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Preface.





In

collecting materials for a History of Cambridge, I examined first its Municipal

Records, which are continuous from the beginning, but generally brief, and its

Registry of Births and Deaths, which, during the second hundred years after the

foundation of the town, is very defective. To supply what was lacking, I

consulted such printed authorities as were accessible, together with the

manuscript Records and Archives of the Commonwealth, of the judicial courts,

and of several counties, cities, towns, churches, and libraries. My thanks are

due to all the custodians of such books, and records, and archives, for their

uniform courtesy and kindness. I have also obtained many genealogical details

from the Church Record of Baptisms and Burials, from Probate Records and Files,

from inscriptions on gravestones, and from funeral sermons, and newspapers.

After the expenditure of much time and labor, however, I am conscious of many

deficiencies.




It will

be seen that the Genealogical Register is chiefly confined to the families who

dwelt in Cambridge before the year 1700,--the descendants of such as remained

here being traced down to a recent period. A very few families are included who

became residents at a later date; but these form the exception, not the rule.

So also in regard to the History, comparatively few recent events are

mentioned. It would be impracticable, in a single volume, to include with our

ancient annals everything which those who are now living have witnessed, and to

trace the genealogy of all our nearly fifty thousand inhabitants. A line must

be drawn somewhere; but whether I have drawn it in the most proper place, there

may be various opinions. 




Moreover,

the reader may be disappointed because he finds so little concerning Harvard

College, and the military occupation of Cambridge, at the commencement of the

Revolutionary War; but the facts stated on pages 365 (note) and 408 are

believed to justify the omission. The almost entire absence of legendary lore

may be regretted; but it should be considered, that while it may have been my

misfortune, it was not my fault, that I was not born in Cambridge, and that I

had no opportunity in the first thirty years of my life to gather the local

traditions, which so deeply impress the youthful mind, and which tinge the

facts of history with such a brilliant, though often a deceptive light. If lack

of vigor and sprightliness be regarded as a serious fault of style, I may plead

in extenuation, that although many of my materials were gathered long ago, I

was obliged by other engagements, literary as well as secular, to postpone

their final arrangement for publication, until impaired health and the

infirmities of age became uncomfortably manifest.




Lucius R. Paige
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Key to the plan of “Cambridge in 1635” .




Indicating

the owners and occuprants of the several lots, in 1635, and in 1642. All are

supposed to have been homesteads, unless otherwise designated. 




 






 


  	

  1


  

  	

  William Westwood.1


  

  	

  Public Lot.


  

 


 

  	

  2


  

  	

  James Olmstead.


  

  	

  Edward Goffe.


  

 


 

  	

  3


  

  	

  William Pantry.


  

  	

  Harvard College.2


  

 


 

  	

  4


  

  	

  Rev. Thomas

  Hooker.


  

  	

  Rev. Thomas

  Shepard.


  

 


 

  	

  5


  

  	

  John White.3


  

  	

  Richard Champney.4


  

 


 

  	

  6


  

  	

  John Clark.5


  

  	

  Thomas Beal.6


  

 


 

  	

  7


  

  	

  William

  Wadsworth.7


  

  	

  Samuel Shepard.8


  

 


 

  	

  8


  

  	

  John White.


  

  	

  Thomas Danforth.


  

 


 

  	

  9


  

  	

  John Hopkins.9


  

  	

  Mark Pierce.


  

 


 

  	

  10


  

  	

  John White.10


  

  	

  Edward Collins.


  

 


 

  	

  11


  

  	

  William Goodwin.


  

  	

  Samuel Shepard.


  

 


 

  	

  12


  

  	

  John Steele.


  

  	

  Robert Bradish.


  

 


 

  	

  13


  

  	

  William

  Wadsworth.


  

  	

  Richard Champney.


  

 


 

  	

  14


  

  	

  Widow Esther

  Muzzey.


  

  	

  Henry Dunster.11


  

 


 

  	

  15


  

  	

  Daniel Abbott.


  

  	

  Francis Moore.


  

 


 

  	

  16


  

  	

  Daniel Abbott.


  

  	

  John Russell.


  

 


 

  	

  17


  

  	

  Thomas Heate.


  

  	

  Thomas Marrett.


  

 


 

  	

  18


  

  	

  Christopher Cane.


  

  	

  William Towne.


  

 


 

  	

  19


  

  	

  Nathaniel

  Hancock.


  

  	

  Nathaniel

  Hancock.


  

 


 

  	

  20


  

  	

  George Steele.


  

  	

  Edward Goffe.12


  

 


 

  	

  21


  

  	

  Edward Stebbins.


  

  	

  Nathan Aldus.


  

 


 

  	

  22


  

  	

  Timothy Stanley.


  

  	

  William French.


  

 


 

  	

  23


  

  	

  Jonas Austin.


  

  	

  Katherine Haddon.


  

 


 

  	

  24


  

  	

  John Hopkins.


  

  	

  Edmund Angier.


  

 


 

  	

  25


  

  	

  Thomas Beale.


  

  	

  Thomas Beale.


  

 


 

  	

  26


  

  	

  Rev. Samuel

  Stone.


  

  	

  Nathaniel

  Sparhawk.


  

 


 

  	

  27


  

  	

  Simon Bradstreet,

  Esq.


  

  	

  Herbert Pelham,

  Esq.13


  

 


 

  	

  28


  

  	

  Abraham Morrill.


  

  	

  Thomas Skidmore.


  

 


 

  	

  29


  

  	

  Samuel Greenhill.


  

  	

  — Turges.


  

 


 

  	

  30


  

  	

  John Pratt.


  

  	

  Widow Elizabeth

  Isaac.


  

 


 

  	

  31


  

  	

  William Spencer.


  

  	

  John Stedman.


  

 


 

  	

  32


  

  	

  Thomas Spencer.


  

  	

  William Dickson.


  

 


 

  	

  33


  

  	

  John Haynes, Esq.


  

  	

  Henry Dunster.


  

 


 

  	

  34


  

  	

  Market Place.14


  

  	

  Market Place.


  

 


 

  	

  35


  

  	

  James Ensign.


  

  	

  Edward Goffe.15


  

 


 

  	

  36


  

  	

  Rev. Samuel

  Stone.16


  

  	

  Nathaniel

  Sparhawk.17


  

 


 

  	

  37


  

  	

  Widow Isabel

  Sackett.


  

  	

  Robert Stedman.


  

 


 

  	

  38


  

  	

  Matthew Allen.


  

  	

  Thomas Chesholme.


  

 


 

  	

  39


  

  	

  Meeting-house.


  

  	

  Meeting-house.


  

 


 

  	

  40


  

  	

  Samuel Dudley.


  

  	

  Robert Sanders.


  

 


 

  	

  41


  

  	

  William Andrews.


  

  	

  Hezekiah Usher.


  

 


 

  	

  42


  

  	

  William Lewis.


  

  	

  John Bridge.


  

 


 

  	

  43


  

  	

  George Stocking.


  

  	

  William Manning.


  

 


 

  	

  44


  

  	

  Nicholas

  Olmstead.18


  

  	

  John French.


  

 


 

  	

  45


  

  	

  Joseph Reading.


  

  	

  Joseph Cooke.


  

 


 

  	

  46


  

  	

  Stephen Hart.


  

  	

  Joseph Cooke.


  

 


 

  	

  47


  

  	

  Nathaniel

  Richards.


  

  	

  Joseph Cooke.


  

 


 

  	

  48


  

  	

  William Westwood.


  

  	

  John Betts.


  

 


 

  	

  49


  

  	

  Dolor Davis.19


  

  	

  Edward

  Mitchelson.


  

 


 

  	

  50


  

  	

  John Bridge.


  

  	

  William Andrews.


  

 


 

  	

  51


  

  	

  Thomas Fisher.


  

  	

  Edward Shepard.


  

 


 

  	

  52


  

  	

  John Benjamin.20


  

  	

  John Betts.21


  

 


 

  	

  53


  

  	

  John Benjamin.22


  

  	

  Edward Shepard.23


  

 


 

  	

  54


  

  	

  John Benjamin.24


  

  	

  Moses Payne.


  

 


 

  	

  55


  

  	

  Thomas Dudley,

  Esq.


  

  	

  Herbert Pelham,

  Esq.


  

 


 

  	

  56


  

  	

  Matthew Allen.25


  

  	

  William Cutter.


  

 


 

  	

  57


  

  	

  Humphrey Vincent.


  

  	

  John Moore.


  

 


 

  	

  58


  

  	

  Daniel Patrick.


  

  	

  Joseph Cooke.26


  

 


 

  	

  59


  

  	

  Richard Lord.27


  

  	

  Herbert Pelham,

  Esq.


  

 


 

  	

  60


  

  	

  Matthew Allen.28


  

  	

  George Cooke.


  

 


 

  	

  61


  

  	

  Edmund Gearner.


  

  	

  Mrs. Eliz.

  Sherborne.


  

 


 

  	

  62


  

  	

  John Arnold.


  

  	

  Thomas Hosmer.


  

 


 

  	

  63


  

  	

  William Kelsey.


  

  	

  John Sill.


  

 


 

  	

  64


  

  	

  Andrew Warner.


  

  	

  George Cooke.


  

 









 


















 




 




1 “

Forfeited;” afterwards called “Watch-house Hill;” site of the Meeting-house

from 1650 to 1833.




2

Uncertain whether then occupied by a house or not.




3 Vacant

lot.




4 Vacant

lot.




5 Vacant

lot.




6 Vacant

lot.




7 Vacant

lot.




8 Vacant

lot.




9 Vacant

lot.




10

Vacant lot.




11

House, but apparently not a homestead.




12

House, but apparently not a homestead.




13

House, but apparently not a homestead.




14 Now

called Winthrop Square.




15

Uncertain whether then occupied by a house or not.




16

Vacant lot.




17

Vacant lot.




18

Vacant lot.




19

Vacant lot.




20

Vacant lot.




21

Uncertain whether then occupied by a house or not.




22

Vacant lot.




23

Vacant lot.




24

Vacant lot.




25

Uncertain whether then occupied by a house or not.




26

Uncertain whether then occupied by a house or not.




27

Vacant lot.




28

Vacant lot.




 


















 




Chapter 1




General

description of the town, its several additions and diminutions of territory




 




Cambridge,

the original shire town of Middlesex County, in the Commonwealth of

Massachusetts, is situated in 42° 22′ north latitude, and 71° 6′ west longitude

from Greenwich.1 It is bounded on the east by Charles River, which

separates it from Boston; on the south by Charles River, which separates it

from Brookline and Brighton;2 on the west by Watertown, Belmont, and

Arlington; on the north by Somerville, and by Miller's River, which separates

it from Charlestown. Though now small in territorial extent, embracing not more

than about four and a half square miles, it is divided into four principal

districts, each having a post-office, namely: Cambridge (often called Old

Cambridge), Cambridgeport, East Cambridge, and North Cambridge.




Like

most ancient townships, Cambridge has had great enlargement and diminution in

its boundary lines. At first, it seems to have been designed merely as a

fortified place, very small in extent, and apparently without definite bounds.

Charlestown and Watertown, on the northerly side of Charles River, had already

been settled; but it is doubtful whether a distinct line of separation had been

established. Between these two towns a spot was selected as “a fit place for a fortified

town,” about six months after the arrival of Winthrop with the fleet of

emigrants in 1630.3 Houses were erected here in 1631 by Thomas

Dudley, Deputy Governor, and by a few others. It was ordered by the  Governor

and Assistants, Feb. 3, 1631-2, that “there should be three scoore pounds

levyed out of the several plantations within the lymitts of this pattent

towards the makeing of a pallysadoe aboute the newe towne.” 4 But no

definite line of division between the New Town and Charlestown appears to have

been established until March 6, 1632-3, when “it was agreed by the parties

appointed by the Court, &c., that all the land impaled by the newe towne

men, with the neck whereon Mr. Graves his house standeth, shall belong to

Newe-town, and that the bounds of Charlestowne shall end at a tree marked by

the pale, and to passe along from thence by a straight line unto the midway

betwixt the westermost part of the Governor's great lot and the nearest part

thereto of the bounds of Watertowne.” 5 The line, thus established,

was substantially the same as that which now divides Cambridge from Somerville.

The “neck whereon Mr. Graves his house standeth,” was the upland included in

East Cambridge. The line between Cambridge and Watertown was not definitely

established until April 7, 1635.6 In the mean time, on complaint of

“straitness for want of land,” at the Court held May 14, 1634, leave was

“granted to the inhabitants of Newe Towne to seek out some convenient place for

them, with promise that it shalbe confirmed unto them, to which they may remove

their habitations, or have as an addition to that which already they have,

provided they doe not take it in any place to prejudice a plantation already

settled.” 7 After examining several places, “the congregation of Newtown

came and accepted of such enlargement as had formerly been offered them by

Boston and Watertown.” 8 This “enlargement” embraced Brookline,

Brighton, and Newton. Brookline, then called Muddy River, was granted on

condition that Mr. Hooker and his congregation should not remove. They did

remove; and thus this grant was forfeited. But the grant of what was afterwards

Brighton and Newton held good.  




In the

settlement of the line between Cambridge and Charlestown, no indication is

given how far the bounds of either extended into the country beyond the line

drawn from “the Governor's great lot,” or the Ten Hills Farm, to the “nearest

part” of Watertown. But the Court, March 3, 1635-6, agreed that “Newe Towne

bounds shall run eight myles into the country, from their meeteing house.” 9

This grant secured to Cambridge, on its northern border, the territory now

embraced in Arlington and the principal part of Lexington; and, as the

measurements of that day were very elastic, perhaps the whole of Lexington was

included. But even this did not satisfy the craving for land. Accordingly a

conditional grant of Shawshine was made, June 2, 1641, and renewed June 14,

1642: “All the land lying upon Saweshin Ryver, and between that and Concord

Ryver, and between that and Merrimack Ryver, not formerly granted by this

Court, are granted to Cambridge, so as they erect a village there within five

years, and so as it shall not extend to prejudice Charlestowne village, or the

village of Cochitawit,” etc.10 This grant was confirmed absolutely,

March 7, 1643-4,11 and included the present town of Billerica, parts

of Bedford and Carlisle, and a part of Tewksbury, or of Chelmsford, or of both.

The terms of the grant—all the land lying between Concord and Merrimac

rivers—would seem to include Lowell; yet an Indian village then occupied that

territory, and such villages were generally protected.




The

township had now attained its full size. In shape somewhat like an hour-glass,

about thirty-five miles in length, and wide at each extremity, it was not much

more than one mile in width in the central part, where the original settlement

was made, and where most of the inhabitants then resided. Such was its shape

when Johnson described it in 1651. “This Town is compact closely within

itselfe, till of late yeares some few stragling houses have been built: the

Liberties of this Town have been inlarged of late in length, reaching from the

most Northerly part of Charles River to the most Southerly part of Merrimack

River.” 12 This description, however, does not comprehend the  whole

territory then belonging to Cambridge; for both Brighton and Newton are wholly

on the southerly side of Charles River. The portion of Dedham, which now

constitutes the town of Needham, was the southerly bound.




But

Cambridge soon lost a part of its enormous length. In 1655, an amicable

arrangement was made between the town and those of its inhabitants who had

erected houses at Shawshine, for a separation; this arrangement was confirmed

by the General Court, and Shawshine was incorporated as a town, under the name

of Billerica.13 Soon afterwards the inhabitants on the south side of

the river, in what is now Newton, where a church was organized July 20, 1664,

petitioned for incorporation as a separate town. Cambridge objected; and a long

and earnest controversy ensued. The Newton people triumphed at last, as will be

fully related in another place, and in 1688 became a separate township.




The

northwesterly portion of the territory remaining in Cambridge was for many

years called “The Farms,” and a church was organized there Oct. 21, 1696. The

Farmers, as they were styled, subsequently agreed with the town upon terms of

separation, and by an “order passed in Council and concurred by the

Representatives,” March 20, 1713, they were incorporated as “a separate and

distinct town by the name of Lexington, upon the articles and terms already

agreed on with the town of Cambridge.” 14 




From

this period Cambridge was not curtailed of its proportions for nearly a

century. Indeed, it obtained some additions. The present southwesterly portion

of the city, lying west of Sparks Street and south of Vassall Lane, was set off

from Watertown and annexed to Cambridge, April 19, 1754,15 except

the “Cambridge Cemetery” and a few acres between that and the former line,

which were annexed April 27, 1855.16 The line of Watertown was thus

carried about a half a mile further westward; and the tract thus acquired

embraces some of the most desirable land in the city for dwelling-houses. From

Charlestown (now Somerville), the dwellings and a portion of the estates of

Nathaniel Prentiss, Josiah Wellington, Stephen Goddard, Benjamin Goddard, and

Nathaniel Goddard, including most of the tract bounded by North Avenue,

Russell, Elm, and White streets, were annexed  to Cambridge, March 6, 1802;17

the estate of William Hunnewell, Feb. 12, 1818;18 and a portion of

Professor Ware's estate, now the Norton homestead, June 17, 1820.19

These three annexations are indicated by the sharp angles on the map. The line

at White Street was somewhat changed April 30, 1856, and the line between

Cambridge and Belmont and Arlington, was straightened Feb. 25, 1862.




The

northwesterly part of the town was made a separate precinct Dec. 27, 1732, and

was afterwards styled the Second Parish, or more generally Menotomy. The line

of division was “Menotomy River from Charlestown till it comes to Spy Pond

Brook; then on said brook till it comes to a water-course or ditch in Whiting's

meadow, so called: the ditch to be the boundary till it comes to Hamblett's

Brook, following the course of the Brook to the Bridge; thence on a straight

line to the northwest corner of Mr. Isaac Holden's orchard, and continuing the

same course to Watertown line.” 20 This tract, with the addition of

the remaining territory on the westerly side of Menotomy River, was

incorporated, Feb. 27, 1807, under the name of West Cambridge,21

which name was changed to Arlington, April 20, 1867.22 




The

inhabitants of the territory left on the south side of Charles River petitioned

to be made a separate precinct, as early as 1748, and renewed their petition,

from time to time, until April 2, 1779, when they were authorized to bring in a

bill to incorporate them as an ecclesiastical parish, “excepting Samuel

Sparhawk, John Gardner, Joanna Gardner, and Moses Griggs, and their estates.” 23

This was styled the Third Parish, or Little Cambridge. The whole territory

south of Charles River was incorporated, under the name of Brighton, Feb. 24,

1837.24 




By the

incorporation of West Cambridge and Brighton, which was the result of an

amicable agreement between the several parties, Cambridge was reduced

substantially to its present limits. Several attempts have since been made for

a further division; but its incorporation as a city has removed most of the

difficulties which previously existed, and it may be reasonably expected that

no more attempts of the kind will be made during the present century. 




 




Notes: 




 




1 The

City Hall, at the corner of Main and Pleasant streets, in Cambridgeport, stands

exactly upon the longitudinal line, and about a hundred yards south of the

parallel of latitude indicated.




2

Brighton and Charlestown have recently been annexed to Boston; but they have

not yet ceased to be designated by their former names.




3 The

selection was partially made Dec. 21, 1630, and definitely determined Dec. 28,

1630.




4 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 93. Dr. Holmes, writing in 1800 (Coll. Mass. Hist. Soc.,

VII. 9), says: “This fortification was actually made; and the fosse which was

then dug around the town is, in some places, visible to this day. It commenced

at Brick Wharf (originally called Windmill Hill) and ran along the northern

side of the present Common in Cambridge, and through what was then a thicket,

but now constitutes a part of the cultivated grounds of Mr. Nathaniel Jarvis;

beyond which it cannot be distinctly traced.” Cambridge was at first called

“The New Towne,” and afterwards New Town or Newtown, until May 2, 1638, when

the General Court “Ordered, That Newetowne shall henceforward be called

Cambridge.” Mass. Col. Rec., i. 228. No other act of incorporation is

found on record.




5 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 102.




6 Ibid.,

p. 144.




7 Ibid.,

p. 119.




8

Savage's Winthrop, i. 132, 142.




9 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 166.




10 Ibid.,

i. 330, II. 17.




11 Ibid.,

II. 62. The description in this grant is somewhat different from the former:

“Shawshin is granted to Cambridg, without any condition of makeing a village

there; and the land between them and Concord is granted them, all save what is

formerly granted to the military company or others, provided the church and

present elders continue at Cambridge.” 




12 Coll.

Mass. Hist. Soc., XIII. 137.




13 Mass.

Col. Rec., III. 387.




14 Mass.

Prov. Rec., IX. 258.




15 Ibid.,

XX. 228. Dr. Bond conjectured that the first meeting-house in Watertown stood

on this tract of land, not far from the present residence of James Russell

Lowell.—Hist. Watertown, p. 1046.




16 Mass.

Spec. Laws, x. 360.




17 Mass.

Spec. Laws, II. 520.




18 Ibid.,

v. 220.




19 Ibid.,

v. 385.




20 Mass.

Prove. Rec., XII. 351.




21 Mass.

Spec. Laws, IV. 88.




22 Ibid.,

XII. 244.




23 Mass.

Prov. Rec., XXXIX. 213.




24 Mass.

Spec. Laws, IV. 70. By an act approved May 21, 1873, Brighton was annexed
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Chapter 2.




The New

Town selected as fit for a fortified place. -- General agreement to erect

houses. -- several Assistants fail to do so. -- controversy between Dudley and

Winthrop. -- earliest inhabitants. -- Canal. -- Palisade. -- arrival of the

Braintree company. -- Common pales. -- division of lands. -- highways




 




The

purpose for which Cambridge was originally established as a town is stated by

two of its projectors, Winthrop and Dudley. “The governor and most of the assistants,”

had “agreed to build a town fortified upon the neck,” between Roxbury and

Boston, Dec. 6, 1630; but, for several reasons, they abandoned that project,

eight days afterwards, and agreed to examine other places. On the twenty-first

day of the same month: “We met again at Watertown, and there, upon view of a

place a mile beneath the town, all agreed it a fit place for a fortified town,

and we took time to consider further about it.” 1 Dudley, describing

the events of 1630, in his letter to the Countess of Lincoln, says, “We began

again in December to consult about a fit place to build a town upon, leaving

all thoughts of a fort, because upon any invasion we were necessarily to lose

our houses when we should retire thereinto. So after divers meetings at Boston,

Roxbury, and Watertown, on the twenty-eighth of December, we grew to this

resolution, to bind all the assistants2 (Mr. Endicott and Mr. Sharpe

excepted, which last purposeth to return by the next ship into England), to

build houses at a place a mile east from Watertown, near Charles River, the

next spring, and to winter there the next year; that so by our examples, and by

removing the ordnance and munition thither, all who were able might be drawn

thither, and such as shall come to us hereafter, to their advantage, be

compelled so to do; and so, if God would, a fortified town might there grow up,

the place fitting reasonably well thereto.” Johnson describes the original

design and its partial accomplishment, in his characteristic manner: “At this

time, those who were in place of civil government, having some  additional

pillars to underprop the building, began to think of a place of more safety in

the eyes of man than the two frontier towns of Charles Towne and Boston were,

for the habitation of such as the Lord had prepared to govern this pilgrim

people. Wherefore they rather made choice to enter further among the Indians

than hazard the fury of malignant adversaries who in a rage might pursue them,

and therefore chose a place situate on Charles River, between Charles Towne and

Water Towne, where they erected a town called New Town, now named Cambridge,

being in form like a list cut off from the broad-cloth of the two forenamed

towns, where this wandering race of Jacobites gathered the eighth church of

Christ.” 3 




Notwithstanding

it was agreed that “all the assistants” should build at the New Town in the

spring of 1631, it does not appear that any of them fulfilled the agreement,

except Dudley and Bradstreet. Governor Winthrop indeed erected a house;4

but he subsequently took it down again and removed it to Boston. This led to a

sharp controversy between Dudley and Winthrop, which was at length decided by

the elders in favor of Dudley.5 There may have been good and

sufficient reasons why Winthrop should prefer to remain in Boston rather than

to remove to the New Town. But it is much to be regretted that he should claim

to have substantially fulfilled his obligation, or “performed the words of the

promise,” by erecting a house, though he immediately removed it. This is

scarcely consistent with his otherwise fair fame as a gentleman of singular

ingenuousness. It would seem that Sir Richard Saltonstall intended to build a

house, and  a lot was assigned to him for that purpose;6 but he went

to England in the spring of 1631, and did not return. Nowell remained at

Charlestown; Pynchon, at Roxbury; Ludlow, at Dorchester; and Coddington, at

Boston. Endicott and Sharpe were originally free from engagement.




Dr.

Holmes says, “the Deputy Governor (Dudley), Secretary Bradstreet, and other

principal gentlemen, in the spring of 1631, commenced the execution of the

plan.” 7 No list of inhabitants is found until after the “Braintree

company” arrived in the summer of 1632, except this memorandum on the

title-page of the Town Records: “The Towne Book of Newtowne. Inhabitants

there—Mr. Tho. Dudly Esq., Mr. Symon Bradstreet, Mr. Edmond Lockwood, Mr.

Daniell Patricke, John Poole, William Spencer, John Kirman, Symon Sackett.” 8

But this Book  of Records was not commenced until 1632, several months after

Dudley and Bradstreet performed their promise “to build houses at the New

Town.” Whether more than the before named eight persons, and indeed whether all

these resided in the New Town before the end of 1631, I have not found any certain

proof. The number of inhabitants in that year was doubtless small; yet there

were enough able-bodied men to be specially included in an order of court

passed July 26, 1631, requiring a general training of soldiers in all the

plantations.9 




Although

the Governor and Assistants generally did not perform their agreement to make

the New Town the place of their permanent residence, they seem to have regarded

it as the prospective seat of government, and not long afterwards, as will

appear, commenced holding the general and particular courts there. Several

orders, passed during the year, indicate such an expectation and intention. For

example: June 14, 1631, “Mr. John Maisters hath undertaken to make a passage

from Charles River to the New Town, twelve foot broad and seven foot deep; for

which the Court promiseth him satisfaction, according as the charges thereof

shall amount unto.” 10 On the fifth of the following July, provision

was made for the payment of Mr. Masters, when it was “Ordered, That there shall

be levied out of the several plantations the sum of thirty pounds, for the

making of the creek at the New Town,” —but no portion of this sum was assessed

upon the New Town. Again, Feb. 3, 1631-2, “It was ordered, That there should be

three score pounds levied out of the several plantations within the limits of

this patent, towards the making of a pallysadoe about the New Town; viz.

Watertown, VIII.l. the New Town, III.l. Charlton, VII.l.

Meadford, III.l. Saugus and Marble Harbor, VI.l. Salem, IV.l.

x. s. Boston, VIII.l. Rocksbury, VII.l. Dorchester, VII.l.

Wessaguscus, v.l. Winettsemet, XXX.s.” 11  




Six

months later, there was a considerable accession of inhabitants, by order of

the General Court. The order does not appear on the records of the Court; but

Winthrop says, under date of Aug. 14, 1632, “The Braintree12 Company

(which had begun to sit down at Mount Wollaston), by order of court, removed to

Newtown. There were Mr. Hooker's Company.” 13 Before their arrival

an order was adopted by the inhabitants, in regard to the paling around the

common lands; the contemplated assignment of proportions, however, was not made

until several months afterwards, when new inhabitants had arrived and had

received grants of the common property. The date of this order, which is the

first recorded in the town records, is March 29, 1632:—




An

agreement by the inhabitants of the New Town, about paling14 in the

neck of land. Imprimis, That every one who hath any part therein shall

hereafter keep the same in good and sufficient repair; and if it happen to have

any defect, he shall mend the same within three days after notice given, or

else pay ten shillings a rod for every rod so repaired for him. Further, It is

agreed that the said impaled ground shall be divided according to every man's

proportion in said pales. Further, It is agreed, that if any man shall desire

to sell his part of impaled ground, he shall first tender the sale thereof to

the town inhabitants interested, who shall either give him the charge he hath

been at, or else to have liberty to sell it to whom he can.




In the

list which follows, evidently according to the preceding order, though not

immediately succeeding it on the record, I preserve the original orthography,

together with the number of rods, indicating the relative shares in the impaled

ground.  




Common

pales divided as follows:— 




 






 


  	

  John Haynes, Esq.


  

  	

  70 rods.


  

  	

  Steven Hart


  

  	

  8 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Thomas Dudly,

  Esq.


  

  	

  40 rods.


  

  	

  William Wadsworth


  

  	

  7 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Mr. Symon

  Bradstreet


  

  	

  20 rods.


  

  	

  George Steele


  

  	

  6 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  John Benjamin


  

  	

  50 rods.


  

  	

  Richard Goodman


  

  	

  6 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  John Talcott


  

  	

  36 rods.


  

  	

  John Bridg.


  

  	

  6 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Mathew Allen


  

  	

  45 rods.


  

  	

  Symon Sackett


  

  	

  6 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  William Westwood


  

  	

  30 rods.


  

  	

  Richard Butler


  

  	

  6 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  James Omstead


  

  	

  25 rods.


  

  	

  Capt. Patrike


  

  	

  5 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Daniell Denison


  

  	

  25 rods.


  

  	

  Richard Web


  

  	

  5 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Samuell Dudly


  

  	

  25 rods.


  

  	

  John Masters


  

  	

  4 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Andrew Warner


  

  	

  20 rods.


  

  	

  Antho. Colby


  

  	

  4 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  William Goodwine


  

  	

  16 rods.


  

  	

  John Clark


  

  	

  3 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  John White


  

  	

  15 rods.


  

  	

  Nath. Richards


  

  	

  3 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  John Steele


  

  	

  14 rods.


  

  	

  Richard Lord


  

  	

  3 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Edward Stebinge


  

  	

  12 rods.


  

  	

  Abraham Morrill


  

  	

  3 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  William Spencer


  

  	

  12 rods.


  

  	

  William Kelse


  

  	

  3 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Thomas Hosmer


  

  	

  10 rods.


  

  	

  Jonath. Bosworth


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  William Lewis


  

  	

  10 rods.


  

  	

  Tho. Spencer


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Hester Musse


  

  	

  10 rods.


  

  	

  Garrad Hadon


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Joseph Readinge


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

  	

  Edward Elmer


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

 


 

  	

  Thomas Heate


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

  	

  Jeremy Addams


  

  	

  2 rods.


  

 









 




Of these

forty-two persons, it is certain that at least one half were not of the

Braintree Company, as many have supposed.15 Precisely how many of

the other half were of that company, I have no means to determine; but from

whatever place they may have come, the number of inhabitants so increased that

in about a year there were nearly a hundred families in the New Town.




The division

of lands and the establishment of highways were among the first necessities.

The house-lots were laid out compactly in the “Town,” and in the “West end,”

the tract bounded by Sparks, Wyeth, and Garden streets, Harvard and Brattle

squares, and Charles River. For cultivation, lands were assigned in the impaled

“Neck,” and afterwards elsewhere.  The original assignment is not found; but

the work was commenced before the “Braintree company” arrived; for Winthrop

alleged, as early as August 3, 1632, that Dudley “had empaled, at Newtown,

above one thousand acres, and had assigned lands to some there.” 16

So much of the impaled land as lies northerly of Main Street was so divided,

that the divisions are easily traced. The westerly part of what was denominated

“the Neck,” was allotted in small portions. First came the “planting field,”

afterwards called the “Old field,” which was bounded westerly and northerly by

the common pales, easterly by Dana Street, and southerly by Main and Arrow

streets; this contained about sixty-three acres, and was assigned in small

portions for separate use. Next to this field was the “Small-lot hill,” which

was bounded southerly by Main Street, westerly by Dana Street, northerly by the

common pales, and easterly by a line extended from Somerville, near the

northern termination of Fayette Street, to a point on Main Street about one

hundred and thirty feet east of Hancock Street. This tract contained about

forty-six acres, and was divided into eighteen narrow lots extending from Dana Street

to the easterly line. Eastwardly from “Small-lot hill” the land was divided

into large lots, which were assigned in the following order and quantity:

Samuel Dudley, 22 1/2 acres; Thomas Dudley, Esq., 63 acres; Richard Goodman, 6

acres; William Westwood, 27 acres; John Talcott,. 32 acres; Daniel Denison, 22

1/2 acres; John Haynes, Esq., 63 acres; (these lots severally extended from

what is now Main Street to Somerville line; the following lots bordered

southerly on the Great Marsh): Widow Hester Mussey, 9 acres; Matthew Allen, 27

acres; John Talcott, 45 acres, bordering eastwardly on the marsh, and another

lot, wholly marsh, 50 acres; Atherton Hough, 130 acres of marsh and upland,

embracing “Graves his neck,” or East Cambridge.




At a

later period, another planting field was enclosed by a common fence, and was

called the “West field,” and sometimes “West-end field.” It was bounded

northerly by Garden Street, easterly by Wyeth Street, southerly by Vassall

Lane, and westerly by the Great Swamp, or Fresh Pond meadows. There was also

the Pine Swamp field, whose bounds I cannot trace; but it was in the vicinity

of the intersection of Oxford Street with Everett and Mellen streets.




Such

were the principal planting fields in early use. The marshes and meadows were in

like manner assigned in severalty.  The principal fresh meadows at first

divided were those which adjoin Fresh Pond, called the “Fresh Pond meadows.”

The marshes on the northerly side of Charles River received distinctive names.

The tract lying westerly of Ash Street was called “Windmill-hill-marsh” ;

between Ash Street and College Wharf was “Ox-marsh” ; the name of “Ship-marsh”

was applied to the tract extending from College Wharf to the point where the

river sweeps around to the south; and the narrow strip between this point and

Riverside was called “Common-marsh.” “Long-marsh” extended from Green Street

between Bay and Vernon streets to the river below Riverside, and probably to

“Captain's Island,” at the south end of Magazine Street. The marsh between Captain's

Island and East Cambridge was called the “Great Marsh.” Its name will appear

the more appropriate, when it is considered that almost the entire territory

easterly of a line drawn from the junction of Pearl and Allston streets to the

point where the Grand Junction Railroad crosses Miller's River (excepting the

high land in East Cambridge), was then one continuous unbroken marsh. A small

tract, indeed, lying southeastwardly from the junction of Main and Front

streets, was upland, and was an island at high water, afterwards called

“Pelham's Island” ; and a few other small parcels of dry land appeared on the

easterly side of the line before mentioned, but they were more than

counterbalanced by tracts of marsh on the westerly side.




The

grazing lands were not divided at first; but the herds of cows, goats, and

swine were driven forth, under care of their several keepers, to range over the

undivided lands, styled “commons.” The tract embraced between Garden and

Linnaean streets and North Avenue was early set apart for the security of the

cows at night. It was called the “Cow-common,” and remained undivided nearly a

century after it was first so used. Provision was also made for oxen, and the

tract lying between the “Common pales” and Kirkland Street, extending from the

Common to Somerville line, was devoted as an “ox-pasture;” to which was

subsequently added a corresponding tract on the northerly side of Kirkland

Street.




The

“Path from Charlestown to Watertown” was probably travelled before the New Town

was selected as a place for residence; and it may properly be regarded as the

most ancient highway in Cambridge. Its general direction was through Kirkland,

Mason, and Brattle streets, Elmwood Avenue, and Mount  Auburn Street. The

“Town” and all the grounds originally impaled were on the southeasterly side of

this path. The “common pales,” so called, were about a quarter of a mile south

of the path, at the present Somerville line, and about two hundred yards from

it at Gore Hall. Among the earliest of the streets laid out for the use of the

Town were four, running easterly and westerly, crossed by four others at right

angles. These eight streets, with a single exception, remain substantially in

their original location; but many of them have been made wider, and the names

of all have been changed. 




 






 


  	

  Ancient names.


  

  	

  present names.


  

 


 

  	

  Braintree Street


  

  	

  Harvard

  Street and Harvard Square.


  

 


 

  	

  Spring Street


  

  	

  Mount Auburn

  Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Long Street


  

  	

  Winthrop Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Marsh Lane


  

  	

  South

  Street, and part of Eliot Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Creek Lane


  

  	

  Brattle

  Square and part of Eliot Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Wood Street


  

  	

  Brighton Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Water Street


  

  	

  Dunster Street.


  

 


 

  	

  Crooked Street


  

  	

  Holyoke Street.


  

 









 




Besides

these principal streets were sundry highways. The “highway to Watertown”

extended from Brattle Square through Brattle Street to Mason Street; and thence

was identical with the “Path from Charlestown to Watertown.” From this highway

three others diverged southerly: one, to the ox-marsh, passing near the site of

the Brattle Mansion-house; one to Windmill-hill, now Ash Street; and one to

Watertown marsh, not far westerly from the residence of Samuel Batchelder, Esq.

The first and last of these three highways were long ago closed. Mason Street

was early distinguished as the “highway from Charlestown to Watertown.” The

original “highway to the Fresh Pond” followed the track of the present Garden

Street, Wyeth Street, and Vassall Lane, except that it passed across the common

from Harvard Square to its northwesterly corner. As far as to Wyeth Street,

Garden Street was called both the “highway to the Fresh Pond,” and the “highway

to the Great Swamp;” northwesterly from Wyeth Street, it had the latter name exclusively.

An old range-way on the easterly side of the Botanic Garden, now made wider and

called Raymond Street, was “the other highway to the Great Swamp.” The “highway

to the Common” indicated that portion of North Avenue which led from Harvard

Square to the point where the Old  Charlestown Path crossed the Common. The

other portion of North Avenue was the “highway to Menotomy.” The “highway to

Charlestown,” or the “Charlestown path,” as before stated, was the present

Kirkland Street. In the impaled land, the principal highway was the “highway to

the Oyster Bank,” or the “highway into the neck,” extending through Arrow

Street, Main Street, and Pleasant Street, to a point near Cottage Street, and

thence diagonally across the present streets towards Washington Square. From

Pleasant Street a path diverged westerly, and followed the border of the

upland, next to the marsh, and was called the “highway to Captain's Island.” 17

From the junction of Pleasant and Main streets, the highway extended easterly,

nearly in the track of Main Street, and at a later day was called the “highway

to Pelham's Island.” Between the “old field” and “small-lot hill,” was the

“highway to the common pales,” now called Dana Street, the direction of which,

however, is somewhat changed, the northerly termination now being several rods

more westerly than it was at first. Another branch extended southerly from Main

Street to Riverside, originally called the “highway into the little neck,” now

Putnam Avenue. From the “town” into the “highway to the oyster-bank” there were

two principal entrances: one being a continuation of Braintree (now Harvard)

Street, from Holyoke Street easterly, through Harvard Street and the northerly

portion of Bow Street to Arrow Street, and indifferently called “Field Lane”

and the “highway to the oyster-bank;” the other being a continuation of Spring

(now Mount Auburn) Street, or rather branching from a sharp angle in Crooked

(now Holyoke) Street, opposite to the site of the printing office, and finding

along the higher land above the westerly portion of Bow Street, until it

intersected Field Lane at the present junction of Bow and Arrow streets; this

was indifferently called “Back Lane,” and “Cow-yard Row.” “Cow-yard Lane,”

separating the house-lots from the yards in the rear, extended across the

College enclosure, from the Common to the “Old Field,” at the distance of about

a hundred feet from Harvard Street, having an outlet into Harvard Street about

a hundred feet easterly from the present Holyoke Street; this, like that into

which it entered, was called “Field Lane.” Cow-yard Lane and Field Lane north

of Harvard  Street were discontinued and enclosed with the adjoining lands

immediately after “Mr. Hooker's company” removed. The foregoing are all the

highways of which I find any trace in the present bounds of Cambridge, prior to

1636. On the south side of the river, however, a highway was early established,

called the “highway to Roxbury,” from a point opposite to the College Wharf, in

the general direction of the road from Cambridge Great Bridge, through the

easterly portion of Brighton to Brookline. Frequent reference is also made, in

the early records, to the “highway from Watertown to Roxbury.” 




 




Notes:




 




1

Savage's Winthrop, i. 45, 46.




2

Winthrop was then Governor, and Dudley Deputy Governor; the Assistants were Sir

Richard Saltonstall, John Endicott, Increase Nowell, William Pynchon, Thomas

Sharp, Roger Ludlow, William Coddington, and Simon Bradstreet.




3 Coll.

Mass. Hist. Soc., XIII. 136.




4 It has

been said that Winthrop erected only the frame of a house; but he says

it was a house inhabited by servants. See next note.




5

Savage's Winthrop, i. 82, 83. Winthrop says Dudley “complained of the

breach of promise, both in the governor and others, in not building at Newtown.

The governor answered, that he had performed the words of the promise; for he

had a house up, and seven or eight servants abiding in it, by the day

appointed; and for the removing his house, he alleged that, seeing that the

rest of the assistants went not about to build, and that his neighbors of

Boston had been discouraged from removing thither by Mr. Deputy himself, and

thereupon had (under all their hands) petitioned him, that (according to the

promise he made to them when they first sat down with him at Boston, namely,

that he would not remove, except they went with him), he would not leave

them:—this was the occasion that he removed his house. Upon these and other

speeches to this purpose, the ministers went apart for one hour; then

returning, they delivered their opinions, that the governor was in fault for

removing of his house so suddenly, without conferring with the deputy and the

rest of the assistants; but if the deputy were the occasion of discouraging

Boston men from removing, it would excuse the governor a tanto, but not a

toto. The governor, professing himself willing to submit his own opinion to

the judgment of so many wise and godly friends, acknowledged himself faulty.” 




6 The

Proprietors' Records show that what is now called Winthrop Square was allotted

to Sir Richard Saltonstall; but when it was ascertained that he would not

return from England, the lot was assigned for a “Market Place,” by which name

it was known for more than two centuries, though no market-house was ever

erected there. Probably like the old Market Place in Boston, it was used for

traffic, in the open air, between the inhabitants and such as brought

commodities for sale.




7 Coll.

Mass. Hist Soc., VII. 7.




8 Of these eight persons who laid the foundation of the

New Town, Thomas Dudley was the most eminent. He was elected Deputy Governor in

1630, became Governor in 1634, and was either Governor, Deputy Governor, or

Assistant, during the remainder of his life. He removed to Ipswich, perhaps

before May, 1636, when he and Bradstreet were named as magistrates to hold the

court there, while others were appointed for the court at New Town. Soon

afterwards he removed to Roxbury, were he died July 31, 1653. Simon Bradstreet

was an Assistant from 1630 to 1678; Deputy Governor, 1678; Governor, 1679-86,

1689-92. He also removed to Ipswich, probably with Dudley, whose daughter was

his wife; was afterwards in Andover for a short time; then in Boston until

Sept. 18, 1695, when he removed to Salem, and died there, March 27, 1697.

Edmund Lockwood, having the prefix of “Mr.,” was appointed by the General

Court, Constable of the New Town, at its organization, May, 1632; and at the

same session was selected as one of the two inhabitants of the town “to confer

with the Court about raising of a public stock.” He died before March, 1635.

Daniel Patrick, also styled “Mr.,” was one of the two captains appointed by the

Court, to command the militia of the Colony. Except as a military man, his

character does not appear to have been very reputable. In 1637 he had liberty

to remove to Ipswich, but seems rather to have gone to Watertown, where he was

Selectman, in 1638. He afterwards removed to Connecticut, and was killed by a

Dutchman, at Stamford, in 1643. John Poole probably remained here only a few months,

as he is not named in the list of proprietors, in 1633. He was of Lynn, 1638,

and afterwards of Reading, where he died April 1, 1667. William Spencer,

uniformly styled “Mr.” on the court records, was one of the “principal

gentlemen.” He was associated with Mr. Lockwood, May, 1632, “to confer with the

Court about raising of a public stock;” was Deputy or Representative of the New

Town, 1634-1637; one of the first Board of Townsmen, 1635; lieutenant of the

trainband, 1637, and a member of the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company,

at its organization in 1639; he probably removed to Hartford in 1639, where he

was Selectman and Deputy, and died in 1640. John Kirman removed to Lynn, 1632,

and was a Deputy, 1635. Simon Sackett died here before 3d November, 1635, when

administration was granted to his widow Isabell Sackett.




9 Mass.

Coll. Rec., i. 90.




10 Ibid.,

i. 88. This canal still exists on the westerly side of College Wharf, from

Charles River nearly to South Street. It was a natural creek, enlarged and deepened

thus far, from which point, turning westerly, it extended along the southerly

and westerly sides of South and Eliot streets, and crossed Brattle Street,

where the town ordered a causeway and foot bridge to be constructed, Jan. 4,

1635-36.




11 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 98. Winthrop says that Watertown objected against the

validity and justice of this assessment: and his learned editor says: “To the

agitation of this subject we may refer the origin of that committee of two from

each town to advise with the court about raising public moneys ‘so as what they

should agree upon should bind all,’ under date of May of this year. This led to

the representative body, having the full powers of all the freemen, except that

of elections.” —Savage's Winthrop, i. 71, note.




12

Supposed to be so called because they came from Braintree, a town in Essex,

about forty miles from London.




13

Savage's Winthrop, i. 87. Mr. Hooker did not arrive until more than a

year later; but the members of his flock, who preceded him, in due time again

enjoyed his pastoral care.




14 The

location of the greater part of this fence, or “pale” is designated with

tolerable accuracy by the ancient records of possessions and conveyances.

Commencing in the present College yard, near the northwesterly angle of Gore

Hall, and extending eastwardly, it passed very near the junction of Ellsworth

Avenue with Cambridge Street, to the line between Cambridge and Charlestown

(now Somerville), at its angle on Line Street near Cambridge Street, and thence

followed that line to the creek, a few rods easterly from the track of the

Grand Junction Railroad. Commencing again at the point first mentioned, the

fence extended southwardly to the marsh near the junction of Holyoke Place with

Mount Auburn Street. The kind of fence then erected is indicated in an order

passed Dec. 5, 1636: “That the common pales in all places, to be made after

this day, shall be done with sufficient posts and rails, and not with

crotches.” 
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Thomas Dudley, Simon Bradstreet, Daniel Patrick, Simon Sackett, and William

Spencer were here before August, 1632, when the “Braintree company” removed.

Samuel Dudley was doubtless here also. Daniel Denison came here from Roxbury.

Anthony Colby, Garrad Haddon, and Joseph Reading, were of Boston in 1630; and John

Masters of Watertown, in 1631. John Benjamin, Edward Elmer, William Goodwin,

William Lewis, James Olmstead, Nathaniel Richards, John Talcott, William

Wadsworth, and John White, arrived at Boston, in the Lion, Sept. 16,

1632, a month after the Braintree Company removed; and John Haynes did not

arrive until Sept. 3, 1633. The name of Simon Oakes is erroneously given in Col.

Mass. Hist. Soc., VII. 10, instead of Simon Sackett.
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Savage's Winthrop, i. 84.




17 The

upland, where the Powder Magazine was erected, an island at high water, was

granted to Captain Daniel Patrick, at a very early period, since which time it

has always been styled Captain's Island.




 


















 




Chapter 3.




First

Constable appointed. -- Deputies to the first General Court. -- monthly

meeting. -- no houses to be erected without permission, nor outside of the

town. -- all houses to be covered with slate or boards, not with thatch, and to

“range even.” -- trees not to be cut down and left in the highways. -- cartway.

-- Windmill-hill. -- timber not to be sold out of the town. -- first Constable

elected. -- surveyor of highways. -- lots not improved to revert to the town.

-- first Townsmen or Selectmen. -- Surveyors of lands.




 




The New

Town seems never to have been incorporated by specific act. It was originally

set apart by the government for public use; and it was from the beginning

recognized as a distinct town. As early as June 14, 1631, the Court provided

for the making of a canal or “passage from Charles River to the New Town,” and,

in ordering a tax of thirty pounds, Feb. 3, 1631-2, to defray the expense of a

“pallysadoe about the New Town,” assessed one tenth part thereof on that town,

as related in Chapter II. There is no recorded evidence, however, of any

municipal transactions by the New Town until March 29, 1632, when the Town Book

of Records was opened; since which time a continuous record has been preserved.

The first transaction recorded was the “agreement by the inhabitants of the New

Town, about paling in the neck of land.” Six weeks later, the Court appointed a

constable for the New Town, and selected two of its inhabitants, with a like

number from other towns, “to confer with the Court about raising of a public

stock.” 1 The first named record, March 29, 1632, has been fully

quoted in the preceding chapter. The next in order, Dec. 24, 1632, provided for

regular meetings of the inhabitants for the transaction of business. The record

is mutilated somewhat, and the words supposed to have been worn off are here

inserted in brackets:— 




An

agreement made by a general consent, for a monthly meeting.




Imprimis,

That every person undersubscribed shall [meet] every first Monday in every

month, within [the] meeting house, in the afternoon, within half [an hour]

after the ringing of the bell;2 and that every [one] that makes not

his personal appearance  there [and] continues there, without leave from the [

] until the meeting be ended, shall forfeit [for each] default XII. pence: and

if it be not paid [before the next] meeting, then to double it, and so until

[it be paid].




Although

a general subscription seems to have been contemplated, only two signatures are

appended, namely, Thomas Dudley and John Haynes; and Mr. Haynes must have

subscribed his name several months after the order was adopted, as he did not

arrive until Sept. 3, 1633. At the first meeting holden in pursuance of this

“agreement,” several municipal arrangements were made, to secure the beauty and

safety of the town, to wit:—




Jan. 7,

1632-3. 




It is

ordered, that no person whatever [shall set] up any house in the bounds of this

town [without] leave from the major part.




Further,

it is agreed, by a joint consent, [that the] town shall not be enlarged until

all [the vacant] places be filled with houses.3 




Further,

it is agreed, that all the houses [within] the bounds of the town shall be

covered [with] slate or board, and not with thatch.4 




Further,

it is ordered, that all [the houses shall] range even, and stand just six [feet

on each man's] own ground from the street.




Next

follows the division of the common pales, apparently at the same meeting.




The

prohibition against erecting houses outside of “the town” may have been merely

a precaution against danger from enemies; yet it is not unlikely to have been

occasioned, in part at least, by the continued desire to make this the seat of

government, and the most desirable place of residence in the colony. The

regularity required in the position of the houses indicates a disposition to

make the town symmetrical as well as compact. This orderly arrangement, which

had doubtless been observed from the beginning, is referred to by Wood, in his

“New England's Prospect,” written in this year (1633), as one of the

characteristic features of the new town: “This place was first intended for a

city; but, upon more serious considerations, it was thought not so fit, being

too far from the sea, being the greatest inconvenience it hath. This is one of

the neatest and best compacted towns in New England, having many fair

structures, with many handsome contrived streets. The inhabitants, most of

them, are very rich, and well stored with cattle of all sorts, having many

hundred acres of land paled in with general fence, which is about a mile and a

half long, which secures all their weaker cattle from the wild beasts.” 5






After

this meeting on the seventh of January, no other is recorded until Aug. 5,

1633; from which date there is a consecutive record of the “monthly meetings.”

A selection from the orders adopted at these meetings may serve to illustrate

the primitive condition of the town.




Aug. 5,

1633. Sundry lots were granted for “cow-yards.”




Sept. 2,

1633. “It is ordered, that whosoever hath any tree lying across a highway, and

doth not remove it within seven days, or whosoever shall hereafter fall any

tree and let it lie cross a highway one day, shall forfeit the tree.”




Dec. 2,

1633. “It is ordered, that no person whatever shall fell any tree near the

town, within the path which goeth from Watertowne to Charlestowne, upon the

forfeiture of five shillings for every tree so felled.”  




“Agreed

with Mr. Symon Bradstreet, to make a sufficient cartway along by his pales, and

keep it in repair seven years; and he is to have ten shillings for the same.”




March 2,

1633-4. “Granted John Benjamin all the ground between John Masters his ground

and Antho. Couldbyes, provided that the windmill-hill shall be preserved for

the town's use, and a cartway of two rods wide unto the same.” 6 




April 7,

1634. “Granted John Pratt two acres by the old burying place, without the

common pales.” 7 




Aug. 4,

1634. “It is ordered, that whosoever shall fall [any] tree for boards,

clapboards, or frames of houses, [and] sell them out of the town, shall forfeit

for every [tree] so sold twenty shillings.”




Nov. 3,

1634. “James Olmsted is chosen Constable for the year following, and till a new

be chosen in his room, and presently sworn.8”




“John

White is chosen Surveyor, to see the highways and streets kept clean, and in

repair for the year following.”




“It is

ordered, that every inhabitant in the town shall keep the street clear from

wood and all other things against his own ground; and whosoever shall have

anything lie in the street above one day after the next meeting-day, shall

forfeit five shillings for every such default.”




Jan. 5,

1634-5. “It is ordered, that whosoever hath any lot granted by the town, and

shall not improve the same, then it is to return to the town; or, if he shall

improve the same, he shall first offer it to the town; if they refuse to give

him what charges he hath been at, then to have liberty to sell it to whom he

can.”




Next

follows an agreement, accompanied by several orders. whereby the system of

municipal government was radically  changed. Hitherto, all the legal voters had

met, from month to month, to manage their public affairs. Power was now

delegated to a few individuals, at first styled “Townsmen,” and afterwards

“Selectmen,” to transact “the whole business of the town,” until the next

November, when a new election might be had.9 




Feb. 3,

1634-5. 




At a

general meeting of the whole town, it was agreed upon by a joint consent, that

seven men should be chosen to do the whole business of the town, and so to

continue until the first Monday in November next, and until new be chosen in

their room: so there was then elected and chosen John Haynes, Esq., Mr. Symon

Bradstreet, John Taylcott, William Westwood, John White, William Wadsworth;

James Olmsted, Constable.




It is

further ordered, by a joint consent, [that] whatsoever these Townsmen, thus

chosen, shall do, in the compass of their time, shall stand in as full force as

if the whole town did the same, either for making of new orders, or altering of

old ones.




Further,

it is ordered, that whatsoever person they shall send for, to help in any

business, and he shall refuse to come, they shall have power to lay a fine upon

him, and to gather [it].




Further,

it is ordered, that they shall have one to attend upon them, to employ about

any business, at a public charge.




Further,

it is ordered, that they shall meet every first Monday in a month, at [ ] in

the afternoon, according to the former [order].




Another

important board of officers was elected, at the same meeting:— 




Also,

there was then chosen, to join [with] James Olmsted, Constable, John Benjamin,

Daniell Denison, Andrew Warner, William Spencer; which five, according to the

order of Court, [shall] survey the town lands, and enter the [same in] a Book

appointed for that purpose.10  




It is

further ordered, that these five men [shall] meet every first Monday in the

[month] at the Constable's house, in the forenoon, at the ringing of the bell.




 




Notes: 




 




1 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 95, 96, May 9, 1632: “Mr. Edmond Lockwood was chosen

constable of New Towne for this yeare next ensueing, and till a newe be

chosen.” On the same day, “It was ordered that there should be two of every

plantacon appointed to conferre with the Court about raiseing of a publique

stocke;” — “Mr. Lockwood and Mr. Spencer for Newe Towne.” 




2 It is

observable that the hour of meeting was thus early announced by “the ringing of

the bell.” Johnson represents that, in 1636, a drum was used, because the town

“had as yet no bell to call men to meeting.” —Coll. Mass. Hist. Soc.,

XIV. 18. It seems unlikely that “Mr. Hooker's company” transported their bell,

across the wilderness, to Connecticut, and the story perhaps was inaccurately

reported to Johnson. The day of meeting was changed to the second Monday in the

month, Oct. 1, 1639, because “it was ordered” by the General Court, “to prevent

the hindrance of the military company upon the first Monday in the month, that

no other meetings should be appointed upon that day.”




3 “The

town,” technically so-called, was embraced in the district bounded northerly by

Harvard Street and Square, westerly by Brattle Square and Eliot Street,

southerly by Eliot and South streets, and easterly by Holyoke Street, which was

then very crooked.




4 This

was a reaffirmation of an agreement made by the original projectors of the

town, nearly two years earlier. In his letter to the Countess of Lincoln, dated

March 28, 1631, Dudley speaks of recent disasters by fire, and adds: “For the

prevention whereof in our new town, intended this summer to be builded, we have

ordered that no man there shall build his chimney with wood, nor cover his

house with thatch.” As an additional prevention, the townsmen ordered, Oct. 3,

1636, “That no child, under the age of ten years, shall carry any fire from one

house to another, nor any other person unless it be covered, upon the

forfeiture of XII. pence a time for every such fault: the one half to the

person that sees it, the other to the Constable.” In these days of lucifer

matches, such an order may seem unnecessary; but even within the last fifty

years, it was not unusual to send from house to house for fire.




5 Boston

edition, p. 45. The prosperity of the inhabitants seems not to have been

overstated. Of the general tax imposed by the Court, Oct. 1, 1633, Boston,

Roxbury, Charlestown, Watertown, and New Town were assessed alike,—forty-eight

pounds; Dorchester was the only town in the colony which was required to pay a

larger sum,—eighty pounds. In March, 1636, the share of New Town, in a tax of

three hundred pounds, was forty-two pounds, when no other town was assessed

more than thirty-seven pounds ten shillings.




6

Windmill-hill was at the south end of Ash Street, near the former site of the

Cambridge Gas Works. A windmill was there erected for the grinding of corn, as

no mill moved by water-power was nearer than Watertown. This mill was removed

to Boston in August, 1632, because “it would not grind but with a westerly

wind.” —Savage's Winthrop, i. 87. The hill was afterwards enclosed by

Richard Eccles, who owned the adjoining lands, and it so remained until 1684,

when the town asserted its rights; and a tract measuring ten rods on the river,

six rods and seven feet across the west end, ten rods and four feet on the

north line, and seven and a half rods across the cast end, was acknowledged by

Eccles to be public property, together with a highway to it, two rods wide,

through his land; and his acknowledgment was entered on the Proprietors'

Records.




7 See

chapter XV.




8 Edmund

Lockwood had been appointed Constable by the Court, May 9, 1632, and John

Benjamin, May 29,1 633; but James Olmstead was the first person elected by the

inhabitants to fill that office, which was then of great honor and importance.




9

Perhaps the term of service was thus limited in anticipation of the proposed

removal of many inhabitants.




10 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 116. April 1, 1634. “It was further ordered, that the constable

and four or more of the chief inhabitants of every town (to be chosen by all

the freemen there, at some meeting there), with the advice of some one or more

of the next assistants, shall make a surveying of the houses, backside,

cornfields, mowing ground, and other lands, improved, or enclosed, or granted

by special order of the Court, of every free inhabitant there, and shall enter

the same in a book (fairly written in words at length and not in figures), with

the several bounds and quantities by the nearest estimation, and shall deliver

a transcript thereof into the Court within six months now next ensuing; and the

same, so entered and recorded, shall be a sufficient assurance to every such

free inhabitant, his and their heirs and assigns, of such estate of

inheritance, or as they shall have in any such houses, lands, or

frank-tenements.”




The book

thus prepared, called “The Regestere Booke of the Lands and Houses in the New

Towne,” and, more familiarly, the “Proprietors' Records,” is still preserved in

the office of the City Clerk. The record was not finally closed until Feb. 19,

1829.




 


















 




Chapter 4.




Prosperity

of the New Town. -- magistrates. -- Courts. -- dissatisfaction. -- John Pratt.

-- straitness for want of land. -- Exploration of other places. -- Debates and

division in the General Court. -- the Town accepts enlargement offered by

Boston and Watertown. -- removal to Hartford. -- supposed personal rivalry. --

names of early inhabitants.




 




The

projectors of the New Town had hitherto suffered two grievous disappointments:

the officers of the government had not generally become inhabitants, according

to the original agreement; and so great was the disparity in commercial

advantages, that it early became manifest that the New Town could not

successfully compete with Boston as the great mart of trade. No reasonable

hope, therefore, could be entertained that this should become the principal

city of the colony. In other respects, the enterprise appears to have been

eminently successful. The hope expressed by Dudley, that men of ability might

be attracted hither by the advantages offered, had been gratified; for so early

as 1633, Wood wrote concerning them: “the inhabitants, most of them, are very

rich and well stored with cattle of all sorts.” A reasonable proportion of the

rulers resided here. Dudley remained Deputy Governor until May, 1634, when he

became Governor, and the next year was an Assistant. Bradstreet was constantly

an Assistant; and Haynes, at the first election after his arrival, was elected

as an Assistant, and the next year, 1635, Governor. Moreover, the New Town had

become the seat of government; and, for aught which appears to the contrary, it

might have retained that distinction, if the principal inhabitants had not

removed.1  




All

these advantages, however, were not satisfactory. The disappointment and

uneasiness found vent in words. One memorable example is preserved: “At the

court of assistants,” says Winthrop, Nov. 3, 1635, “John Pratt of Newtown was

questioned about the letter he wrote into England, wherein he affirmed divers

things, which were untrue and of ill repute, for the state of the country, as

that here was nothing but rocks, and sands, and salt marshes, etc. He desired

respite for his answer to the next morning; then he gave it in writing, in

which, by making his own interpretation of some passages and acknowledging his

error in others, he gave satisfaction.” 2 This letter, probably

written in the previous year, is not known to exist; but the “answer,” which

sufficiently indicates its nature, is on record:— 




The

answer of me, John Pratt, to such things as I hear and perceive objected

against me, as offensive in my letter. First, generally, whatsoever I writ of

the improbability or impossibility of subsistence for ourselves or our posterity

without tempting God, or without extraordinary means, it was with these two

regards: first, I did not mean that which I said in respect of the whole

country, or our whole patent in general, but only of that compass of ground

wherein these towns are so thick set together; and secondly, I supposed that

they intended so to remain, because (upon conference with divers) I found that

men did think it unreasonable that they or any should remove or disperse into

other parts of the country; and upon this ground I thought I could not subsist

myself, nor the plantation, nor posterity. But I do acknowledge that since my

letter there have been sundry places newly found out, as Neweberry, Concord,

and others (and that within this patent), which will afford good means of

subsistence for men and beasts, in which and other such like new plantations, 

if the towns shall be fewer and the bounds larger than these are, I conceive

they may live comfortably. The like I think of Coñecticott, with the

plantations there now in hand; and what I conceive so sufficient for myself, I

conceive so sufficient also for my posterity. And concerning these towns here

so thick planted, I conceive they may subsist in case that, besides the

conveniences which they have already near hand, they do improve farms somewhat

further off, and do also apply themselves to and do improve the trade of

fishing and other trades. As concerning the intimation of the Commonwealth

builded upon rocks, sands, and salt marshes, I wish I had not made it, because

it is construed contrary to my meaning, which I have before expressed. And

whereas my letters do seem to extenuate the judgment of such as came before, as

having more honesty than skill, they being scholars, citizens, tradesmen,

&c., my meaning was not so general as the words do import; for I had an eye

only to those that had made larger reports into England of the country than I

found to be true in the sense aforesaid. And whereas I may seem to imply that I

had altered the minds or judgments of the body of the people, magistrates, and

others, I did not mean this in respect of the goodness or badness of the land

in the whole plantation, but only in point of removal and spreading further

into other parts, they afterwards conceiving it necessary that some should remove

into other places, here and there, of more enlargement; and whereas I seem to

speak of all the magistrates and people, I did indeed mean only all those with

whom I had any private speech about those things. And as for the barrenness of

the sandy grounds, &c., I spake of them then as I conceived; but now, by

experience of mine own, I find that such ground as before I accounted barren,

yet, being manured and husbanded, doth bring forth more fruit than I did

expect. As for the not prospering of the English grain upon this ground, I do

since that time see that rye and oats have prospered better than I expected;

but as for the other kinds of grain, I do still question whether they will come

to such perfection as in our native country from whence they come. And whereas

I am thought generally to charge all that have written into England by way of

commendation of this land as if what they had written were generally false, I

meant it only of such excessive commendations as I see did exceed and are

contrary to that which I have here expressed.




And as

concerning that which I said, that the gospel would  be as dear here as in

England, I did it to this end, to put some which intended to come hither only

for outward commodity to look for better grounds ere they look this way. As for

some grounds of my returning, which I concealed from my friends for fear of

doing hurt, I meant only some particular occasions and apprehensions of mine

own, not intending to lay any secret blemish upon the State. And whereas I did

express the danger of decaying here in our first love, &c., I did it only

in regard of the manifold occasions and businesses which here at first we meet

withal, by which I find in mine own experience (and so, I think, do others

also), how hard it is to keep our hearts in that holy frame which sometimes

they were in where we had less to do in outward things, but not at all

intending to impute it as necessary to our condition, much less as a fruit of

our precious liberties which we enjoy, which rather tend to the quickening of

us, we improving the same as we ought.




This my

answer (according with the inward consent and meaning of my heart) I do humbly

commend to the favorable consideration and acceptance of the Court, desiring in

this, as in all things, to approve myself in a conscience void of offence

towards God and man. 




John

Pratt. 




Of this

answer of John Pratt before written, voluntarily by him made, as we are

witnesses, so we do also join with him in humble desire unto the Court, that it

may be favorably accepted, and whatever failings are in the letter in regard of

the manner of expressions (which may seem hardly to suit with these his

interpretations), we do desire the indulgence of the Court to pass over without

further question. 




Peter

Bulkeley. John Wilson. Thomas Hooker. 




Whereas

John Pratt of Newe Towne, being called before us at this present Court, and

questioned for a letter which he wrote into England, dated———, wherein he

raised an ill report of this country, did desire respite till the next day to

consider of his answer, he hath now delivered in this before written, which,

upon his free submission and acknowledgement of his error, the Court hath

accepted for satisfaction, and thereupon pardoned his  said offence, and given

order that it shall be recorded, and such as desire copies thereof may have the

same.




John

Haynes, Governor, Rich: Bellingham, John Winthrop, Tho: Dudley, John Humfry,

Willm. Coddington, Willm. Pinchon, Atterton Houghe, Increase Nowell, Simon

Bradstreete.3




This Mr.

Pratt was a physician in the New Town, or Cambridge, for several years. He and

his wife were drowned near the coast of Spain in December, 1646, as related by

Winthrop.4 He was not the only dissatisfied person, though less

cautious than others in expressing his feelings. As early as May, 1634, this

spirit of dissatisfaction became so general among the inhabitants of the New

Town, that they proposed to abandon their comparatively pleasant homes, and to

commence anew in the wilderness. The ostensible reason for removal was the lack

of sufficient land. The town was indeed narrow, but its length was indefinite.

The limit of eight miles northwesterly from the meeting-house was not fixed

until March, 1636; and it does not appear how far the land was previously

occupied in that direction. But the westerly line of Charlestown was

established, March 6, 1632-3; and it seems to have been understood that the

whole territory between that line and the easterly bounds of Watertown was

reserved for the use of New Town, however far those lines might extend into the

country. But the people appeared impatient of such narrow limits. At the

General Court, May 14, 1634, “Those of New Town complained of straitness for

want of land, especially meadow, and desired leave of the Court to look out

either for enlargement or removal, which was granted; whereupon they sent men

to see Agawam and Merrimack, and gave out that they would remove, etc.” 5

Early in July, 1634, “Six of New Town went in the Blessing (being bound to the

Dutch plantation,) to discover Connecticut River, intending to remove their

town thither.” 6 In the following September, the same subject was

again brought before the General Court. The record is very brief; but the

particulars related by Winthrop are of so much interest that they may well be

quoted in full:— 




 




Sept. 4, 1634.




The

General Court began at New Town, and continued a week, and was then adjourned

fourteen days.—  The main business, which spent the most time and caused the

adjourning of the Court, was about the removal of New Town. They had leave, the

last General Court, to look out some place for enlargement or removal, with

promise of having it confirmed to them, if it were not prejudicial to any other

plantation; and now they moved that they might have leave to remove to Connecticut.

This matter was debated divers days, and many reasons alleged pro and con.




The

principal reasons for their removal were, 1. Their want of accommodation for

their cattle, so as they were not able to maintain their ministers, nor could

receive any more of their friends to help them; and here it was alleged by Mr.

Hooker, as a fundamental error, that towns were set so near each to other. 2.

The fruitfulness and commodiousness of Connecticut, and the danger of having it

possessed by others, Dutch or English. 3. The strong bent of their spirits to

remove thither.




Against

these it was said, 1. That, in point of conscience, they ought not to depart

from us, being knit to us in one body and bound by oath to seek the welfare of

this commonwealth. 2. That, in point of state and civil polity, we ought not to

give them leave to depart:—being we were now weak and in danger to be assailed;

the departure of Mr. Hooker would not only draw many from us, but also divert

other friends that would come to us; we should expose them to evident peril,

both from the Dutch, (who made claim to the same river and had already built a

fort there,) and from the Indians, and also from our own state at home, who

would not endure they should sit down without a patent in any place which our

king lays claim unto. 3. They might be accommodated at home by some enlargement

which other towns offered. 4. They might remove to Merimack or any other place

within our patent. 5. The removing of a candlestick is a great judgment, which

is to be avoided.




Upon

these and other arguments the Court being divided, it was put to vote; and, of

the Deputies, fifteen were for their departure, and ten against it. The

Governor and two Assistants were for it, and the Deputy and all the rest of the

Assistants were against it, (except the Secretary, who gave no vote;) whereupon

no record was entered, because there were not six Assistants in the vote, as

the patent requires. Upon this there grew a great difference between the

Governor and Assistants and the Deputies. They would not yield the Assistants a

negative voice, and the others (considering how dangerous it might  be to the

commonwealth if they should not keep that strength to balance the greater

number of the Deputies) thought it safe to stand upon it. So when they could

proceed no farther, the whole Court agreed to keep a day of humiliation to seek

the Lord, which was accordingly done, in all the congregations, the 18th day of

this month: and the 24th the Court met again. Before they began, Mr. Cotton

preached, (being desired by all the Court upon Mr. Hooker's instant excuse of

his unfitness for that occasion.) He took his text out of Hag. II. 4, etc., out

of which he laid down the nature or strength (as he termed it) of the

magistracy, ministry, and people, viz.—the strength of the magistracy to be

their authority; of the people, their liberty; and of the ministry, their

purity; and showed how all of these had a negative voice, etc., and that yet

the ultimate resolution, etc., ought to be in the whole body of the people,

etc., with answer to all objections, and a declaration of the people's duty and

right to maintain their true liberties against any unjust violence, etc., which

gave great satisfaction to the company. And it pleased the Lord so to assist

him and to bless his own ordinance, that the affairs of the Court went on

cheerfully; and although all were not satisfied about the negative voice to be

left to the magistrates, yet no man moved aught about it, and the congregation

of New Town came and accepted of such enlargement as had formerly been offered

them by Boston and Watertown; and so the fear of their removal to Connecticut

was removed.7




This

“enlargement,” however, was not permanently satisfactory. The inhabitants of

New Town again manifested “the strong bent of their spirits to remove.” It does

not appear when they received permission of the General Court. Perhaps the

liberty granted in general terms, May 14, 1634, was held to be sufficient. It

seems certain that a considerable number of them went to Connecticut before

Sept. 3, 1635; for on that day William Westwood, a New Town man, was “sworn

Constable of the plantations at Connecticut till some other be chosen.” 8

But the general exodus was several months later. Under date of May 31, 1636,

Winthrop says: “Mr. Hooker, pastor of the church of New Town, and the most of

his congregation, went to Connecticut. His wife was carried in a horse-litter;

and they drove one hundred and sixty cattle, and fed of their milk by the way.”

9 Their possessions in New Town were purchased by Mr. Shepard  and

his friends, who opportunely arrived in the autumn of 1635 and the following

spring and summer.




The

reasons assigned for this removal seem insufficient to justify it; or, at the

least, insufficient to require it. As to their inability to maintain their

ministers, it should be observed that at the same session when this reason was

alleged, New Town was rated as high as any other town in the colony.10

The real want of accommodation for cattle and for an additional population may

be estimated from the facts that, at this time there were probably less than

one hundred families here, containing from five hundred to six hundred persons;

and, supposing them to have sold one half of their cattle to their successors,

their herd may have consisted of about three hundred. Including the land then

offered by others and accepted by them, their territory embraced Cambridge,

Arlington, Brookline, Brighton, and Newton. After making all needful allowance

for improvements in agriculture, one might suppose here was sufficient room for

somewhat more than a hundred families, with their flocks and herds.




Another

reason is mentioned by Winthrop, namely, “the strong bent of their spirits to

remove.” The particular pressure which occasioned this “strong bent” he does

not describe. But Hubbard, writing before 1682, when many were living who heard

the discussion, intimates what that pressure was: “The impulsive cause, as wise

men deemed and themselves did not altogether conceal, was the strong bent of their

spirits to remove out of the place where they were. Two such eminent stars,

such as were Mr. Cotton and Mr. Hooker, both of the first magnitude, though of

different influence, could not well continue in one and the same orb.” 11

Again he says: “A great number of the planters of the old towns, viz.,

Dorchester, Roxbury, Watertown, and Cambridge, were easily induced to attempt a

removal of themselves and families upon the first opportunity offered; which

was not a little advanced by the fame and interest of Mr. Hooker, whose worth

and abilities had no small influence upon the people of the towns

forementioned.” 12 The opinion thus expressed by Hubbard, was

adopted by Hutchinson, nearly a hundred years later: “Mr. Hooker and Mr. Cotton

were deservedly in high esteem; some of the principal persons were strongly

attached to the one of them, and some to the other. The great influence which

Mr. Cotton had in the colony inclined Mr. Hooker and his  friends to remove to

some place more remote from Boston than New Town. Besides, they alleged, as a

reason for their removal, that they were straitened for room, and thereupon

viewed divers places on the sea-coast, but were not satisfied with them.” 13

Trumbull suggests that political rivalry was mingled with clerical jealousy. Of

John Haynes he says: “In 1635 he was chosen Governor of Massachusetts. He was

not considered in any respect inferior to Governor Winthrop. His growing

popularity, and the fame of Mr. Hooker, who, as to strength of genius and his

lively and powerful manner of preaching, rivalled Mr. Cotton, were supposed to

have had no small influence upon the General Court in their granting liberty to

Mr. Hooker and his company to remove to Connecticut. There it was judged they

would not so much eclipse the fame, nor stand in the way of the promotion and

honor of themselves or their friends.” 14 




Very

probably such jealousies and rivalries had some influence upon the removal of

Mr. Hooker and his friends. It is known that Winthrop and Haynes differed in

judgment upon public policy, the former advocating a mild administration of

justice, and the latter insisting on “more strictness in civil government and

military discipline,” as Winthrop relates at large, i. 177-179. The Antinomian

controversy, which did not indeed culminate until a year or two later, had

commenced as early as 1635; in which Hooker and Cotton espoused opposite sides,

and were among the most prominent clerical antagonists. Up to the period of the

removal, it seemed doubtful which party would prevail. Both parties were

zealous; both lauded their own clergymen, and spoke harshly of their opponents.

It is not surprising, therefore, that Cotton and Hooker should feel that their

close proximity was irritating rather than refreshing. On the whole, I think, “the

strong bent of their spirits to remove” was not altogether caused by lack of

sufficient land or by straitness of accommodations.




However

doubtful the cause, the fact is certain, that the greater part of the First

Church and Congregation removed from New Town; more than fifty families went to

Hartford, and others elsewhere. Of the families residing here before January,

1635, not more than eleven are known to have remained. The following list of

inhabitants is compiled from the Records of the Town, under the dates when they

first appear. It should be observed, however, that perhaps many of them were

here earlier than the  dates would indicate. For example, Dudley and

Bradstreet, and probably others, under date of 1632, were here in 1631; many of

those who are entered under date of 1633 were certainly here in 1632; and some

of those whose names first appear in 1634 had perhaps been residents one or two

years previously. It may also be observed, that of those who removed, many did

not permanently remain in the town first selected, but subsequently went

elsewhere; yet it does not properly fall within my province to trace their

various emigrations. 




 




1632.




 




Thomas

Dudley, Esq.15 




Simon

Bradstreet.16 




Edmund

Lockwood.17 




Daniel

Patrick.18 




John

Poole.19 




William Spencer.20






John

Kirman.21 




Simon

Sackett.22 




1633.




Jeremy

Adams.23 




Matthew

Allen.24 




John

Benjamin.25 




Jonathan

Bosworth.26 




John

Bridge.27 




Richard

Butler.28 




William

Butler.29 




John

Clark.30 




Anthony

Colby.31 




Daniel

Denison.32 




Samuel

Dudley.33 




Edward

Elmer.34 




Richard

Goodman.35 




William

Goodwin.36 




Garrad

Haddon.




Stephen

Hart.37 




John

Haynes, Esq.38 




Thomas

Heate.39 




Rev.

Thomas Hooker.40 




John

Hopkins.41 




Thomas

Hosmer.42 




William

Kelsey.43 




William

Lewis.44 




Richard

Lord.45 




John

Masters.46 




Abraham

Morrill.




Hester

Mussey.47 




James

Olmstead.48 




William

Pantry.49 




John

Pratt.50 




Joseph

Reading.51 




Nathaniel

Richards.52 




Thomas

Spencer.53 




Edward

Stebbins.54 




George

Steele.55 




John

Steele.56 




Rev.

Samuel Stone.57 




John

Talcott.58 




Wm.

Wadsworth.59 




Andrew

Warner.60 




Richard

Webb.61 




William

Westwood.62 




John

White.63 




1634.




Daniel

Abbott.64 




William

Andrews.65 




John

Arnold.66 




Guy

Banbridge.67 




John

Barnard.68 




Thomas

Beale,69 




Christopher

Cane.70 




Mrs.

Chester.71 




Nicholas

Clark.72 




Dolor

Davis.73 




Robert

Day.74 




Joseph

Easton.75 




Nathaniel

Ely.76 




James

Ensign.77 




Thomas

Fisher.78  




Edmund

Gearner.79 




John

Gibson.80 




Seth

Grant.81 




Bartholomew

Green.82 




Samuel

Green.83 




Samuel

Greenhill.84 




Nathaniel

Hancock.85 




Edmund

Hunt.86 




Thomas

Judd.87 




William

Mann.88 




John

Maynard.89 




Joseph

Mygate.90 




Stephen

Post.91 




John

Prince.92 




Thomas

Scott.93 




Garrad

Spencer.94 




Michael

Spencer.95 




Timothy

Stanley.96 




George

Stocking.97 




Timothy

Tomlins.98 




Humphrey

Vincent.99 




Samuel

Wakeman.100 




Samuel Whitehead.101






Simon

Willard.102




 




Notes:




 




1 The

first three Courts of Assistants were held at Charlestown in August and

September, 1630; after which all the courts were held in Boston until May,

1634. The Assistants had even voted, Oct. 3, 1632, “It is thought, by general

consent, that Boston is the fittest place for public meetings of any place in

the Bay.” Yet when Dudley was elected Governor, in May, 1634, the courts, both

general and particular, were transferred to New Town, and were there held

exclusively until May, 1636. Then they returned to Boston; then to New Town

again in April, 1637, until September, 1638, when they became permanently fixed

at Boston.




Dr.

Holmes, writing in 1800, says, “In some of the first years, the annual election

of the Governor and Magistrates of the Colony was holden in this town. The

people, on these occasions, assembled under an oak tree, which stood on the

northerly side of the Common in Cambridge, a little west of the road leading to

Lexington. The stump of it was dug up not many years since.” —Coll. Mass.

Hist. Soc., VII. 9. This was probably the tree mentioned in a note to

Hutchinson's Hist. Mass., i. 61: At the election in 1637, the party of

Mr. Vane, fearing defeat, refused to proceed, until a certain petition had been

read. Mr. Winthrop's party protested against delay. And it is said that “Mr.

Wilson, the minister, in his zeal gat up upon the bough of a tree (it was hot

weather and the election like that of Parliament men for the counties in

England was carried on in the field), and there made a speech, advising the

people to look to their charter and to consider the present work of the day,

which was designed for the chusing the governor, deputy governor, and the rest

of the assistants for the government of the commonwealth. His speech was well

received by the people, who presently called out, election, election, which

turned the scale.” 




2

Savage's Winthrop, i. 173, 174.




3 Mass.

Rec., i. 358-360.




4

Savage's Winthrop, II. 239.




5

Savage's Winthrop, i. 132.




6 Ibid.,

i. 136.




7

Savage's Winthrop, i. 140-142.




8 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 159.




9

Savage's Winthrop, i. 187.




10 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 129.




11 Coll.

Mass. Hist. Soc., XV. 173.




12 Ibid.,

XVI. 305, 306.




13 Hist.

Mass., i. 43.




14 Hist.

Conn., i. 224.




15

Removed to Ipswich.




16 Removed

to Ipswich.




17 Died

here; family removed to Connecticut.




18

Removed to Watertown.




19

Removed to Lynn.




20

Removed to Hartford.




21

Removed to Lynn.




22 Died

here; family removed to Connecticut.




23

Removed to Hartford.




24

Removed to Hartford.




25

Remained here.




26

Removed to Hingham.




27

Remained here.




28

Removed to Hartford.




29

Removed to Hartford.




30

Removed to Hartford.




31

Removed to Salisbury.




32

Removed to Ipswich.




33

Removed to Boston.




34

Removed to Hartford.




35

Removed to Hartford.




36

Removed to Hartford.




37

Removed to Hartford.




38

Removed to Hartford.




39

Removed to Hingham.




40

Removed to Hartford.




41

Removed to Hartford.




42

Removed to Hartford.




43

Removed to Hartford.




44

Removed to Hartford.




45

Removed to Hartford.




46

Remained here.




47

Removed to Hartford.




48

Removed to Hartford.




49

Removed to Hartford.




50

Remained here.




51

Removed to Ipswich.




52

Removed to Hartford.




53

Removed to Hartford.




54

Removed to Hartford.




55

Removed to Hartford.




56

Removed to Hartford.




57

Removed to Hartford.




58

Removed to Hartford.




59

Removed to Hartford.




60

Remained here.




61

Removed to Hartford.




62

Removed to Hartford.




63

Removed to Hartford.




64

Removed to Providence.




65

Removed to Hartford.




66

Removed to Hartford.




67

Remained here.




68

Removed to Hartford.




69

Remained here.




70

Remained here.




71

Removed to Hartford.




72

Removed to Hartford.




73

Removed to Concord.




74

Removed to Hartford.




75

Removed to Hartford.




76

Removed to Hartford.




77

Removed to Hartford.




78

Removed to Dedham.




79

Perhaps the Edmund Gardner, who was in Ipswich, 1638.




80

Remained here.




81

Removed to Hartford.




82

Remained here.




83

Remained here.




84

Removed to Hartford.




85

Remained here.




86

Removed to Duxbury.




87

Removed to Hartford.




88

Remained here.




89

Removed to Hartford.




90

Removed to Hartford.




91 Removed

to Hartford.




92

Removed to Hull.




93

Removed to Hartford.




94

Removed to Lynn.




95

Removed to Lynn.




96

Removed to Hartford.




97

Removed to Hartford.




98

Removed to Lynn.




99

Removed to Ipswich.




100

Removed to Hartford.




101

Removed to Hartford.




102

Removed to Concord.




 


















 




Chapter 5.




Arrival

of Shepard's company, and some of their names. -- New municipal officers. --

New division of lands. -- monthly meetings. -- ferry. -- Lectures. -- Cow

Common. -- goats. -- herd of cows. -- weir for taking alewives. -- herd on the

south side of the river. -- herd of swine. -- fowls not permitted to enter

gardens. -- cartway to the weir. -- pound. -- Stumps. -- neither houses nor

lands to be sold or let, without consent of the Townsmen. -- strangers not to

be harbored. -- grant of land to the Drummer. -- Fort Hill. -- grant of land at

Vine Brook. -- swine to be yoked and ringed. -- apple trees and other quickset

to be preserved from damage by goats. -- Births, marriages, and burials to be

recorded. -- Farms granted. -- grant of money by the General Court for a

College. -- organization of the militia. -- the College to be at New Town. --

Marshal General. -- the New Town named Cambridge. -- printing-press. -- Bond of

Stephen Daye to Jose Glover.




 




It has

already been mentioned in the preceding chapter, that Mr. Hooker and a large

proportion of his church removed from New Town in 1635 and 1636; and that Mr.

Shepard with another company purchased their houses and lands. Among “the

reasons which swayed him to come to New England,” Mr. Shepard says in his

Autobiography, “Divers people in Old England of my dear friends desired me to

go to New England there to live together, and some went before and writ to me

of providing a place for a company of us, one of which was John Bridge, and I

saw divers families of my Christian friends, who were resolved thither to go

with me.” Accordingly “in the year 1634, about the beginning of the winter,” he

embarked at Harwich, having with him “brother Champney, Frost, Goffe, and

divers others, most dear saints,” who afterwards were inhabitants of Cambridge.

They were driven back by stress of weather, and the voyage was abandoned. But

“about the 10th of August, 1635,” he again embarked; “land so the Lord, after

many sad storms and wearisome days and many longings to see the shore, brought

us to the sight of it upon Oct. 2, 1635, and upon Oct. the 3d, we arrived with

my wife, child, brother Samuel, Mr. Harlakenden, Mr. Cooke, &c., at

Boston.—When we had been here two days, upon Monday Oct. 5, we came (being sent

for by friends at Newtown) to them, to my brother Mr. Stone's house; and that

congregation being upon their removal to Hartford at Connecticut, myself and

those that came with me found many houses empty and many persons willing to

sell, and here our company bought off their houses to dwell in until we should

see another place fit to remove into; but having been here some time, divers of

our brethren did desire to sit still and not to remove farther, partly because

of the fellowship of the churches, partly because they thought their lives were

short and removals to near plantations full of troubles, partly because they

found  sufficient for themselves and their company,” 1 Besides those

who are here named by Mr. Shepard, another Mr. Cooke and William French came in

the same ship (The Defence) with him; and the larger portion of those

whose names first appear in 1635 and 1636 may safely be regarded as members of

his company, to wit:— 




1635.




Jonas

Austin.2 




Thomas

Blodgett.3 




Thomas

Blower.4 




William Blumfield.5






Robert

Bradish.6 




Thomas

Brigham.7 




William

Buck.8 




William

Butler.9 




Clement

Chaplin.10 




Thomas

Chesholme.11 




George

Cooke.12 




Joseph

Cooke.13 




Simon

Crosby.14 




Nicholas

Danforth.15 




William

French.16 




Edmund

Frost.17 




Richard

Girling.18 




Edward

Goffe.19 




Percival

Green.20 




Roger

Harlakenden, Esq.21 




Atherton

Haugh.22 




William

Holman.23 




John

Jackson.24 




William

Jones.25 




Barnabas

Lamson.26 




Thomas

Marrett.27 




John

Meane.28 




Nicholas

Olmstead.29 




Thomas

Parish.30 




Robert

Parker.31 




John Pratt.32






William

Ruscoe.33 




John

Russell.34 




Samuel

Shepard.35 




Rev.

Thomas Shepard.36 




Edward

Winship.37 




William

Witherell.38 




1836.




William

Adams.39 




Edmund Angier.40






James Bennett.41






Thomas Besbeech.42






Richard

Betts.43 




Peter

Bulkeley.44 




Benjamin

Burr.45 




John

Champney.46 




Richard

Champney.47 




Josiah

Cobbett.48 




Edward

Collins.49 




John

Cooper.50 




Gilbert

Crackbone.51 




Francis

Griswold.52 




Thomas

Hayward.53 




Ralph

Hudson.54 




Joseph

Isaac.55 




Richard

Jackson.56  




John

King.57 




John

Moore.58 




Walter Nichols.59






Richard Parke.60






William Patten.61






Richard

Rice.62 




Nicholas

Roberts.63 




John

Santley.64 




Nathaniel

Sparhawk.65 




Comfort

Starr.66 




Gregory

Stone.67 




William

Towne.68 




Thomas

Welles.69 




John

Woolcott.70




 




Immediately

after the arrival of Mr. Shepard's company, they became prominent in municipal

affairs, although the larger part of Mr. Hooker's company did not remove until

six months afterwards. I quote again from the Town Records:— 




 




Nov. 23, 1635.




At a

general meeting of the whole town, there was then chosen, to order the business

of the whole town for the year following, and until new be chosen in their

room, Mr. Roger Harlakenden, William Spencer, Andrew Warner, Joseph Cooke, John

Bridge, Clement Chaplin, Nicholas Danforth, Thomas Hosmer, William Andrews:

which nine men are to have the power of the Town as those formerly chosen had,

as may appear in the order made the 3d Feb. 1634. （1634-5.)




Further,

there was chosen and sworn William Andrews, constable for the year following,

and until a new be chosen.




Further,

there was then chosen for the year following Barnabas Lambson to be surveyor of

the highways.




It is

further ordered, That the Town Book shall be at William Spencer's house.




 




With a

change of government came a change of customs. Some of the common planting

fields became private property. Thus the Old Field, containing about

sixty-three acres, was divided between Edward Goffe, Samuel Shepard, and Joseph

Cooke. Small-lot-Hill, in like manner, passed into fewer hands. Farms were

granted to such as desired them, both on the south side of the River, and in

the territory now embraced in Arlington and Lexington. Much the larger portion

of the inhabitants continued to reside in the “town,” and “West end,” very few

venturing beyond the line of Sparks, Wyeth, and Garden Streets; but provision

was made for the suitable care of their cattle, on the commons, by keepers

specially appointed. Rules were adopted to promote the comfort and convenience

of the inhabitants, and to protect them against annoyance by undesirable 

associates. A few extracts from the Records may help to exhibit their

condition. 




 




Dec. 7, 1635.




It is

ordered, That the monthly meeting, every first Monday [in the month], according

to the first order, shall [be continued;] and whosoever appears not within half

an hour after the ringing of the bell, shall pay for the first day vid., and

[for the second] day xiid., and so to double it every day, [unless he have] a

just excuse, such as may give satisfaction to the rest of the company.71






It is

further ordered, That there shall be a sufficient bridge made down to low-water

mark on this side the River, and a broad ladder [set up] on the farther side

the River, for convenience [of] landing; and Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Danforth and Mr.

Cooke to see it made.72




 


















 




Jan. 4, 1635-6,




It is

ordered, That Mr. Joseph Cooke shall keep the ferry, and have a penny over, and

a half a penny on Lecture days.73 




It is

further ordered, That there shall be a double rail set up from the Pine Swamp

fence to West-end Field fence, for the milch cows to lie in, on nights, and

that no other cattle whatever to go there, either swine, goats, mares, or the

like.74




 




Feb. 8, 1635-6,




Agreed

with Mr. Chapline, that his man  shall keep the goats, and to have three half

pence a week for one goat, and a penny a week for wethers or kids; to begin

next Monday.




 




March 1, 1635-6.




Agreed

with Richard Rice to keep 100 cows for the space of three months, to begin when

he shall be appointed; and is to have ten pounds paid him within ten days after

the ships be come in, or in June. Also he is to have 2 men to help him keep

them the first 14 days, and one man the next 7 days; also to have them kept 2

sabbath days, and he one, during the time. Also he is to fetch the cows into

the town every morning out of the common, half an hour after the sun is up, at

the farthest, and to bring them into the town half an hour before the sun goeth

down, and to pay IIId. a cow for every night he leaveth out any. Also he is not

to keep any cattle for any man except he have leave from the Townsmen, upon the

forfeiture of vs. a cow he shall so keep. Also he hath liberty to keep his own

heifer without pay.




Agreed

with John Clarke to make a sufficient weir to catch alewives upon Menotomies

River in the bounds of this town, before the 12th of April next, and shall sell

and deliver unto the inhabitants of the town and no other, except for bait, all

the alewives he shall take at IIIs., 6d. per thousand, and shall at all times

give such notice to the persons that shall be appointed to fetch them away as

he shall be directed, who shall discharge the said John Clarke of them within

24 hours after notice, or else he to have liberty to sell them to whom he can.

Provided, and it is the meaning of the Townsmen, that if any shall desire to

have some to eat before the great quantity cometh, then he is to have iid. a

score and fetch them there, or IIId. a score and he bring them home. Further

the Townsmen do promise in the behalf of the town to make good all those fish

that he shall be damnified by the Indians, that is, shall himself deliver unto

them, being appointed before by the Townsmen how many he shall deliver. Also to

save him harmless from any damage he shall sustain by Wattertowne, provided it

be not his own fault. He is to have his money within 14 days after he hath done

fishing.




 




March 13, 1635-6




Agreed

with William Patten to keep 100 cattle on the other side the River for the

space of seven months, to begin when the Town shall appoint him, and to have

twenty pounds, the one half paid him in money when he hath keep half his time,

and the other half in corn when he hath done keeping, at the price which the

common rate of corn goeth when  he is to be paid. And he is to have a man to help

him the first 14 days, he paying him for one week, the Town for the other; also

he is to lodge there except once a week, and to have a man to keep them every

other sabbath day; and he to pay xs. a beast for every beast he shall lose; and

to keep no cattle of any man, except the Townsmen give leave, upon the

forfeiture of 5s. a head for every head he shall so keep.




The

hog-keeper began to keep on the first of April, being the fifth day of the

week, at 10s. per week so long as the Townsmen please to have him keep them;

and he is to keep them at Rocky Meadow.




 


















 




April 4, 1636.




Agreed

with John Talcott and William Wadsworth to have their house at Rocky Meadow

this year, for the hog-keeper to abide in; and they are to have their cattle go

free from paying towards the pound for dry cattle this year.




It is

ordered, That Richard Rice shall begin to keep the cows the 11th of April,

1636.




It is

ordered, That William Pattine shall begin to keep the dry cattle the 14th of

April.




Ordered,

That whosoever finds a cock, hen, or turkey, in a garden, it shall be lawful

for them to require three pence of the owner; and if they refuse to pay, then

to kill the same.




Andrew

Warner and Joseph Cooke to make a rate for the division of the alewives.75




 




April 23, 1636.




Agreed

with Andrew Warner to fetch home the alewives from the weir; and he is to have

xvid. a thousand, and load them himself, for carriage; and to have power to

take any man to help him, he paying of him for his work.




Andrew

Warner appointed to see a cartway made to the weir.




William

Reskie appointed to make a pound.




 




Oct. 3, 1636.




Agreed

with Mr. Cooke to take up all the stubs that are within the bounds of the town,

that is, within the town gates;76 and he is to have ixd. apiece for

taking up the same,  and filling up the holes, all above III. inches [deep],

which he is to do before the first of December, or else to forfeit 5l.




 




Dec. 5, 1636.




Ordered,

That no man inhabiting or not inhabiting within the bounds of the town shall

let or sell any house or land unto any, without the consent of the Townsmen

then in place, unless it be to a member of the congregation; and lest any one

shall sustain loss thereby, they shall come and proffer the same unto them,

upon a day of the monthly meeting, and at such a rate as he shall not sell or

let for a lesser price unto any than he offereth unto them, and to leave the

same in their hands, in liking, until the next meeting day in the next month,

when, if they shall not take it, paying the price within some convenient time,

or provide him a chapman, he shall then be free to sell or let the same unto

any other, provided the Townsmen think them fit to be received in.




Ordered,

That whosoever entertains any stranger into the town, if the congregation

desire it, he shall set the town free of them again within one month after

warning given them, or else he shall pay 19s. 8d. unto the townsmen as a fine

for his default, and as much for every month they shall there remain.




There is

granted unto Frances Greshold, the Drummer, 2 acres of land, lying at the end

of Barnebe Lambson's pale towards Charlestowne, in regard of his service

amongst the soldiers upon all occasions, as long as he stayeth, with condition,

if he depart the town and leave off that service within two years, he shall

leave it unto the town at the charge it hath cost him in building and

enclosing.




 




Jan. 2, 1636-7.




It is

granted unto Joseph Cooke to have the hill by his house, which have been

hitherto preserved for a place to build a fort upon for defence, with all the

lane leading thereunto; provided if the town shall ever make use of it for that

end, he shall yield it again; or else to remain to him and his heirs forever.77






Granted

to Mr. Richard Harlakingden six hundred acres of upland and meadow, at the

place called Vine Brook, in the midway between Newtowne and Concord, upon

condition he sendeth over his man, or ordereth that some other may build upon

it and  improve it for him the next summer after this next ensuing, and now,

this spring, [give] certain intelligence he will do so; and upon condition

likewise that he cometh himself the next summer after being the third from this

time; and if he shall fail in all or any one of these three conditions, then

this grant to be void.78




 




Jan. 14, 1638-9.




Ordered,

there being found much damage done by swine in this town, since the order of

the General Court was repealed, and they left at liberty for each town to

order,— it is therefore ordered, at a general meeting of the Townsmen, with a

general consent of the inhabitants then present, that is to say, that none,

either rich or poor, shall keep above two swine abroad on the common, one sow

hog and a barrow, or 2 barrows; and these to be sufficiently yoked and ringed,

after the judgment of the two brethren that are appointed to see to the execution

of this order, and to bring in a note of such defaults as they find. And if any

be found defective, to break this order, either by keeping more than 2 hogs,

and such hogs, so let abroad, if not sufficiently [yoked and ringed] after the

order, shall pay for every breach of this order 2s., unless in case there

should be any failing by unexpected providence, and can be so proved by

sufficient evidence; in that case there may be mitigation of this fine,

otherwise to take place without all excuses, to the end that each man and this

commonweal may be preserved from damage by that creature in this our town.




 




Oct. 1, 1639.




Ordered,

for the preservation of apple-trees and all other kind of quick-set, in men's

yards or elsewhere, and for preventing all other damage by them and harm to

themselves by skipping over pales, That no goats shall be suffered to go out of

the owner's yard without a keeper; but if it appeareth to be willingly, they

shall pay unto any one that will put them to pound two pence for every goat,

beside damage and poundage. And because the charge would be too great if only a

part of them be kept, it is therefore also ordered, that whosoever shall not

put forth their goats shall notwithstanding pay to the keeper within one third

part as much for every goat as they that do put them out, until the first of

March; and after that day, to the full as much as any do for those that are

with the herd.




 




March, 1639-40.




Ordered,

That William Towne shall register  every birth, marriage, and burial, according

to the order of Court in that case provided, and give it in, once every year,

to be delivered by the Deputies to the Recorder; and shall gather for every

particular entrance 1 penny for the Recorder's fees, and xiid. for himself.




 




——1640.




Granted

unto Joseph Cooke a farm of 400 acres of the nearest upland adjoining to his

meadow lying beyond Cheesecake Brook79 and between that and Charles

River; and also liberty to go with a straight line, (on the hithermost side of

his meadow on this side Cheesecake Brook), down by the edge of the highland, to

Charles River.




 




At the

same meeting grants of farms were made to other persons, to wit: to Samuel

Shepard 400 acres adjoining and beyond the farm of Joseph Cooke; to Capt.

George Cooke, 600 acres; to Edward Goffe, 600 acres; to John Bridge, 350 acres;

severally “about the outside of the bounds between Watertowne, Concord, and

Charlestowne.”




During

this period, the General Court passed several orders, affecting the comfort and

prosperity of the people dwelling here:— 




 




Oct. 28, 1636.




The

Court agreed to give 400l. towards a school or college, whereof 200l.

to be paid the next year, and 200l. when the work is finished, and the

next Court to appoint where and what building.80




 




Dec. 13, 1636.




It is

ordered, That all military men in this jurisdiction shall be ranked into three

regiments, viz., Boston, Roxberry, Dorchester, Weimoth, Hingham, to be one

regiment, whereof John Winthrope, senior, Esquire, shall be colonel, and Tho.

Dudley, Esquire, lieftenant colonel:




Charlestowne,

Newetowne, Watertowne, Concord, and Deddam, to be another regiment, whereof

John Haynes, Esqr. shall be colonel, and Roger Herlakenden Esqr. lieftenant

colonel:  




Saugust,

Salem, Ipswich, and Neweberry, to be another regiment, whereof John Endecot

Esqr. shall be colonel, and John Winthrope, junior, leiftenant colonel:




And the

Governor for the time being shall be chief general.81




 




March 9, 1636-7.




For

Newetowne, Mr. George Cooke chosen captain; Mr. Willi: Spencer, leiftenant; Mr.

Sam: Shepard, ensign.82




 




Nov. 15, 1637.




The

College is ordered to be at Newetowne.83




 




Nov. 20, 1637.




For the

College, the Governor, Mr. Winthrope, the Deputy, Mr. Dudley, the Treasurer,

Mr. Bellingham, Mr. Humfrey, Mr. Herlakenden, Mr. Staughton, Mr. Cotton, Mr.

Wilson, Mr. Damport, Mr. Wells, Mr. Sheopard, and Mr. Peters, these or the

greater part of them, whereof Mr. Winthrope, Mr. Dudley, or Mr. Bellingham, to

be alway one, to take order for a College at Newetowne.




Edward

Michelson, being appointed marshall of the Court, is appointed to have for any

execution 12d. in the pound for the first ten pounds, and 6d. in the pound to

40l., and after, 3d. in the pound to a hundred pounds, and 1d. in the

pound for all above 100l., to be paid out of the estate which the

execution is served upon. For every attachment of goods or persons the marshall

is to have 2s. 6d.; and if he goeth any way, he is to have 12d. a mile

beside. And the marshall is to have 2s. 6d. for every commitment in

Court, and 10l. stipend for this year to come.84




 




May 2, 1638.




It is

ordered, That Newetowne shall henceforward be called Cambridge.85




 




Dec. 4, 1638.




The town

of Cambridge was fined 10s. for want of a watch-house, pound, and stocks; and

time was given them till the next Court.86




 




March 13, 1638-9.




It is ordered,

That the College agreed upon formerly to be built at Cambridge shall be called

Harvard College.87




 




Under

date of March, 1639, Winthrop says, “a printing-house was begun at Cambridge by

one Daye, at the charge of Mr. Glover, who died on sea hitherward. The first

thing which was printed was the freeman's oath; the next was an almanac made

for New England by Mr. William Peirce, mariner; the next was the Psalms newly

turned into metre.” 88 Many years ago, the late Thaddeus William

Harris, M. D., then Librarian of Harvard College, gave me a copy of an ancient

document preserved in the archives of that institution, which manifestly

relates to this affair, though, perhaps for prudential reasons, no mention is

made in it concerning printing. It is a bond in the usual form, given by

Stephen Day89 of Cambridge, county of Cambridge, locksmith90

to Josse Glover,91 clerk, in the penal sum of one hundred pounds,

and dated June 7, 1638. The condition is thus stated: 




The

condition of this obligation is such, that, whereas the above named Josse

Glover hath undertaken and promised to bear the charges of and for the

transportation of the above bounden Stephen Day and Rebecca his wife, and of

Matthew92 and Stephen Day, their children, and of William Bordman,93

and three menservants, which are to be transported with him the said Stephen to

New England in America, in the ship called the John of London; and whereas the

transportation of all the said parties will cost the sum of forty and four

pounds, which is to be disbursed by the said Joos Glover; and whereas the said

Joos Glover hath delivered to the said Stephen Day kettles and other iron tools

to the value of seven pounds, both which sums amount to the sum of fifty and

one pounds; If,  therefore, the said Stephen Day do and shall with all speed94

ship himself and his said wife and children and servants, and the said William

Bordman in the same ship, and cause him and themselves to be transported in the

said ship to New England aforesaid, with as much speed as wind and weather will

permit; and also if the said Stephen Day, his executors, administrators or

assigns do truly pay or cause to be paid to the said Josse Glover his executors

or assigns the sum of [fifty] and one pounds, of lawful [money of] England

within twenty and four months next after the arrival of the said Stephen Day

the father in New England aforesaid, or within thirty days next after the

decease of the said Stephen Day the father, which of the said times shall first

and next happen to come or be after the date above written; and also if the

said Stephen Day the father and his servants and every of them do and shall

from time to time labor and work with and for the said Josse Glover and his

assigns in the trade which the said Stephen the father now useth in New England

aforesaid, at such rates and prices as is usually paid and allowed for the like

work in the country there; and also if the said Stephen the father, his

executors or administrators, do and shall, with the said sum of fifty and one

pounds, pay and allow unto the said Joos Glover, his executors or assigns, for

the loan, adventure and forbearance of the same sum, such recompense, damage

and consideration as two indifferent men in New England aforesaid, to be chosen

for that purpose, shall think fit, set down, and appoint; and lastly, if the

said Joos Glover, his executors and assigns shall and may from time to time

detain and take to his and their own uses, towards the payment of the said sum

of money, and allowances aforesaid, all such part and so much of the wages and

earnings which shall be earned by the works and labors aforesaid, (not

exceeding the principal sum aforesaid) as the said Joos, his executors or

assignes shall think fit; that then this obligation to be void, or else it to

stand in force and virtue.




 




Notes:




 




1 Life

of Shepard, edition of 1832, pp. 42-58.




2

Removed to Hingham.




3

Remained here.




4

Remained here.




5

Removed to Hartford.




6

Remained here.




7

Remained here.




8

Remained here.




9

Removed to Hartford.




10

Removed to Hartford.




11 Remained

here.




12

Remained here.




13

Remained here.




14

Remained here.




15

Remained here.




16

Remained here.




17

Remained here.




18

Remained here.




19

Remained here.




20

Remained here.




21

Remained here.




22

Remained here.




23

Remained here.




24

Remained here.




25 Removed

to Charlestown.




26

Remained here.




27

Remained here.




28

Remained here.




29

Removed to Hartford.




30

Remained here.




31

Remained here.




32

Removed to Hartford. Two of the same name were here.




33

Removed to Hartford.




34

Remained here.




35

Remained here.




36 Remained

here.




37

Remained here.




38

Afterwards settled in the ministry at Scituate.




39

Removed to Ipswich.




40

Remained here.




41

Removed to Concord.




42

Removed to Scituate or Duxbury; afterwards to Sudbury.




43

Removed to Ipswich.




44

Removed to Concord.




45 Removed

to Hartford.




46

Remained here.




47

Remained here.




48

Removed to Hingham.




49

Remained here.




50

Remained here.




51

Remained here.




52

Remained here.




53

Removed to Duxbury.




54 A

proprietor; but resided in Boston.




55

Remained here.




56

Remained here.




57 Names

soon disappeared.




58

Remained here.




59

Removed to Charlestown.




60

Remained here.




61

Remained here.




62

Removed to Concord.




63 Names

soon disappeared.




64 Names

soon disappeared.




65

Remained here.




66

Removed to Duxbury.




67

Remained here.




68

Remained here.




69

Removed to Hartford.




70 A

proprietor; but resided in Watertown.




71 This

order would seem to require a monthly meeting of all the inhabitants; but the

records indicate that only the Townsmen thus met. A general town meeting was

seldom held, except annually in November, for the election of officers.




72 This

bridge, or causeway, was at the southerly end of Dunster Street. Traces of the

old road on the south side of the river were visible not long ago (and perhaps

still remain), several rods east of the present road leading from the Great

Bridge to Brighton. Connected with this causeway was the ferry, named in the

next order.




73

Although there were then few, if any, inhabitants of the New Town residing on

the south side of the River, yet many persons crossed the ferry, in going from

town to town, especially on Lecture-days. Winthrop tells us, in 1634,— “It

being found that the four Lectures did spend too much time, and proved

overburden — some to the ministers and people, the ministers, with the advice

of the magistrates, and with the consent of their congregations, did agree to

reduce them to two days, viz.: Mr. Cotton one Thursday, or the 5th day of the

week, and Mr. Hooker at New Town the next 5th day; and Mr. Warham at Dorchester

one 4th day of the week, and Mr. Welde at Roxbury, the next 4th day.” This

arrangement was not effectual; for Winthrop adds five years later, in 1639,

“there were so many Lectures now in the country, and many poor persons would

usually resort to two or three in the week, to the great neglect of their

affairs, and the damage of the public,” etc. The General Court attempted to

correct the evil; but the Elders, or Pastors of Churches, manifested such a

keen jealousy of their rights, that the attempt was abandoned, and all evidence

of it was suppressed, or excluded from the records. Savage's Winthrop,

i. 144, 324-326.




74 This

fence was where Linnaean Street now is, and was the northern boundary of the

cow-common; the other sides were bounded by the present Garden Street and North

Avenue.




75 It

was customary to put one or more alewives in each hill of corn, and to use them

otherwise for the enrichment of the soil. They were considered of so much value

for this purpose as to be divided ratably. As late as June 10, 1649, it was

“ordered, by the Townsmen, that all persons provide that their dogs may do no

harm in corn or gardens, by scraping up the fish, upon the penalty of 3d. for

every dog that shall be taken damage peasant, with all other just

damages.” 




76 “Town

gates” then stood across Harvard Street, near Linden Street; across Brattle

Street, probably near Ash Street; and across the street between the College

yard and the Burial-place. Besides these, there were other gates to protect the

cow-common; one across Kirkland Street, near Oxford Street; one across Garden

Street, at the west end of Linnaean Street, and probably another at its east

end, across North Avenue.




77 The

house of Joseph Cooke stood at the northeasterly corner of Holyoke Street and

Holyoke Place; and it is believed by some that a portion of it still remains.

The hill reserved for a fort is the high land at the southeasterly angle of

Holyoke Place. Mr. Cooke's lot contained five acres, lying east of Holyoke

Street, and south of Mount Auburn Street.




78

Richard Harlakenden was elder brother to Roger Harlakenden, and had been very

kind to Mr. Shepard in England. He did not comply with the conditions of this

grant; and the same land was assigned, April 2, 1638, to Roger Harlakenden, in

lieu of five hundred acres previously granted to him on the south side of the

river. Vine Brook passes through the central portion of Lexington.




79

Cheesecake Brook is in the westerly part of Newton.




80 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 183. President Quincy (Hist. Harv. Coll., i. 1),

states that this foundation of the College was laid Sept. 8, 1636, overlooking

the fact that the General Court, which met on that day, adjourned until

October, and made this grant on the 28th day of that month. The College was

ordered to be established at Newtown, Nov. 15, 1637, and the town granted “to

the Professor” 2 2/3 acres of land, on which Holworthy, Stoughton, and Hollis

Halls are supposed to stand. This grant to the Professor, made May 11, 1638, is

defined on the record to be “to the Town's use forever, for a public school or

college; and to the use of Mr. Nathaniel Eaton as long as he shall be employed

in that work; so that at his death, or ceasing from that work, he or his shall

be allowed according to the charges he hath been at, in building or fencing.” 




81 Mass.

Coll. Rec., i. 186, 187.




82 Ibid.,

i. 190.




83 Ibid.,

i. 208. In his Wonder-Working Providence, Johnson says concerning the

College: “To make the whole world understand that spiritual learning was the

thing they chiefly desired, to sanctify the other and make the whole lump holy,

and that learning being set upon its right object, might not contend for error

instead of truth, they chose this place, being then under the orthodox and

soul-flourishing ministry of Mr. Thomas Shepheard, of whom it may be said,

without any wrong to others, the Lord by his ministry hath saved many hundred

souls.” Coll. Mass. Hist. Soc., XVII. 27, 28.




84 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 217. Mr. Mitchelson held this office, equivalent to that of

High Sheriff, until 1681, when he died and was succeeded by his son-in-law,

John Green.




85 Ibid.,

i. 228. This name is supposed to have been selected, because a place of the

same name is the seat of a university in England, where several of the

Magistrates and Elders had been educated.




86 Ibid.,

i. 247.




87 Mass.

Col. Rec., i. 253. So called in honor of Rev. John Harvard, who endowed the

college with half of his estate together with the whole of his library.




88

Savages' Winthrop, i. 289.




89 He

wrote his name Daye.




90

Although Daye was recognized by the General Court, Dec. 10, 1641, as “the first

that set upon printing,” he was a locksmith, and not a printer, by trade.

Perhaps his son Matthew had already received some instruction as a printer. It

is not probable that his successor, Samuel Green, had much knowledge of the

printer's mystery, at the time of his appointment. I think that Marmaduke

Johnson, who came to assist in printing the Indian Bible, was the first

thoroughly instructed printer in New England.




91 The

true name of Mr. Glover was Jose.




92

Matthew Daye was a printer, and the first known Steward of Harvard College. He

died 10th May, 1649.




93

William Boardman was son of Stephen Daye's wife by a former husband, and was

both Steward of the College and the progenitor of at least four stewards. He

died 25th March, 1685, aged 71.




94 He

appears to have arrived in New England with the printing-press, about four

months after the date of this bond. In a letter, dated at Salem, Oct. 10, 1638,

Hugh Peter says: “We have a printery here, and think to go to work with some special

things.” —Coll. Mass. Hist. Soc., XXXVI. 99.




The

business of printing was conducted exclusively at Cambridge for nearly half a

century, during which time the Indian Bible was printed; after about the year

1700, very little if any work of this kind was performed here (except by Samuel

Hall in 1775-76), until 1800, when a printing press was established by William

Hilliard.—Coll. Mass. Hist. Soc., VII. 19.




During

the present century, the printers of Cambridge have constantly held a very high

comparative rank, for both the quantity and the quality of their work.
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