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Figo ¢t — PEwrer Service oF tHE CovarecarioNat Cavren, Haonay, Conxecnicrr, axo irs Narks

The two rankards, right and left, are of the late seventeenth century. The flagons, centre, are of abour the vear 17250 A rranseript ot the

i

maker's marks, so far as legibility permirs, is shown below cach picce. One of the fagons has lost its lid. The other pieces are all in exectlen:

3

original condition. The tankards measure slighely more than 6 inches in height: the complere flagon, 13 14 inches over all

: An Unprodu&ive Studv of a Pewter Service

Bv Hoser Farox Keves

v N THE first place it is my will that all my fawful debts shall be
paved concerning my estate that God hath left me. It is my
will that my sons have after the rate of twenty and my daugh-
ters fifteen.” So begins the testament of Gerrard Spencer of

Fladdam, Conneéicut. From that point on, the document proceeds in

almost Biblical phrascology to devise the parceling of the testutor’s

bands and the dwellings upon them among his chuldren and grand-
chilidren, and to specify the future ownership of his rapier, his carbine,
and his residual estate. Tt concludes with the afterthought: “One thing

I forgor: one feather bed which | give to my son Nathaniel.” The will

was signed and witnessed September 17, 1683, Two vears later it was

probated. (See Owr New Lngland Ancestors and Their Descendants.)

Our immediate interest in Gerrard Spencer and his bequests is, how-
ever, quite unrclated to the old man's concern for his own progeny.
Instead it springs from his one expression of public spirit when, rather
cannily, he ordains: “ A pewter flagon and rim bavson I give unto the
churchat] laddam, if there be one within five vearsafter thedate hereof. ™

That such a church was established within the time limit imposed,
J am assured by Allen Willey of Fast Haddam. To NMr. Willey, further,
I am indebted for photographs of sundry ancient pewter vessels stll
belonging to the Haddam congregation and locally accepted as evidence
thae the terms of Gerrard Spencer’s bequest were fulfilled both by the
church and by the donor’s estate.

These photographs, it may be remarked, are the fruit of three pilgrim-
ages among the Connecticut hills where Haddams variously disguised
are scattered in bewildering profusion to all points of the com.
pass. At length, Mr. Willey's diligent search was rewarded by the dis-
covery of the right Haddam and the locating of the precious pewter
in the custody of the local librarv. " And here,” to quote his letrer,
“under the warchful eve of two librarians, a church deacon, the sherift,
and an attorney from Decp River, the picces were measured and photo-
graphed by Hugh Spencer — who, by the way, is a descendant in the
cighth generation from old Gerrard of pious memory.”

Hith acknowledgment o Howard Ierschel Cotterell and Allen Willey

Complicated as was the original task of unearthing this eccle
tical treasure and perpetuating its lincaments with the camera’s
the subsequent struggle to identify the outfit in terms of Spencer’s
has proved no less involved. It may be observed that in disposing ¢
personal property mentioned i his will, Gerrard Spencer speal
“mv carbine” and Yy rapier.” His gift to the church is o b
pewter flagon and rim bavson.” We are, therefore, justified in surm
that the last-named articles were not already in his possession, but
to be purchased in behalf of the church, provided the larter were
pared to receive them within five yvears. This hyporhesis is strengeh
by the fa@ that the will fails to designate an alternative dispositic
the pewter in case of failure to meet the terms of the gift. Fyiden:
was taken for granted that, in the latter event, the fund pros
would revert to Gerrard’s heies. [f, then, the church eventuath
ceived a sum of money instead of items from its henefactor's own do
surprised it the Commu

tic haurd, we need not be particulariy
pieces now cherished by the Haddam churel fail to correspond
ciselv with what a reading of the ofd will might lead us to expect.

Instead of two picces we encounter four. Instead of 1 Hagon a
“bavson 7 we meet with two tall fagons and two tankards. And th
not the whole story. We might perhaps assume that, after Jdue co
tion and with proper permission, the Haddam congregation had
stitured an extra flagon for the proposed basin. [t is harder to he
that thev would so far have transgressed the wish of the deceased
substitute two tankards. Yet, curioushy enough, the two tankards o
existing service are of the type showing a Hattened domicul [
serrate lip, unbanded evlindrical body with shightly molded base,
generously out.curving handle, current ax the close of the 1620,
dagons, on the contrary, exhibit features that place their making wi
the first three decades of the following century.

The tlagans, therefore, demand the doser examination. The ¢
ascribed to pewter vessels will depend primarily on general cont
shape of lid, banding or absence of banding on the body. rrearma




wl base moldings, and form of handle. Studving these features of

dduam ﬁ;xguzas,wwith the aid of Howard Herschel Cotterell’s en-
edic volume Q4 Pester, we shall fnd that the hook-shaped
an fagens occurs fairly earfy in the seventeenth century and
Jes 10 use for more than one hundred vears. During most of the

wcer, this feature i associated with lids of low or quite dis-

}355\‘

Hartened single domical form, with bases of wide-spreading ogee
banded save by a single sulient
lagon's

Camd with bodies infrequently
which ocecurs just above the
it the vear 13700, the double-
lid begins to be manifest:
are out ina gentle curve, and
Iv is banded by two modestly
¢ beads emphasized by 2
cavetto molding above and
The various fearures de-
reach their combined full
1g in a Hagon ilustrated by
wererell ¢ Plate Niia), and 1‘
cribed to the vear 1723 or
wouts, The piece is in all
respects identical with the
7 fagons. Allowing the latrer
v of ten vears, their acquisi-
the Connedticut church may
have occurred until Gerrard
- had been some thirty vears
he sod.
light of all this evidence, e
scarcely avoid accepting one 2
following conclusions: (/)
| Spencer's money wias ex-
for tankards, and wot fur a
and basin or for two Hagons:
donation, though originally
ified, was later exchanged for
1ore suitable articles; () the
r fund was held for three decades before it was dishursed and was
splied to the acquisition of two flagons instead of a flagon und
;) for sume reason the Spencer bequest was never paid, “and the
Faddam pewter was derived from other sources.
wtly incline to the first alternative, partly because of the suitable
the two tankards, and partly because of the common-sense re-
that the sacrament of Cummunicm necessitated the employment
cious drinking vessels, und that, without these primary appur-
s, a Hagon and bhasin would be obvious superfluities. If the
of the church during its carly vears are extant and reasonably
te, they might supply a key to a problem that otherwise must
unsolved.
»as baffling a mystery confronts us when we abandon g uestions
{2 Person al associntion of the MHaddam Communion service and
a consideration of its manufadturing source. The approximate
f the four pieces may be estimated thus: the two r.mk s, ¢, 1680
: the two Hagons, ¢. 17235, But whence came they? Are they likely
: heen made in America’? I not, are thev of English or of Con-
Lorigin? Do their fairly legible touch marks identify their makers?
¢>ng answers to these questions, we may at once disnms the
ity of any Continental provenance. The Haddam pewter is of
ng_lssh or American make, My first assumption was that it must
ormer. No similar forms occur in any identified American pewter
acsquaintance. The makers’ initials of the touch marks fail to
ond to any names in the meagre lists of pre. Revolutionary Amer-
wrerers, Inso far as | am aware, no American pewter of any kind
hat is as earlv in date as these Haddam rankards and fagons.
st admit, however, that these considerations are purely negative
them several arguments mayv be advanced. Tt is, for one thing,
Ay doubtrul that anywhere in the United States other than at
n could be found pewter items, either English or Continental,
inown pedigree is as ancient as that of the Communion service in
The need for ammunition, not (mi' during the French and
wars and the War of the Revolution, but also in times of localized
disturbances, brought quantities of household pewter to the
pot. Changing st\lgq and the faét that pewter is a racher fragi ile

spring of the hase.
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Front view, showing pattern of the thumbpucw They are numbered
to cornspond to the numbering in the precedmg itlustration
and to facilitate reference to the text
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metal will account for the destruction of what little may have escaped
the bullet mold. But for the extreme conservatism of a rural commus-
nity, the Huddam Communion service would almost certainly have long
since disappeared. Tn short, it is foolish ro contend that this pewter does
not resemble American tvpes of the same period, since we have no
knowledge of what those tvpes — granzing ¢ that thev were pmdncul
may have been. The absence of names to nt the initi als on the Haddam
pxecu‘, mav .be explicable on the ground of mcnmpletc records. Such a
fine ni rc.lsomng zf.. to be sure, a matter of h'tmu ’]CL\{S\ &szzlinqt
negative. It leads to no definite con-
clusion: butit may hardly be avoided
as a preliminary to examining the
pewter’s claims to an English origin.
Here we encounter o very curious
sicuation. Mr, Cortterell, who con-
stitutes a court of last resort for
sertling questions relating to Eng-
lish pewter and its makers, has
kindly examined photographs of the
Haddam service and transcripts of
its marks. Wich the latter he con-
fesses himself quite unacquainted.
Nevertheless, he writes, “the first
point | considered was the rouch on
the two Haddam flagons (w ~ above
a sword in a shield), and the name
that leapt to my mind was Witliam
Newham. On turning him up in my
book, I find no such touch, but that
does not preclude the idea. In Plate
XLia of my book appears an almost
identical type made by John New-
ham, , Yeoman pewterer in 1699;
Upper Warden in The small
dagger in the touch ';hrlcks of the
arms of the City of London. Alto-
gether 1 have little doubt that the
flagons in question were made by William Newham (No. 3373 in my
b()ok) Yeoman in 1708, Steward in 1727; or another William t\u
2374), who became Yeoman in 1730. Probability favors the earlier one.
“Turning to the tankards we find a more difficult problem. The
lower terminals of their handles are fine and spell English in both in-
stances. The thumbpiece of Tankard Number 2 is equally specific;
whereas that of \umber 1 has no English counterpart so far as my
experience goes.” After some technical discussion of handles, Mr.
Cotrerell continues, ““ As if to contradiét all this, the marks on Number 1
are earlier in style than the mark on Number 2. Indeed, it is just possible
that they are-those of William Eddon, Yeoman 1689, who was permitted
to strike his recorded touch in 1690. The body of rhm plece, by the way,
with its fine entasis, is betrer than that of its mate.” The initial shield
is, however, so illegible that, in view of the prolublc date of the rankard
as indicated by its form, an earlier man might quite as well have been
selected. The T s touch is not listed in Mr. Cotterell’s records, though
many seventeenth-century English pewterers with these initials are.
While there is no occasion for wonder that the badly worn marks
on Tankard Number 1 forbid identification, strange indeed is the cir-
cumstance that the exceptionally distindt w x and T s touches should
have no known Fnglish counterparts. Fairly good reasons have been
presented for failure to find such counterparts in America. But do
these rcas(ms, plausible as they may be, point to any affirmative con-
clusion? They do not. All that has thus hr been accomplished is the
adding of one column of zeros and from their sum subtra&ing the total
of a like column of n wights.
To pursue our study further on the basis of the data at hand would be
(]mtc uxm\.nhm_ \\c should but rem: ain in our prc:<c'1t pmmon of
clinging to a hole with no doughnut to frame it. Nevertheless, we may
be pcnmtmi to express our opinion. For my own part, until American
names are found to absorb the touch initials on the Haddam preces,
I shall believe all four of these vessels to have heen made in England.
\We know that extensive importation of such ware was of common
occurrence throughout colonial days and for some time thereafter.
Probability insists that Haddam relied upon this means of supply. And
though ]msq[lnhtx urges a contrary view, its voice is feeble.
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