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at least no record of
any will has so far
come to light. As a
final means of escap-
ing detetion, he em-
ulated Shakespeare
by varying the spell-
ing of his name with
nearly every record-
ing. It remained for
Mr. Laughlin’s dis-
covery of a record
for the sale of prop-
erty to ** Christopher
Hevne, Tinsmith
and Pewterer,”” to
prove that the ong-
mal clue had actual
possibilities.
Working on the
assumption that, at
length, we had our
man, and with the
aid of not a small
amount of luck, we
discovered the mea-
gre skeleton at first
unearthed beginning
to fll out into the
substance of the fol- Fig,
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cally arranged facts. (177
For the various 1.id more domical than

spellings, and for the
probable incorrect- at the right.

ness of some of the Pormerts in the Reifsnyder collection
foreign names, the

that of 7766 Bagons. Fnglish tvpe thumbpicee, The
1. c.owomark, atsa on the two Higzons of Fig. 2, 1s shown

@ ANTIQUES

at £182 8s. 2d., also bills against the State of Pennsylvania,
running from 1777 to 1780 tor 36,300.
Included in the inventory were:

¢ s d

67: Doz, of pewrer spoons i 2 £
A h a o 4 o
17 Ihs. old pewter o 14 2
1 Pewrer Pints ol 10 o
16 do Plates i & 6
8 do Basons o) i3 4
7 Salt Sellers & two plates o & o
» Chamber pots o 10 o
1 Quart and 3 Church Cups i e &
: Bortles Q N o
Sundry tools Az o] o
= moulds 8 & o

> & 30 G =)

May 13, 7783 — " Anna Regina Hayn, born Robin (widowed
Steinman) November 24, 1717, at Fifurt, in Germany; baptized
and brought upin the Lutheran religion, died and was also buried
in the Moravian Churchyard, Lancaster. In 1736 she entered the
state of matrimony with her first husband, Christian Frederic
Steinman, with whom she had four children, of whom two sur-
vive, namely George Michael, whoisin Sarepta, Asia, and
I'rederic Steinman here in Lancaster. Anno 1760 on the
1=th of December her first husband departed at Lititz.
In 1764, July 27th, she was married to the widower,
Christoph Hayne, in Lancaster, who departed Jan. 11,
158 1. In 1748 she came to Herrnhut with her first husband
and was there admitted to the congregation. In 1739, in
\March, thev came to Pennsylvania.”

Apparently Heyne had no children of his own. Under
the act of Parliament that governed the procedure of
naturalization through which Heyne passed in 1761, he
had to show proof of residence in the Colonies for seven
vears and membership in a Protestant or Reformed
congregation; consequently, if the a& was rigorously
adminmstered, he arrived in America in 1754 or earlier,

records alone must bear the responsibility. These are the facts: which gave him twenty-six years or more of pewtermaking
December 3, 1715 — John Christoph Hayne was born in the in this country. . . -

village of IFeuntschen, Bohra, in Saxony. (See editorial postseript.) The excellence of his WO"k”m“’*h'P and the variety of ‘"t’?i?s
Fune 27, 1746 — He was married to Maria Margr. Schiefeun. that he made establish Johann Christoph Heyne as a prolific

April 74, 1767 — Jno. Christ Hayne of Lancaster
appeared before a *Supream Court™ in Philadelphia
and transterred his allegiance to King George.

1764 ~ Maria Margr. Schiefeun [wite of Hayne] died.

Fuly 27, 1764 — He married "' the widow Steinman.”

Fune 22, 1767 — Joseph Simons, merchant, and Rose,
his wife, of Lancaster, for £60o paid by Christopher
Hevne, Tinsmith and Pewterer, sold a piece of ground
and ** Brick Messuage or Tenement ™ thereon to Christo-
pher Heyne, his heirs and assigns. The property was
on King Street, Lancaster.

Tax list of 1771 ~ Lists him for a tax of 10 shillings.

Tax list of 71772 — Does the same.

Tax list of 7773 — Increases his tax to 12 shillings.

November 30, 1773 ~ 100 acres owned by Christopher
Hevne in the county of Cumberland were surveved.

The Census of 1779 — Reveals that Christph Heyne
possessed no acres, horses, cattle, sheep, or negroes.

Yanuary 17, 1787 — He died, and was buried in the
Moravian Churchvard, Lancaster.

Fannary 13, 1787 — Irederick Stoneman and Anna
Rosev Hiney (wife of the deceased) appeared and gave
hond for administration of the estate.

Fannary 30, 178 — The inventory of Christopher
Hinev was recorded. There were goods, ete., appraised

artisan of the
first order. His ad-
dition to the
family of Ameri-
can pewterers Is
an event of high
importance.

An Editorial
Postseript
HE informa

tion acquirec
during the long
and careful re
search of Mr
Evans and Mr
Laughlin sc
clearly justified ar
attempt  to dis
cover the origina
source of inspira
tion for the ex
traordinary serie
Fig. 5= Drav BorTLE BY LG H, Antbor’s callection  of Heyne flagon




SEPTEMBER, 1931 &~

that Corre‘;pondence with Furopean authorities was undertaken.
As usual in such cases, R. M. Vetter of Amsterdam was first
consulted. Quite au.ordmg to expectation, that broad-minded
student and connois-
seur was deeply inter-
ested, declaring in a
letter of some length
that the process by
which “in these flagons
the purely German
idea is gradually over-
ridden by English in-
fluences, first by the
adoption of the Eng-
lish handle, and finally
by the acceprance of
an English thumbpiece
type, deserves the at-
tention not only of the
pewter colle¢tor but of
historians in general.
There will be few in-
stances where the
merging of one civiliza-
tion with another is
more clearly demon-
strated than in this
case.” Further he ob-
serves, ‘“‘The use of
small plates for the
bottoms of the later
flagons is a delightful
and original feature.
Christoph Heyne had become a practical Yankee workman who
knew how to make the most of a restricted stock of molds. It
is delightful to think of this German thus adapting himselt to
his new surroundings, showing how we are all creatures of cir-
cumstances, and how time-honored traditions are subject to
adaptation. In Europe plates so used would not have passed’”

For a consideration of some of the purelyv historical questions
raised by the flagons, Mr. Vetter advised consultation with
Professor Doétor Erwin Hintze, Director of the Schlossmuseum,
Breslau, Germany, and the foremost authority on German and

Fig. 6 (aborer — StGar Bown sy 10 ¢,
‘The inverred pear shape recalls forms cur-
rent previous ro the Revolution, One of
the finest surviving examples of American
pewter

Fig. 7 (rights - Cranes ox Coviren Cur m
1 L. H.

Perhaps the unique example of its kind in
cighteenth-century American pewrer. The
shape suggests the period /765 7785
Both from the collecive of Ledlic 1. Langhiin

Germanic pewter. Professor Hintze's replv to a lengthy letrer of

enquiry brought the following lucid answer:

“I have the happy opportunity to name the master of the
flagon of German origin, dated 1733. The touch is that of a pew-
terer Heinrich Muller of Rothenburg oby der Tauber, Bavaria.
On January 16, 1721, the said Miiller became a citizen of that
town. The touch shows two turrets, and between them the figures
71, and apparently g — that is to say, the year 1719. This would
mean that Heinrich Miiller established his business as a pewterer
at Rothenbmg ob der Tauber in the vear 1719.

['he shape of the flagon, with its slender body growing wider
in its lower parts, the tlrec angel heads supporting the base,
and, further, the str ap wandle, all are characteristic of southern
Germany. The thumbpiece appears there as well as in the north-
ern parts of our country. My identification of the origin of this
ﬁagon is duthentu, and vou may fully rely on it.

“I'he note in AxtiQUES for I cbrmr\ ; gﬁh page 112, by M.
Vetter of Amsterdam, can, in certain points, be rechhec by the
above explanation. The said flagon, brought from Germany to
America, did nos originate in Alsace, but in Rothenburg ob
der Tauber, Bavaria.

“I am sorry not to have been in a position to find out the exact
dates of the pewterer Johann Christoph Hevne, who emigrated

from Germany, and later settled in Lancaster. There are sever
villages named Bowra or Boura. One village is near Nossen
Saxonv: there are even two with the same name Bogra. Anoth
' Boura is situated near Alre
burg (Saxony-Altenburg
Ihoug} [ have at my dmp(v
rich documentary material

garding the Saxon pewterer
could not trace in them t
name of Johann Christo
Hevne. If he was born Dece
ber 3, 1715, he must have be
serving his apprenticesh
from 1729 to 1733. | have ¢
amined the lists of pewtere
apprentices of Dresden gAlte
burg, and Leipzig, in whi
are contained the names of ¢
apprentices of the entire cou
try, but I could nowhere fi
one Johann Christoph Hey:
But two other pewterers

the name Heyne apparen
are near relations of Joha

Christoph:
“(z7) the pewterer Tobi
Hevne, son of the carr

Michael Hevne of Grumbac
He was serving his apprentic
ship in Rochlitz from 168
1702, and 1709 he got |
freedom as pewterer in e
nig. His son Gotthelf lHev
served in the capacity of his apprentice from 17405

“(2) the pewterer Johan Christian Heyne, apprentice of
cousin Tobias Hevne, became a master at Rochhitz, March
=33 There he was still known as pewterer in 1755.”

So much for that. We must return for a moment to the origi
flagon of Irinity Church. Tt is now certain that the piece is
Bavarian origin — not Alsatian. We even know who made
Precisely how it came into the poqsessmn of the smith Jo
Martin \\e\ brecht, who plesented it to his church, is beyo
telling. I \nlcutl\, at the time, the Saxon Heyne had not
appeared upon the scene. In that case, where did he procure t
molds from which to cast the angel heads and the spouts of .
later flagons; and whence came his ball thumbpieces? Can he
the purpose of duplication have made plaster molds from t
original Bavarian flagon, and can he further have wrested
thumbpieces from some old rankards found in the possession
his German neighbors? Those which he used are not quite ide
tical in shape, and both differ materially from the ball on ¢
prototypal vessel.

It would, of course, be pleasant to assume that Heyne came

‘America in 1733 fresh from his apprenticeship in Germany, a

armed with the Rothenburg flagon and some, at least, of t
essential molds for reproducing it. Unfortunately, such an
pothesis will hardly stand the strain of analysis. The theory ¢
vanced by Mr. Evans and Mr. Laughlin that our craftsman w
set to the task of copying a venerated piece and did the best
could under the circumstances is probably the only tenable o
To spin a number of fine fancies would be easy enough — but
from profitable. It is sufficient that we have a sequence of flago
one of them a pure German piece; the others modeled after it
a German-American pewterer whose successive and ingenic
copies of the original show progressively wider departures frc
the authentic German form with which he began.
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mall plates for the
rottoms of the later
lagons is a delightful
ind original feature.
hristoph Hevne had become a practical Yankee workman who
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s delightful to think of this German thus adapting himself ro
1is new surroundings, showing how we are all creatures ot cir-

-umstances, and how time-honored traditions are subject to
wdaptation. In Furope plnres so used would not have pasxed'

For a consideration of some of the purely historical questions
-aised by the flagons, Mr. Vetter advised C(Jnsultati(m with
Professor Doctor Erwin Hintze, Director of the Schlossmuseum,
Breslau, Germany, and the foremost authority on German and
Sermanic pewter. Professor Hintze's
:nquiry brought the following lucid answer:

"1 have the happ\' opportunity to name the master of the
Jagon of German origin, dated 1733. The touch is thatof a a pew-
terer Heinrich Miller of Rot 1enburg ob der Tauber, Bavaria.
On January 16, 1721, the said Maller became a citizen of thar
rown. The touch shows two turrets, and between them the hgures
71, and apparently g — that is to say, the vear 1719. This would
mean that Heinrich Miller established his business as a pewterer
at Rothenburg ob der Tauber in the vear 1719.

“T'he shape of the flagon, with its slender body growing wider
in its lower parts, the three angel heads supporting the base,
and, further, the strap handle, all are characteristic of southern
l;erm.m\ . The thumbpiece appears there as well as in the north-
ern parts of our country. My identification of the origin of this
flagon is authexmc, and you may fully relyv on it.

“The note in AxtiQuEs for February, 1928, page 112, by Mr.
Vetter of Amsterdam, can, in certain points, be rectified b\ the
above explanation. Flle said flagon, brought from Germany to

America,did 7o originate in Alsace, but in Rothenburg ob
der Tauber, Bavaria.

“I am sorry not to have been in a position to find out the exact
dates of the pewterer Johann Christoph Hevne, who emigrated

reply to a lengthy letter of

143

from Germany, and later seteled in Lancaster. There are several
villages named Bora or Bonra. One village is near Nossen in
fm.\nn) . there are even two with the same name Bora. Ancther
Bowura is situated near . Alten-
burg (Saxony-Altenburg)
I'hough T have at my disposal
rich documentary material re-
garding the Saxon pewterers |
could not trace in them the
name of Johann Christoph
Hevne. If he was born Decem-
ber 3, 1715, he must have been
serving his apprenticeship
from 1729 to 1733. | have ex-
amined the lists of pewterer-
apprentices of Dresden, Alten-
burg, and leip2ig, which
are contained the names of the
apprentices of the entire coun-
try, but I could nowhere find
one Johann Christoph Heyne.
But two other pewterers of
the name Hevne apparently
are near relations of Johann
Christoph:

“(s) the pewterer Tobias
Heyne, son of the carrier
Michael Heyne of Grumbach
He was serving his apprentxcc~
ship in Rochlitz from 1698 to
1702, and 1709 he got his
freedom as pewterer in Leis-
nig. His son Gotthelf Heyne
served in the capacity of his apprentice from 1740;

“(2) the pewterer Johan Christian Hevne, apprentice of his
cousin Tobias Heyne, became a master at Rochlitz, March 27,
1733. There he was still known as pewterer in 1755."

So much for that. We must return for a moment to the original
Hagon of Trinity Church. Tt is now certain that the piece 1s of
Bavarian origin — not Alsatian. We even know who made it.
Precisely how it came into the possession of the smith John
Martin \\C\!)I‘GL}U‘ who PIL‘S(“ZH(Ld it to his church, is bevond
telfing. b \uienri\, at the txmc, the Saxon Heyvne had not ver
appeared upon the scene. In that case, where did he procure the
molds from which to cast the angel heads and the spouts of his
later flagons; and whence came his ball thumbpieces? Can he for
the purpose of duplication have made plaster molds from the
original Bavarian flagon, and can he further have wrested his

mmbp]eccs from some old tankards found in the p()sscssmn of
his German neighbors? Those which he used are not quite iden-
tical in shape, and both differ materially from the ball on the
prototypal vessel.

[t would, of course, be pleasant to assume that Heyne came to
America in 1733 fresh from his apprenticeship in Germany, and
armed with the Rothenburg flagon and some, at least, of the
essential molds for reproducing it. [‘nfortunately, such an hy-
pothesis will hardly stand the strain of analysis. The theory ad-

vanced by Mr. Fvans and Mr. Ldughlm that our craftsman was
set to the task of copying a venerated piece and did the best he
could under the circumstances is probably the only tenable one.
T'o spin a number of fine fancies would be easy enough — but far
from profitable. Itis sufficient that we have a sequence of flagons,
one of them a pure German piece; the others modeled after it by
a German-American pewterer whose successive and ingenious
copies of the original show progressively wider departures from
the authentic German form with which he began.




