony (12). This included the Manor
of Nowton as already related.  T'he record of his death
und burial is as follows : “John aine, grenerosus, huried
28 Oct.y 1597.”  IIe had children ;
39.  Aunthony, who married Alice l'lu.\'tcvrs.
40.  artha, baptized Nov. 23, 1587, unmarried.
41e Llenry, baptized March 2. 15338-9, unmarricl,
(27.) Tnomas Paise, son of Anthony (12), was
baplized at St Muary's DBury, 16 Jana, 1568, Lul was not
named in his father's will, which was exceuted Fel., 16,
1606, andl hence the conclusion that hie died without issllt‘;
X(28.)) Wirniiaa Paine, son of Anthony (12). was
baptized at St. Mary’s Church, Dec. 2, 15365, and wis
marricd.  1lis wife was living April 20, 1606, They
lived at Nowton, a Parish of St. Edmunds Bury, one (:l'
the shires awd principal wwns of Suffolk Coanty, St,
Mary's Church being one of the churches of Nowlton.
By the will of his father he was devisee of o part of” his
estate, but being a younger son, he was not heir, As has
been already related, John (26), his oldest brother, had
died previous to his father, and hence his oldest son,
Anthony (39), was heir to his grandfather,  As sueh
heir, he inherited from his grandiather, or had settled
upon him, the Manor of Nowton, the same which Henpy
(0)y had bought of llenry VIIL., helonging to the (Ii.s;
solved monastery of St. Edmunds. This made him *Lord
of the Manor,” and as such. owner of the advowson of
that church, having the right of presentation belongine o
that oflice.  Anthony, the Younger, havinge this cst::tz in
1607, sold the manor and advowson to his uncle William

3t . . S e £ H
I"aine, now spoken of| fu £3000, he beings then resicdent
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at Benham.  William then became **Lord of the Manor,”
and as such held his first court there in Oct. 6, 1609, in
the sisth year of James L, and his last court in 1621,
having thus helit the manorship 12 yearst when he sold
out {0 Sir Daniel de Ligne.  The public records, as col-
leeted by the author of the ©Visitation of Suflolk,” show
that **William Paine sometime Lord of the Manor (Now-
ton) wis buried Nav, 21, l()p%‘." “and that his wife was
buried April 209, (648, e must thus have been at the
time ol his death of the age of 83 years,

That the Willizim Paine, now treated of was the futher
of the original Americin immigrants, is not certainly
declared by the recards, hut circumstances leave little
donbt of the fact. ‘That these were of the same tamily, is
demenstrated by othe Coat of Arms which is conclusively
proved to have been used hy them after their arvival in
America. By this evidence. they are showa to be not
only the descendants ol Siv ‘Thomas Pavne, of Leicester.
It that they were ol the Sullolk County hranch. thus of
that particular descendant that came thither,  And still
more. the Coat of Arms so used by them also came to be
known in Suflollk as that of »Payue of Hengrave.” as has
been already related i last chapter under ©William
Paine (3)." 1tis clear then. thit our ancestors must have
bren of his descendants, as no previous member of the
Gamily resided in Sullolk County.  He was the particular

wersem who alone, sccording to the *Visitation,” removed
v o

to thut County where he beeame bailill under the Duke of

Buckinghan’s successor. The history of his suns already
given would scem to leave no other plice to locate the
partics in question. ‘Fhe fact of their heing of the line,
and the almast certain impossibility of their belonging to

cither other hraneh, would leave it presumably proved, at

.
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53 Laine Genealogy,

least to, a rensonable certainty, that the American immi-
grants in question were thus the children of William
now spoken of, who was the grandson of “William
Payne, of Hengrave.” Hengrave, St. Edmunds Bury
und Nowton are all in the sume neighborhood, and
not very distant from Hadleigh, where Robert married
the daughter of John Whiting, thus adding prool (o
our otherwise well established probability,  And the
ages of the parties all concur with the same proposition,
William the supposcd father being horn in 1565. and the
sons William and Robert in 1598 and 1601,

"T'he *“style,” too, of the son goes to confirm the same idea.
Of the 150 persons who emigrated in the same compuny,
or about the same time, with William, onlv some h:nil'
dozen claimed the title of “gentlcnman,” or h;;(l the prefix
of ©Mr.,” one of whom wias William noay spoken ol o
title which he was readily accorded as the son and heir
"f"“" who had been “Lord of the Munor.”  “Fhe char-
acleristies of the persons in the line as recorded in 1the
history, goes to show strongly the identity ol iily, “I'he
cgencrosus” accorded o the character of .lnhu. (2h),
agrees. well with the similar compliment. paid to hotly
William and Robert in America, as will be related in
their respective historics.  Indeed, that particnlar
very add vein, which runs through and cliacterizes the
wills of the different partics on hoth sides of the Aflantic.
fend @ strong picee of conlirmatory proof of the Proposi-
tion.  The hunting out of charitable objects ol bequest.
su characteristic of the wills of Ieney (6). and his
Kinsman, and of William of Ipswich, would scem (o
lead to the idea that the one was of the same Dlood and
spiritas the other. . Then, tao. the money item strength-

ens the presumptive prool of the alleged fact. William
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especially, and also Robert, from their first landing
showed the characteristic of wealth, and they both died
rich,  They were too young in those days (o have amassed
xo much money, ns it is very evident they had from the
first, and the only conclusion to be drawn is that their
father was wealthy.  DBut it was more especially after
the deatls of William. of Nowton, in 1648, that Williiuw's
carver, of Ipswich. as o man of unusual wealth is no-
ticable. Then it was that he hecame purchaser of the
Watertown Mills, the Lynn and other Tron Works, aml
the Sturbridge lead mines, and engaged so largely in
the work of colonizing Western Massachusetts, and en-
dowed the Ipswich Free School. Tt was soon aftery that
he removed from Ipswich and entered apon his, as it
were. new lite as a Boston merchant, and exhibited es-

pecially his great wealth.  All these events, coming so

soon after the time of Williwm Paine’s death in England, -

Jewds o the conclusion that he did, about that time, re-
ceive the fruits of 2 rich heirship, as he would iff he were
the son ol the former.

Grauting that the American emigrant was of the lin-
cage of Willinm Paine, of Hengrave, as the Coat of Arms
unmistakably shows. there wauld scem to he no other
person wha could Tive heen his father save oaly the party
now alleged, as is evident from the history of the several
Funilies now addueed. So that we are brought to the
nevessity of excluding him from the line altogether or
admit 1he alleged paternity. But this, the Coat of Arms
farbids,

A vigilant effbrt has heen made by correspondence with
the different Registers of Suffolk County and others in
England to leirn a more certain result, but without eflect.

No will or infestate administration was taken out on

2 e emepgai s

2
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5t Laine Genealogy,

William's cstate, and his name docs not appear in the
probate records of either shire, a fact which leads to the
supposition that his family, having all removed to Amer-
icit, browght hither his effects without a fornul adminis-
tration in England.  The fact that no children (except
Anngy) are given o him i the Visitation, is conforme
able to the practice of the IHeralds, who unilormly over-
looked and ignored *all who had deserted their conntry.”

The conclusion scems compelled that the original immi-
grint, William Paine, of Ipswich, was the son of William
Paine, of Nowton, lhc: son of him of [lengrave. whose
seal he wore, and whose charucter he so well imitated
and adopted,  But even though this conelusion as to the
particulur paternity or person who was the father of the
emigeants in gaestion be incorrect, it can make no essen-
tial ditlerence in the tracing of the family liacage. as has
now been done. | As already remarked, their father,
whosoever he may have been, must have been gr:mdsnh
o Willizu Paine, of IHengrave, who was the first ane
only person who introduced the Coat of Arms tran 1ei-
cester County into Suflolk, and was thus necessarily the
great-grandlather of William and Robert, of Ipswich.
By Tollowing the history of his several children wnd theiv
descendants, as is given in these pages, there wonkl seci,
however, to be no place to otherwise locate their pitern-
itv. Those sons against whose names there is no mcn-
tion made of marriage, being unmarried,

His paternity being thus presumably established, we
have an unbroken line of descent from Sir Thomas Pavne,
Kuight, of Market Bosworth, about the year 1400, down
to the emigration, with the further presumption in favor
of the line extending back to embrace the great Templar

Hugh de Payen. of Crusade fame. of the eleventh éen-

5

‘e

Ipswvich Branch.

' . o o . 3, "y ! o
tury, and his father the distingunished «Pagen” of Domes

day.
The children of Willinm Puine now fpnkcn of were
as follows, besides Anne above mentioned
s. William Painey b, in 1598-9.
43e  Lobert, bl inator. ‘ X
o H Jelizabeth, who married William Hammond.

A5 Dorothy, who aurried Simon Byvre.

46, Dhebey who marvied John Page.

These all cone to America and resided here during the
remainder of their lives, beimg all of them active and
intelligent citizens, who took most important parts in the
work of .the early colonists of New Lngland.

Gexerarion VI

(32.)  Wintas Pase, sonof William (19)., of Wor-
lington, gentleman. died in 1617, his will being prmxﬂ
July 17, 1617, 1le was devisee of the Manor of Nether-
Al Tindalls, in Seohan. by his father's will, and by his
own will he devised the same to his mother Llizabeth,
andl his brother and sisters equally, all of whom joined

in levving a fine on siome 1o the use of Henry (33), in
1625, e haduo childrenand was probably never nurried,

(:';‘;.) Iexry Pausie, brother of next preceding. him-
seli” also styled gentteman, married Ann Alston, of Bos-
l'u'rd. and died in 1639, having two children,

47 A5deard, who dicd in 1667.

4S. cnny whe marvied Robert Grigsem, and diwd
Sepl. 11, 168, .

(37-) sy Paise, son of Tlenry (21}, nearvied
Sugsin Berill, aned died Jan, 22, 1606, having three chil-
“dren s

39, Ilenry, whe dicd Dec. 7, 1603, not married.

50. Swusan. who died May 28, 161 5. not married,

l
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74 Laine Genealogy,

OF the children who accompanied him from Lngland
at the time of his emigration, all but John died before
their father.  Iannah married Samuel Appleton, aud
died leaving a family of three children.  His wife
vived her husband, his will waking a provision for her
support.  His children were as follows ;

Sir-

> {3
19

. Susan, born in 1624, died without issue,

33 William, born i 1625, died without issuc,

54 Llannak, born in 1627, mar. Samucl Appleton,
i & . . »

35 Jedn, born in 1632, married Sarah Parker.

56.  Daniel, born in 1635, died without issuc.

(43-)  Ronewr Paixi, the Younger brother of \Wil-
liam (42). was botn in Suflblk County, England. in 1601,
matrried Ann, daughter of John Whiting. of 11

adleigrh,
m sine Cmmly. and with her ¢

migrited o America. in
et the sy stgo. e settlad in Ipswich. wnd as has
’f' soahieawdy nted, was one of the persans o whom the
Lageindatare e o grmt ol ind “with leave o settle «
vl there”  He was wdmitted *freeman” June oz,
1 piemud continued o live there until his death. Tis wite
Aon having dicd, he married 3 second wile, Doreas——,
whom he survived two or three years,

He was a man of much uselulness and importance
in his day, and one who was almost constantly called 1o
the performance of public and private trusts, Being likie
his brother, a mam of good estate, he was liberal in its
use, and thus made hiwmself to be regarded as a public
benefactor as well as a useful citizen.  “To such an extent
was this the case, that the local historian of the time
wrote of himas a *right Godly man, and one whose
estate hath holpen on well the work of this little Com-

monwealth.” e sustained the principal oflices of the
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fown, was onc of its original corporators. and feoflee
of the Free o Grammar schools towands the establishe
ment and endowment of which, with his brether. he \.\'.m
amost liberal and active party. e was tlw. mh'ng
clder in the first church of the place, and as the historian
of Ipswich gelates, *his profession and oflice were :Itlul’llcd
by a life of active, exemplary usclulness.” In 1647.h:m(f9,
h'u was deputy to the General Court as the \'c!)rcau"ntuh\.c
of his town, wis on the committee of trade for Essex in
1655, und held the office of county treasurer from 1663
un.lil he resigned just before his death in 1683, '
In furtherance of the Free Schooly besides his pecuni-
arv donations, he gave the use of a dwelling-house ;ln.(l
t\\"n acres of Lind Lo its master in 1632 or 3. and ;nftcr‘ his
death his son Robert and wite gave the property outright
to the town for the use of the school, Tt has ever since
remained the town's property for that use until 188,
when it was sold ad the fund invested for the sime
prirpose, -
Gage says of him: = 1le had a gond estate and was .hl‘v-
eral in the use of it The died in 1684, at the age of 83

Juirs, leaving two sons, Loth born in Ipswich,

7. Folau
‘38, Hobert.

7((.“.) Erazapern Pase sister of William :m.d Rabert.

-2+ 43-) married William Hammond, who emigrated to

\merica in 1632 and was admitted freeman May 25.1636.

‘1

Llis wife followed him in 1634, in the ship Francis, she
being then 47 years old. lle is related to have had u‘
wood estite,” and settled fn Tpswvich where descenditnts of
:hcirs nay still be found. e died Oct. 801662, aged gy

vears.  They had live childven, viz:
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59 Witliam Lo, laptizad Sept. 2o, 1oy,

Oow olaw, Baptized Now. T Wy, ainel dlied sonn,

Gt.  Fuhw, aiptizend] ey, 3. thi,
¥ 62 lnw, Lapticed July L. 1,

3. Thowmas, baptized Hepl. oy itas.

C13-) Doworny Parse, another  sister o Williain
and Kolwrty marricd 13, Sinwn Exre, aml ciine over
together, swith Willian in the “Ireremes"™ which sl
fromn Lomalom, Apwil 13, 1035 e was o supeon Lix it
fession, of much cinivence 3 lis v, il s oo
bovgely teasted fur his prabity il o] Dinisitoess Juidiits,
e serded I Witehtionwa, amil wis vnde Irevimnn Al

L7 1037 5 represented his town in the Stuge Legislitnre

in 101 5 wos o seleetim from 1036 1o 1G_|3. awd Lo’

clerh from 1041 o 165, Heslterwards moved b Jontian
where his wite died Aoz, 11, 1650, They lad children
G i Englinnd as fllows M aged 15w ea-
tion g Thomas, 135 Stwow, 111 Reboeea. 03 CHI L e,
7 Alea 55 Bewfamin, 3 Sarah, 3 omanithes Hesides,
they land born o Aoiericn, Fowathan, Maveh 10, iy,
Harotdy, June Vst PO by, )

(46.)  Puren Parse, o thind sister of Wil gyl
ot nerriel JobwaBire, wnl come over with thir
two childeen in ship with G, Winthrop in 1630, e
foanls the vath Irl.l'lnh'ﬁll'ﬁ e e year,  JSetthed iy Woaintew-
Lo, sond was first constable of the town, made so b e
Lourt, Septe, 16300 s honse was Dol April 20,0641,
Gage speakis of his “wite and two ehilidren whose siflisringrs
the first winter were duly thomght of by B foriner mine
Pster, hlessed Jubn Rogers,™ e died Dec., 18, 1676, ut
the age of ahout go, and his wite, Sept. 25, 1057, sl 87,

hath at Witertown, where they lived ever afler their im.
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. ) wmir oo ;
it Their ehildven woere  Hélaam, (F) Folin

Samaiedy, Daniel, Flizabeth, Mavy, Phebe,and Foseph,

‘(70 tu 75.)
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CIIAI'TER. ONE

FROM ENGLAND TO IPSWICIL.
ANTE-EMIGRATION PERIOD

I 1880 my [ather, Albert Ware Puaine, wriltes in his auto-
biography:

During the lust eight or ten years, I interested myself largely
in lunting up my oncestry and estublishing the genenlogy
of our fwmily. The work was an arduous one and one where
at the start T liad nothing to start with. T knew nothing of
iy Tumily baek of my own father, the name of his father not
being known.  DBut by perseverance I went my woy and what
I ut lusl necomplished is made evident by my published work,
“Puine Family, Tpswich Branch.”” The family was so little
known that it hiad no distinetive name and it waos left to me to
asne it, ns 1 did, “The Ipswich Branch."

Having accomplished so mueh, 1 could not bepr to have my
lubor lost, and so I concluded to perpetuate it by publishing
the work, o 1 did (1881).

My futher being by nature “a digger,” when undertaking
any work, was never content nol 1o go back to the very begin-
pings of things. So, in his gencalogical rescarches, while he
sturted Ly secking o more intimate scquaintance with his
immediate ancestors, he ended by going back to the Aryuns,
vie Scundinavians, ete. He divided his Genenlogy into Lwo
purls, the Ante-Fmigration and Post-Emigration Periods.
1 thie latter he felt himsell on sure ground, nad in the former
he wits very hopeful of the accuracy of his conclusions.

'ussing over this general history of the human ruce, I begin
witli whut he ealls “The Family Patronymie,”

Purt I consists ulmost entirely of extracts from this Gene-

ulogy. e
Ty (AL FORNIA
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14 THE DISCOVERY OF 4 GRANDMOTHER

Tus FamiLy Patronymic

The patronymic of the family, the surname of
its various forms of spelling, proves beyond a doubt its Norman
origin. In Bardsley’s “History of English Surnames”
minute history of the name js given,

Rollo or Rolf, the Northman, in the 9th century, firmly
established himself in power as Duke of Normandy and be.
came & convert to Christianity, and with his encouragement
and support the doctrines became generally received in the
villages of his dukedom. The people outside of the larger
places still held very generally to the former creeds and re-
sisted the innovation. So generally was this the case that to
be a “countryman” came to be merely another name for
unbeliever, so that the same word — “paganus®” — came to
represent or express a two-fold meaning. Hence the word
which originally meant a dweller in the country as dislinguished
from one in the city, came to be a reproach as expressive of
the idea of an enemy of the Christian religion;, the Lwo. words
“peasant® and “pagan” being used to express a liver in the
country and a disbelieyer.

When William the Conqueror passed over to England a
large number of this class of citizens went with him and the
term Pagan spread over the Island.

At about the same time,

“Paine,” iy

the habit became prevalent of
using surnames to indjcate unity or identity of family con-
nections and this word was very naturally adopted for that
purpose and became one of the most cominon surnames, lasting
long after its original signification had ceasc. The name
gradually changed its form from Paganus to Pagan, I'agen,
. Payen, Payne and Paine, also Payson, Pyson and others. In
Italy it took the form of “Paganini” or “Pagani.” It indicates
only a common Norman descent. Bardsley writes, “At the
close of the Norman dynasty, it had threatened to become one
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Lo! the most familiar appellations in England and this while

in our dictionaries ‘pagan’ still represents a state of l:ﬁnther;-
lam, in our dircctories it has long been converte(.i tol tlc ;;ua
pmu'- of Christianity and become at the baptismal fon

Christian name.”
3

; Huen pe PAYNE

Following close upon the Norman conquesl.l,) in th:.) ]::;:l:
parl of the cleventh century, the Crusadez legalll P
The history of the first, which was composcf I‘;u-ge yml tor.
mana under the leadership (})‘f .Rotll)ertl Dtul;eeat; ofo:r}:l:t cz'l,ltury
which commenced its march in he las entury

yeenliar interest to the Paine race, At 'llle termina :
:::nll:lisl crusade, Hugh de Payne .rt(;mmnecfl l);:(l::]dts for Ft:re ;:::lrg

more surcly securing its gran sulls.

::‘r:;‘ll:;r he, with others, acted the part of guld: .for. :ll,l, ::;'l;
pilgrims as might need aid and conducf. to ft ;:u‘ J] urney s
end and more particularly from the crossing o txf:' : o to
the cily of Jerusalem. IFor this. purpose he orinnmil awork.
ndapted to the occasion and diligently atte.nc?e. tt:d :::‘ vork.
In compnny with Godfrey de St. Omc’:,r, he mstltlx; | un order
known as the “Templars of the Cross,” the sole o Jec’ of e
was lo further the great objects of the .Crusnderzls rfuls;ne,
by protecting the Holy Places (.md rt'tx‘lderm{; .saf;: t 1(:l i?mlio:;
of all pilgrims to the Holy Shrine. . The original org: St.rtin .
embraced only seven others beside themselves. .nd . é
with this small beginning, the order soon began to cxtull ld
limits and its power until it bccamc' the most pf)wcl‘fl:-. mc\d
opulent of all organizations. Started 1.n A.D. 1118, .1% coxlx lnI:‘I d
lo exist until 1312, when it was abolished by Philip the Fa

and Pope Clement V.

i i the progenitor of the

Ta cstablish this Iugh de I’a.ycn as : °

Ipawich Branch of the Paine family, my father g;xlvc vc;.y c:;';-
ful study, made very careful deductions, and drew his
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10 THE DISCOVERY OF A GRANDMOTHER

clusions to his own satisfaction, so that in his mind there
remained very little doubt of his identity as the ancestor
to whom and to whose father we should turn as being the
first in written history.

In Domesday we read “Edmund, the son of Pagen, holds
of the King and Hugh holds of him.”

Doxgespay
When William the Conqueror became fully seated in power,
he divided his land largely among the soldiers and followers
from his native state. After this general division, he caused
an inventory and appraisal of the whole kingdom to be made,

taking account not only of the names of the partics occupant -

but also of all their estates with the names of the dispossessed ' to Suflalk from whence the original American ancestor emi-

. gated bringing willh him for use, this highly prized armorial
ensign.

owners, and the higher chiefs or barons under whom they
held. These reports were reduced to order and compiled
under the name of “The Domesday.” The original com-
pilation was in 1086 and has been preserved with all the care
of Ioly Writ. -

Throughout this book there are a large number of in-
stances showing the holdings of Pagen (Paync) in various parts
of England. On this broad Norman platenu, every family of
“Paine” may find his ancestral home, if only he is able to
trace it out.

Coar or Arms
My father turns critically to the Coat of Arms and to the
names of William and Robert which oceur so frequently
throughout the early generations, William Lhe Conqueror and
Duke Robert being patrons of the Paynes.
Not that the Coat of Arms was that used by ITugh de Payne,
for he died before these were adopted in England, but that the

assumer was of his lineage, none other having a right to assume °

his characterist ics, save his heirs, thesc being as a sacred heir-

loom, their title alone. Some one or two centuries passed -

1]
;

N

$Y

< B than that of the Coat of Arms adopted by its °“rb,' foux}ders.
ifvs'n-h not only tells of the general character or specific virtues
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| tly after
\ : ; bolore mtch Conts of Arms were adopted and very shortly

‘ that we find that of “Leicester and Suffolk Countics” used by

-
.

E3i the progenitors of the Ipswich Branch then living ?t Market
g DBosworth in the County of Leicester. Few subjects con-

el

- pected with the eatly history of a family have more interest

of the assumer or his progenitors, but furnishes the best and

4 7 moal relinble evidence of family identity, especially where
i direct and positive menns of knowledge are wanting.

The Cont of Arms of the Paine family is that which in works

) d Heraldry is known as “The Arms of Payne of Market Bos.:
.-’ “worth, County of Leicester and of the County of Suffolk.
o The family first scttled in Leicester and afterwards rcmoved

The illusteation given here was taken from a water color.

B The colora are: the three *“martlets sable,” black; the “crest’-

“or woll's head, azure; the border and belt, 'fed; the shield,
stlver; the "bezants” or coin_s nn_d ‘(‘imasple;. gold.
~ In Durke's Encyclopaedia is t}.us escription:
“Argent,! or; n fesse, engrailed,® gules$ . B_etween threc:
martleta ! sable,® ns many mascles,” or,® all within a bordure

' "Argent,"” silver, referring to the shield, purity.

t * Pesee,” the belt of the knight. . )

¢ * Engraited,” indented or wavy cdges, denoting that the honor was ob-
talanl with diMeulty. e bel

$ “Gules,” ped, referring to the belt, courago. .

! “Martlels,” birda of o swallow kind without fect, denoting a younger son
baving no landed Inheritance. -

§ “Rehle,” hinck, denoting antiquity of lineage. ) )

! “Mawles,” the threo rthombs of lozenge forms in the middle of the belt,
shgwil)ing meshes of a nct; fishing privileges.

* 0" gulid, gondncse. e

' “Nonlure," an additional honor or mark of cadency distinguishing one
brearhy lrom another.
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of the second,! bezantee? crest, a woll's lead ernped) Y.

nzure ¢ charged with five bezants,® salterwiset "

Tue Faminy Linzacs

The firsl definile informatlion of the family ia that which it B '
found in the " Visitation of Suffolk County,” a work compiled §
in 1661, The fumily is described in this work as well as by §
Guge in his * History of Suffolk County" as resident in Leicester- §
shire upon the famous Field of Dosworth where Lhe Inst greal §
Linttle of loses was fought,  The more nccurate nome is Alurckel §
Bosworth, near the central point of the Kingdom, it being one §
of the places where Pogen of Domesdny had lnnd.  The identily
of linenge is made ecrtain by the continued use of the Coal §
of Arms by the family at Bosworth and afterwards in Sulfalk §
Counly and by the original American families for lwo gener-
ations alter emigralion,

Beginning with the history of the fumily as presented in the §
"Visitation,” we hoave

Gen. 1 Sir Tuosmas Payne, Knight of Market Doasworth: §
14—}

Gen. 11 Epwmunp or Boswortu, the youngest son of Sir |
Thomas: 1540

Gen, 111 Wiseiast Paywe, the eldest son and licir of Edmund:

15—+

V4 Sepond,” of the secomd colar anmed red,

¥ Hezantee, sprinkled with round picees of golil.  Sail to indiente the
coing of Byzantivm or Conslantinople, and that ey lind been Lo Ui Crusades
and ransamed.

¥ Erared,"” when Ui hewd s torn from the body aml presenting al the
neck a rough or mgged appearance instead of ateaight, showing atrength s
against skill with awonl,

0 Arure,” Dlue, fruth and fidelify,

b *Hezants,” substontive of bezonfee, golil coins.

¥ “Salterwise,” arranged in the form of o cross, X, signifying Crusade
survice.
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[ 1Te removed to Sulfolk County and took up his resi-
dence in Hengrave and is known as Puyne of Hen-
grave, a man of mueh note and importinee in his
dny, being in the service of Edward Stafford, Duke
of Duckingham, as bailif of his Manor of Tengrave.]

flen. 1V Awtnony D'aise, Gentleman, son of William of
Hengrave: :
[He lived at S, Edmunds Bury, one of the shires
and principal town of Suffolk County and hed the
Manor of Nowton setlled on him by his brother
Henry. He died and was buried at Nowlon in
16008.]

Gren, ¥V Winniam Pamsg, son of Anthony:

[ e was baptlized at St. Mary's chureh in 1565 and
lived in Nowton. 1le inherited or had scttled on
lim the Manor of Nowton, the same which Henry,
the unele, had bought of enry VI belonging Lo
the dissolved monnstery of St. Edmunds. This
mitle him Lord of the Munor, The public records
show that Willinm Paine, somelime Lonl of the
Muanor, wos buried, Nov, 21, 1648 and must have
bieen of the ape of 83 years.]

Pages 51-64 of Paine Genealogry are devoted to stalements
in proofl of this fact that this William Paine of Nowton is the
father of Lhe Willinm Prine who was born in 15080 and whe
emigraled to Amerien in 1685, My father closes this part
of Lis studies with these words:

An nlrendy remarked their (William and Tebert) father
whosoever he may have been, must have been a grandson of
Willinm 'nine of Hengrave who was the first and only person
wha introduced the Coat of Arms from Leicester County inlo

{ Sullolk and was thus necessarily the great-grandfuther of

Willinm anid Robert of Ipswich.






