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Fig. :: - -rHE THREE TR!:\ITY �F�L�/�\�G�(�)�~�~� 
1 n passing, It will be 
sufficient to exam­
ine the different 
views of the flagon 
in Figure I, and to 
note its maior 

�T�h�~� Aagons right and Icft were made I", I. C, H, in 1-;-66 to match rhe original rhat stands hetween them though its f1m IS 

less �r�~�o�u�n�d�e�d� and its 
dome proportion­
ately higher. How­
ever, when we ex­
amine the hottoms 
of the later flagons, 
we discover that 
I , C. H., instead of 
casting them Jt1 a 
conventional hot­
tom maid, em­
ployed the easier 
method of substi­
tuting a pair of six­
inch plates, for 
which he had a maid, 

features. . 

Fig, 3 - Borro", or THE THREE TRI"I n' I;LlGo"s 

In 1757 a treaty 
was made with the 
Indians in Lancas­
ter that encouraged 
the members of 
Trinity Church to 
�p�u�r�c�l�~�a�s�e� ground 
and hegin the con· 
struction of a new 
building. In spite ot 

Farh- (orm in tht middle. The later bottoms arc si,,·inch plates 

violations ot this treaty, the new edifice was ready (or dedication 
May 4, 1766. In the �l�~�l�e�a�n�t�i�m�e�,� while �p�r�e�p�a�r�a�t�i�~�n�s� tor a larger 
and finer huilding to house the growing congregation were pro­
gressing, it was appropriate, perhaps even necessary, that addi­
tions be made to the Communion service. In an\" event, we read 
in the records that, On the da\' ot consecration,"" at ten 0\·1 od.:: 
the schoolmaster with the chi'ldren, then the deacons solemnh" 
hearing the sacred vessels, next the invited ministers, followe;l 
by the elders and trustees ot the congregation, and last the depu­
ties oyhe united congregations, marched to the Church." 

To whom did the deacons entrust the order for producing dle 
two new flagons? At that time 1. C. H., the I.ancaster maker, 
had heen established in the town lor several vears, and must have 
enjoyed at least a local reputation. He �w�a�~� the logical man tor 
the work, )s it not natural to assume that the flagon :dready 
owned hy Trinit\" served him a<. a model for the two �~�t�h�a�t� he wa's 
to �p�r�O�l�i�~�c�e�?� I n 'executing this commission, our craftsman de­
parted slightly, \'et significantly, from the design of the original. 
a procedure that ma\' he attributed in part to changes in �s�t�~�'�l�e� 

that had occurred during the preceding third of a century, in 
part, to his limited equipment, and, in part, perhaps, to his own 
conscious or unconscious ahsorption of English ideas. 

F.xcept for the addition of handing around the middle ot the 
1766 vessels, the hod\' of each is practicallY identical with that 01' 
the protot\'pe. The lid almost duplicates that of the older flagon, 

The most radical differences hetween the early flagon and its 
younger mates lie in the design of handles and lid-hinges. :\t 
this point the Lancaster maker succumhed to the trend of the 
times and the dominant stde of his environment. For the some­
what weak German strap \andle of the 1733 flagon he substi­
tuted the �s�t�u�r�d�~�'� hollow-cast English form. His moving the 
hinge hack was also a concession to English custom. 

:-\evertheless, despite the latter change, he still clung to a hall 
thumbpiece conforming to the German mode. I n so doing, he 
found himself in the midst of strucl:ural difficulties that necessi­
tated the huilding of a bridge hetween handle and lid upon which 
to impose his ball. He evidently appreciated the awkwardness of 
this arrangement; for on the later flagons of Saint John of the 
Compass and of the 1\10unt Joy congregation he abandoned the 
ball in favor of a thumbpiece of a more �p�r�a�~�t�i�c�a�l� English type. 
It is unfortunate that we have no flagon dating from the maker's 
closing years. Perhaps in such an example we should discover 
still further evidence of departures from European tradition. 

The first clue to the identity of the producer of these remark­
able flagons I found in the tax list of the Borough of Lancaster 
1<-11' 177') ... Christph �H�e�~�'�n�e�,� ti nman," is among those listed; hut, 
as it' �c�o�n�s�c�i�o�u�s�l�~�'� dodging future fame in pewter history, that 
individual iailed to claim closer association with its manufacture. 
But to him, a German, Zinn and pewter were one and the same. 
Further to complicate search, Heyne apparently died intestate; 



at least no record 01 
any will has so far 
cO;l1e to ligh t, :\s a 
hnal means- of escap­
ing detetbon, he em­
tdated Shakespeare 
by varying the spell­
ing of his name with 
ne'; rI \' every record­
ing, it rem;lined for 
\1~" J.aughlin's dis" 
coven' ot a record 
(or th'e sale of prop­
ert~' to" Christopher 
H e ~' ne, Tin s m i t h 
and Pewterer, " to 
prove that the orig­
i nal clue had at'tual 
possibilities, 

\\'orking on the 
assumptio~1 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 tirst 
;Inearthed beginning 
to till out ir~to th~ 
substance of the 101- ;:i,~, j - THE SAt"r I'E. 
lowi ng chronologi- fF.R', CH'-RI'" 1:1.~1"'" 

'lil 
I.id ll10re dumica l rh"" 

at [I~.! ~s, ::d" also bills ~galn$t the 
running from 1777 to 1780 tor ~(J,.~oo. 

fncluded in rhe in\'enton- were : 

6', I )oz. o f pewter spoons 
I ; 

17 I"s. old pewter 
+ Pewter Pints 
d, do Plates 
X do Basons 

" 

-; Salt Sellers 1x two plates 
~ Cham her pots 
I ~.2uarr and .' Church Cups 
; Bottles 
Stint! n' wols 

moulds 

State 

.• ~ ANTIQllES 

of Pennsyl vania, 

!.: d 
l Ii 

0 + 0 

0 1+ : 
0 10 0 

l (, 

° 1 ' .' + 
0 B c 
0 10 0 

10 C 

() () 

~ . 0 0 -, 
0 ,.., 

0 

.10 0 c 

.\lay 13, 17\':) -" .-\nna Regina Ha~'n, born Robin (widowed 
Steinman) :-\o\'ember 1.}, 1717, at Fifurt, in Germany; baptized 
and brought up in the l.utheran religion, died and was also buried 
in the :\·Ioravian Churchvard, I.ancaster. In 1736 she entered the 
state of matrirnonv with her tirst husband, Christian Frederic 
Sreinman, with w);om she had four children, of whom two sur­

vi\'e, name)~' C;eorge :'Iichael, who is in Sarepta, :\sia, and 
I:rederie Steinrnan here in Lancaster. :\nr.o 1760 on the 
17th ot Decem her her first husband departed at Lititi'. 
In 176+, July :27th, she was married to the widower, 
Christoph Hayne, in l.ancaster, who departed Jan. I I, 

1 7~ I. In 17 +H she came to ) 1errnhut wi th her first husband 
and was there adm :tted to the congregation. 1 n 17YJ, in 
\Iarch, the\' came to Pennsylvania." 

call y ~rranged facls. 
For the various 
spellings, and (or the 
pro hable incorred­
ness 01 some of the 
foreign names, the 

that of li(,(j ~"!:(o"s . English t\ pc thull1[,l'icc·\· . The 
I. C' H mark, al>.;.n on rht.' two t1.1~ons of Fi~ . ::., is shown 
ae the right. '-

:\pparently Heyne had n~ children of his own. Under 
the ad 01 Parliament that governed the procedure of 
naturalization through which Heyne passed in 176r, he 
had to show proal of residence in the Colonies for seven 
I'ears and mem bership ill a Protestan t or Reformed 

Forw,.r(\' in tbt' Nl'lf..nydt'r oJ/I(rltfol 

records alone must hear the responsi hi li t\' . These are rhe fads: 
f)cul/locr 3,1715 - John Christoph Ha~'r1t: was horn in the 

\·i Ilage of «'eun tschen, Boh ra, in Saxon y. (See edi rorial posrscript.) 
llfllt' 27, f710 - He was married to \Iaria \Iargr. Schiefeun. 
.lpril 11, f76f - .Ino . Christ lla\'ne of I.ancasrer 

appeared before a .. Supream Court;' in Philadelphia 
and transt'erred his allegiance to King C;eorge. 

176.; -- \laria :\Iargr~ Schiefeun [wife of Ha\'l1eJ died. 
lldl' 27,1701- He married " the widow Steinman," 
lllllt' 22, f767 '- .Ioseph Si mons. merchant, and Rose. 

his wile, of Lancaster, for £600 paid by Christopher 
He~ ' ne, Tinsmith and Pewterer, sold a piece of ground 
and" Brick :\Iessuage or Tenement" thereon to Christo­
pher Heyne, his h;irs and assigns. The propel't\' was 
on I":ing Street, T .ancaster . 

·Ttlx list of f771 .... J.ists him fllr a tax of 10 "hillings, 
-T{/x list ~J /772 - Does the same. -
-Tox li.rt oJ f773 - Increases his tax tu I:: shiliings. 
,Vo~·t'lilocr30, 1773 - 100 acres owned by Christopher 

Henle in the county of Cumherland were sun'e ~ ·ed. 
'TI,L' CCIl.fIlJ oJ 1779 - Reveals that Christph Henle 

possessed no acres, horses, cattle, sheep, or negroe~, 
]m/!IfII:" /I, / 7S I - He died, and was huried in the 

\Iora\'ian Churc!l\'anl, Lancaster. 
}t/lI1UII:I' f], 178; ...... Frederick Stoneman and .·\ nna 

Rosey Iline\' (wife of the deceased) appeared and gan: 
hond tor administration of the estate. 

((mgregation; consequently, if the act was rigorously 
administered, he arrived in :\merica in 175+ or earlier, 

which gave him twenty-six years or more of pewtermaking 
in this countn·. 

The excelle;1Ce uf his workmanship and the variety of article~ 
that he made estahlish Johann Chri s toph Heync as a prolitic 

artisan of the 
first order. His ad­
dition to the 
family of }\meri· 
(an pewterers 1, 
an event of high 
1 mportance. 

/1/:1 Editorial 
Postscript 

}tIIl/{(ll}" 3(), 17S1 - The irn'en tor\' of Christopher 
lline\' was recorded. There were goods, etc., appraised rig. 5' - DR.\\\ BOTTt.E BI' '- c. H. 

T HE informa 
tlon acqulrel 

duri ng the 101l{ 

and ~areful re­
s e a I' c h 0 f i\1 I' 

Evans and :-Ir 
Laughlin s( 
,clear!}~ justified ar 
attempt to dis 
cover the origina 
source of inspira 
tion for the ex 
traonlinarv serie 
of Heyne . flagon 
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that correspondence with Furopean authorities was undertaken. 
_-\s usual in such cases, R. ;\1. Yetter 01 .-\msterdam was first 
consulted. Quite according to expectation, that hroad-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 graduallv over­
ridden I)), Engiish in­
fluences, first by the 
adoption of the Eng­
lish handle, and finalh' 
by the acceptance ~I 
an English thumbpiece 
type, deserves the at­
ten tion not onlv of the 
pewter colleclo~ but ot 
historians in general. 
There will be few in­
stances where the 
merging of one ci viliza­
tion with another is 
more clearly demon­
strated tha;l in this 
case." Further he ob­
<;erves, "The use 01 
small plates ior the 
bottoms of the later 
flagons is a delightful 
and original feature. 

Fig. 6 \(/hO,'cl-SlG.-'It BOil!. BI' I. l". H. 

The im-crttd pear ~hal'" reedls lorms eur­
rcnt previous to the !{C\·olution. Un" 01 
the tinest sLlr\"i\-ing e,amples ot '-\'tlaican 
pewter 

Fig _ 7 (rigl.llI . CH.HICE ok Co, EItEIl C L I' 11 \ 

I. C_ H. 

!'crhaps tht unique e,amj'iL" (It its ~i!1d in 
eighteenth.centun .-\l11erican I'n\"ta. Th. · 
shape suggests tht period 'i115 'i,I:; . 
RfJll'./rn1Jl (be' rnll({]i(,tl 'I I,(·dli,- I. /.",,::/'·/il1 

Christoph Heyne had become a pral'tical Yankee workman who 
knew how to make the most oi a restrided stock 01 molds. It 
is delightiul to think oi this German thus adapting himself to 

his !leW surroundings, showing how we are all creatures o( rir­
cumstances, and how time-honored traditions are suhiet't to 

adaptation. In Europe plates so used would not han: passed~" 
For a consideration of some oi the purely historic.al questions 

raised by the flagons, )'-1r. \ 'etter alh,ised l"Onsul ta tion wi t h 
Professor Dodor Erwin Hintze, Diredor 01 the Schlossllluseulll, 
Breslau, Germanv, and the foremost authorin- on (;erlllan and 
Cjermanic pewter: Professor Hintze's reph- to ~ lengthy letter of 
enquiry brought the following lucid answer: 

"I have the happ~' opportunity to name the master 01 the 
flagon of German origin, dated 1733. The touch is that of a pew­
terer Heinrich ;Vlliller of Rothenhurl..( oh der Tauher, Ih\'aria. 
On January 16, 1721, the said ).!lill;r became a citizen of that 
town. The touch shows two turrets, and between them the til..(ures 
71, and apparently 9 - that is to sa~', the year 1711). This \;'ould 
mean that Heinrich Miiller established his husiness as a pewterer 
at Rothenburg ob der Tauher in the year 171C;. 

"The shape of the flagon, with its slender body growing wider 
in its lower parts, the three angel heads supporting the hase, 
and, further, the strap handle, all are characteristic of southern 
(iermany. The thumbpiece appe-ars there as wdl as in the north­
ern parts of our country. :\ly identitication ot" the origin of this 
flagon is authentic, and you may iulh' rely on it. 

"The note in A:\TI<.,!L"ES for February, 192H, page II:!, hy \11"­
Vetter of :\msterdam, can, in certain points, he reditied hy the 
a hove explanation. The said flagon, hrough t from (;erman y to 
_-'merica, did not oril..(inate in _-\lsace, but in Rothenhurg ob 
der Tauber, Bavaria. - -

"I am sorry not to have been in a position to find (Jut the exact 
dates of the pewterer Johann Christoph Heyne, who emigrated 

(rom C;ermall\', and later settled in l.ancasteL There are se,' t:1 
\· jllages name'd BOR .-, or BOHR .'_ One \'i1lage is near ),Tossen 
S;1:\:OI1\'; there are e,'en two with the same name BOlc\. :\notl-

. BOHR .·' is situated near .-\Ite 
hurl..( (Saxon\"-Altenhurt 
Tho~gh I ha\'e-at my disp(~ 
rich documtntary material 
garding the Saxo"n pewterer 
could not trace in them t 
name of Johann Christo 
He\'lle_ I f he was horn Dece l 
her'3, 171_" he must have he 
serving his apprenticesh 
from 172<) to 1733. ) have t 

amined the lists ot" pewterr 
apprentices of Dresden~-\I tt 
burg, and Leipzig, in whi 
are contained the names of t 
apprentices of the entire cou 
trv, hut) could nowhere ti 
ol;e Johann Christoph HeYl 
But two other pewterers 
the name Heyne apparen 
are near relations of Joha 
Christoph: 

"(I) the pewterer Tohi 
Heyne, son of the carr 
\! i~'hael Hev ne of (;rum ha< 
He was sen';ng his apprenti, 
ship in Rochlitz from 16C;~ 

1702, and 1709 he got I 
ireedom as pewterer in J.e 
nil..(. 1 lis son C;otthelf 1 fe\' 

ser\"t~d in the capacity ot his apprel;tice irom 174-0; -
"V) thL' l'ewtL'rCT Johan Christian Heyne, apprentice of 

cousin '\"o\Jias H(;nlt:, hecame a master at Rochlitz, \larch 
1;3 .~. Then: hl" W;'IS still known as pewterer in 1755." 

So much for that. \Ye must retu rn for a moment to the oril..(il 
flagon of T ri nity Church. It is now certain that the piece is 
Bavarian oril..(in - not A.lsatian. \Ye even know who made 
Preciseh' h()\~' it came into the possession of the smith .10 
\Iartin \Yed)recht, who presented it to his church, is beyo 
telling. h'identh-, at the time, the Saxon Heyne had not \ 
appe;~red upon tile scene_ 1 n that case, where did he procure t 
nlOlds 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 ha\'e made plaster molds from t 

oril..(inal Bal'arian flal..(on, and can he further ha\'e wrested 
th~mbpieces Irom so;ne old tankards found in the possession 
his (;erman neighhors? Those which he used are not quite id( 
tical in shape, and hoth diller materially from the hall on t 

protot~'pal vessel. 
I t would, 01 course, be pleasant to assume that Heyne came 

'_-\merica in 1733 fresh from his apprenticeship in Germany, a 
armed with the Rothenburg flagon and some, at least, of t 

essential molds ior reproducing it. l'nfortunately, such an I 
pothesis will hardly starld the strain of analysis_ The theor~' , 
"anced by \lr, Evans and l\lr. Laughlin that our craftsman \\ 
set to the task of copying a venerated piece and did the best 
could under the circumstances is probably the only tenable 01 

To spin a number of fine fancies would be easy enough - but 
trom protitable. I t is sufficient that we have a sequence of flago . 
one of them a pure German piece; the others modeled after it 
a German-:\merican pewterer whose successive and ingenil 
copies of the original show progressively wider departures in 
the authentic German form with which he began_ 
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hat correspondence with European authorities was undertaken. 
\s usual in such cases, R. :\1. Yetter ot" ,-\msterdam was first 
onsul ted, Qui te according to expeda tion, that hroad-minded 
tuclent and connois-
eur was deeply inter-
steel, de"ring in a 
etter ot" some length 
hat the process by 
vhich" in these flagons 
he purely German 
Jea is gradually nver­
idden by English in­
luences, first by the 
.doption of the' Eng­
ish handle, and finalh' 
l~' the acceptance c;f 
,n English thumbpiece 
ype, deserves the at­
en tion not ani y at" the 
lewter collector but ot" 
lisrorians in general. 
I'here will be few il1-

Fig. 6 ("bo:·tl- SlG.'R Howl. BI I. f. H. 

The ill\'erred pear shape recalls forms cur­
rent previolls to th,· Hevo\ution, Onc 01 
r he tinest slIr"i\'il1g cx"mplr~ 01 American 
pewrer 

1. l:. H. 

Perhaps rhe unique ,'X3tnple ot its I-Ind III 
eightccl1rh-centun ~l1leric.lt, p,''''ter, Th, 
shapc suggests rhe f'criod ',(,.; J"\~:;' 
ROlb/rtllll tl't ("/ltrJ;,,,, nf I.,'dli,. I, 1.,II,gM:JI 

tances where the 
nergi ng ot" one ci vi liza­
ion with another is 
nore clearl y demon­
trated tha;1 in this 
'ase." Further he ob­
,erves, "The use oi 
mall plates for the 
)ottoms of the I a ter 
lagons is a deligh t{ul 
,nd original feature. 
:hristoJ.;}) Heyne had become a practical Yankee workman wh" 
:new how to make the most of a restricted ~tock ()f mold~. J t 
S delightful t;) think ot" this (;erman thus adapting himself to 
lis new surroundings, showing how we are all creatures of cir­
:umstances, and h7)w ti me-h7Jnored tradi tions are su hiel'r to 
tdaptation. In F.urope plates so used would not ha"e p~ssed!" 

For a consideration of some oi tht: purely historical questions 
'aised b~' the flagons, :'\Ir. \'etter alhised consultation with 
Professor Dodor Erwin Hintze, Diredor of the Schlossll1useul1l, 
Hreslau, Germany, and the foremost au thori t\' on (;erman and 
:Jermanic pewter: Professor Hintze's reply to; lengthy letter (J( 

:nquiry brought the following lucid answer: 
"J have the happy opportunity to name the master of the 

hgon of (;erman origin, dated 1/ .13. The touch is that of a pew­
:erer Heinrich :\lliller of Rothenburg ob der Tauber, Ba\'aria, 
In .r anuary 16, 1 T:! I, the said :\hill;r became a ci tizen of tha t 
:own. The touch shows two turrets, and between them the figures 
71, and apparently C) - that is to say, the year 1,1t). This \~ould 
mean that Heinrich l\li.iller established his husiness as a pewterer 
at Rothen burg ob der Tauber in the year I ,It). 

"The shape oi the flagon, with its slender body growing wider 
in its lower parts, the three angel heads supporting the base, 
and, iurther, the strap handle, all are characteristic of southern 
German\" The thumbpiece appears there as well as in the north­
ern parts oi our country. ;\I~' identification of the origin of this 
flagon is authentic, and you may full\' rely on it. 

"The note in .;:';TJ<.,!L'ES ior February, 1 C)~H, page I I:!, by ;\1 r. 
retter of :\msterdam, can, in certain points, be rectified by the 
above explanation, The said flagon, brought from Germany to 
.. -\merica,did not originate in :\lsace, but in Rothenburg oh 
der Tauber, Bavaria. 

"J am sorry not to ha"e been in a position to tinJ out the exact 
dates oi the pewterer Johann Christoph Hnne, who emigrated 

1 ~ ) 

from (ierman\', and later settlnl in Lam'aster. There are se\'eral 
"illa~es name~1 BOlu or BOil R.". One "illage is near \'ossen in 
Sa:\t1~l\'; there are el'en two with the same l;ame BCllu .. -\l1otht'l' 

BOH R .. \ is situated near, ,-\lten­
hurg (Saxon,'-,-\ltenhurgl. 
Tho~gh I have'at n1l" dispo~al 
rich doctllllentan' material re­
garding the Saxo'n pewtererl< I 
,-ould not tract.' in them the 
name of Johann Christoph 
He\'ne. I fhe was horn Decem­
her':;, 1715, he must have been 
serving his apprenticeship 
from 17~c) to 1733. I han' ex­
amined the lists of pewterer­
appren tices of Dresden, :\1 ten­
hurg, and ! .eipzig, in which 
are contained the names of tht 
apprentices of the entire coun­
try, but J could nowhere lind 
o~e Johann Christoph Heyne. 
But two other pewterers lit' 
the name Heyne apparently 
are near relations of J ohann 
Christoph: 

"(I) the pewterer Tobias 
Heyne, son 01 the carrier 
:\li~hael Hcvne of Grumbach. 
He was serving his apprentict:­
ship in Rochlitz from r(1C)8 to 
17°2, and 170C) he got his 
freedom as pewterer in Leis-
nig. His son Gottheli Hen1e 

sen-ed in the ,'apacitl' (If his apprentice from 1740; 
"(.!) the pewterer Johan Christian Heyne, apprentice of hi;; 

t"<lusin Tohias He\'ne, became a master at Rochlitz, :\Iarch ~7, 
17.1.1. There he \\';5 still known as pewterer in 1755 ·" 

So much (or that. \\"e must return for a moment to the origin al 
tlagun of Trinity Church, It is now certain that the piece is o( 
Ba"arian origin - not .-\lsatian, \\"e even know who made it. 
Prccisel~' how it came into the possession of the smith John 
\lartin \\'e~'hrecht, who presented it to his church, is beyond 
telling. F"idently, at the time, the Saxon I-Ieynt: had not yet 
appeared upon the scene. I n 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 thumhpieces? Can he for 
the purpose of duplication ha"e made plaster molds irom the 
original Ba"arian flagon, and can he further ha\'e wrested his 
thtlmbpieces from some old tankards found in the possession ot' 
his German neighbors! Those which he used are not (juite iden­
tical in shape, and hoth differ materially from the ball on the 
prototypal vessel , 

J t would, of course, he pleasant to assume that Heyne came ru 
:\merica in 17JJ fresh from his apprenticeship in Germany, and 
armed with the Rothenburg flagon and some, at least, of the 
essential molds for reproducing it. l"nfortunately, such an h~'­
pothesis will hardly stand the strain of analysis. The theor~' ad­
\'anced by :'lr, F.vans and :\1r. Laughlin that our craftsman was 
set to the task oi copying a venerated piece and did the best he 
could under the circumstances is probably the only tenable one. 
To spin a number of fine iancies would be easy enough - hut far 
from proli ta ble, 1 t is sufficient tha t we ha ve a sequence of flagons. 
one oi them a pure German piece; the others modeled after it b,' 
a German-American pewterer whose successive and ingenious 
copies of the original show progressiveh' wider departures irom 
the authentic German form with which he began. 


