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Mansion People 
Kinship, Class, and Architecture in Western Massachusetts 
in the Mid Eighteenth Century 

Kevin M .  Sweeney 


A S HE TRAVELED ABOUT RURAL 
New England in the i77os, the anony- 
mous author of American Husbandry (1775) 

observed that "gentlemen's houses appear every- 
where." Although he concluded that social de- 
marcations were less obvious in New England than 
abroad, he still had no difficulty recognizing the 
home of a gentleman even when it was built of 
wood, as most were, instead of brick or stone. In 
some instances he found that the owners of such 
houses lived very much in the "style of country 
gentlemen in England." Other travelers-Amer- 
ican and foreign-also routinely noted the "country 
houses" of New England's "gentry of the interior," 
or "mansion people," as contemporaries occasion- 
ally called them.' 

The building of these clapboarded mansion 
houses reflected significant political and social 
changes taking place in rural New England in the 
quarter century before the American Revolution. 
Throughout the counties of rural New England, 
certain families rose to prominence during the 
eighteenth century and formed political connec- 
tions whose influence and concerns transcended 
the parochial boundaries of local communities. The 
resulting connections, usually with close ties to 

Kevin M. Sweeney is administrator and curator of the Webb- 
Deane-Stevens Museum, Wethersfield, Conn. 

The  author wishes to thank Cary Carson, George Creeger, 
Donald R. Friary, and Philip Zea for comments on earlier ver- 
sions of the text and J .  Ritchie Garrison for the map. Special 
thanks to Amelia Miller and Robert Trent for critical readings of 
later versions of the text. 

Anonymous, American Husband?. Containing an Account of 
the Soil, Climate, Production and Agriculture of the British Colonies in 
North-America and the West-Indies; with Observations on the Advan- 
tages and Disadvantages of Settling in Them, Compared with Great 
Britain and Ireland, ed. Harry J .  Carman (1775; reprinted., New 
York: Columbia University Press, ig3g), p. 46; E. Digby Baltzell, 
Puritan Boston and Quaker Philadelphia (New York: Free Press, 
19791, p. 206. 
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county courts, resembled the gentry cliques of old 
England that formed county communities. Like 
their English counterparts, aspiring gentry families 
in eighteenth-century New England sought to put 
social distance between themselves and their neigh- 
bors. Despite assertions by some historians that po- 
litical leaders in rural areas failed "to find a distinc- 
tive style of life," it is clear that they in fact did. In 
rural ~ e w  as elsewhere ih the American ~ n g l a n d ,  
colonies, the embrace of genteel culture helped cre- 
ate "a conscious class of gentlemen united by com- 
mon standards across colony lines." Material state- 
ments played an important role in delineating a 
distinctive, genteel life-style that enhanced the 
power of rural political elites. The houses of New 
England's "gentry of the interior" played an impor- 
tant role in this process, and examining them pro- 
vides insight into the political and social changes 
that they ref le~ted.~ 

For the relation between communities in old and New 
England, see David G. Allen, In English Ways: The Movement of 
Societies and the Transferal of English Local Law and Custom to 
Massachusetts Bay in the Seventeenth Centuq (Chapel Hill: Univer- 
sity of North Carolina Press, 1981), p p  236-42; John Murrin, 
"Anglicizing an American Colony: The Transformation of Pro- 
vincial Massachusetts" (Ph.D, diss., Yale University, 1966); 
Richard D. Brown, Modernization: The Transformation of American 
Life, 1600-1865 (New York: Hill and Wang, 1976), p p  62-63, 
67-70 For the process in one Massachusetts county, see Kevin J. 
McWade, "Worcester County, 175~-1774: A Study of a Provin- 
cial Patronage Elite" (Ph.D. diss., Boston University, 1973). For 
the question of distinctive life-style, see Michael Zuckerman, 
Peaceable Kingdom: New England Towns in the Eighteenth Century 
(New York: W. W. Norton, ig70), p. 2 1  1; see also Margaret E. 
Martin, "Merchants and Trade of the Connecticut River Valley, 
i 7 5-1820," Smith College Studies in Histo? 24, nos. 1-4 (October 
1938-July 1939): 223. Richard Bushman, "American High Style 
and Vernacular Cultures," in ColonialBritish America: Essays in the 
New History of the Early Modern Era, ed. Jack P. Greene and J. R. 
Pole (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1984), p. 359. 
Bushman's article became available during the final stages of 
preparation of this article for publication. His discussion of the 
"diffusion of genteel culture" and the role of "the great houses" 
played in this process provides a convincing analysis of the larger 
context in which the developments discussed in this article took 
place (pp. 349-52, 36-67). 

I 
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Table 1. Comparative Taxable Wealth of Hampshire County Residents and River Gods in 1771 

Land-rental value Stock in trade Money at interest 

Entries 
Mean 
value 

Median 
value Entries 

Median 
value Entries 

Median 
value 

(No.) (f.s) (f.s) (No.) (f .s) (No.) (f.s) 

Deerfield 
Hadley 
Northampton* 
Springfield 

90 
loo 
I 19 
509 

14.08 
9.05 
8.0 5 
6.12 

10.00 

8.18 
7.04 
5.17 

8 
10 

1 2  

26 

30.00 
55.00 

108.00 
35.00 

5 
7 

15 
72 

50.00 
50.00 
42.00 
42.00 

River Gods' 13 22.00 22.08 4 200.00 10 192.00 

SOURCE.-Computed from the returns for the Province Valuation for 1771, Massachusetts Archives, vols. 132-34, Boston. 
NOTE.-Land value on the 1771 Province Valuation was an estimate of the rental return for each individual's land holdings. The 

values are presented here as a comparative index reflecting variations in land holdings. Those individuals not owning land and 
nonresident landowners are excluded from the computations involving mean and median land-rental values for each town. "Stock in 
trade" is an estimate of the inventory of merchants and shopkeepers. "Money at interest" is the amount an individual has loaned out to 
others at interest. Only medians were computed for "Stock in trade" and "Money at interest" because there were relatively few entries 
for most towns. 

*Returns are incomplete. 
'Mean and median values calculated for the individuals for whom information is listed in the Appendix. 

This study focuses on the political leaders who their political mortality as their withdrawal from 
lived in the river valleys of western Massachusetts cultural leadership preceded and then accompa- 
and on their clapboarded mansion houses. We will nied their retreat from power. 
look first at the identity of the gentry families that Although a few historians have questioned the 
contemporaries in both Boston and western Mas- very existence of the River Gods, most recent stu- 
sachusetts called the River Gods-moderately well- dents of eighteenth-century western Massachusetts 
off, but immoderately pretentious families that pro- accept their existence and have discussed the prom- 
duced the western region's leading magistrates ar>.d inent role they played in the events preceding the 
military officers during the eighteenth c e n t ~ r y . ~  American Revolution.Vo one, however, has 
After establishing the group's membership, politi- looked closely at the group's composition or has 
cal power, and relative wealth, we will examine sur- thought much about what made them so recog- 
viving physical evidence, photographs, tax lists, nizable to contemporaries. Analysis of the lists of 
probate records, diaries, and travel accounts to in- individuals who held civil and military office in 
vestigate the wooden mansion houses built by these Hampshire and Berkshire counties, western Mas- 
gentry families. It will be argued that these families sachusetts, quickly reveals the identity of the River 
enhanced their political and economic power in the Gods. The same seven names appear repeatedly: 
eighteenth century by maintaining a position of Ashley, Dwight, Partridge, Porter, Pynchon, Stod- 
cultural leadership. The decision to expend rather dard, and Williams. Members of these seven in- 
limited resources on houses gave obvious expres- .,
sion to class consciousness and to the bonds 0%kin ' While some skepticism was expressed by Robert E. Brown 

that distinguished the River Gods from their yeo- in Middle Class Democracy and theRevolution inMassachusetts, r 691- 
1780 (New York: Harper, 1969), p. 306n, most recent historians 

man neighbors. At the same time, their choices in of western Massachusetts have used the term River Gods. See 
house design provide unintended insights into the Robert J .  Taylor, Western Massachusetts in the Revolution (Provi-

economic uncertainty and insecurity that existed dence, R.I.: Brown University Press, 1954)- p p  i 1-51; Bruce G. 
Merritt, "Loyalism and Social Conflict in Revolutionary Deer- 

behind the painted facades. In the case of the River field, Massachusetts," Journal of American Histo? 57, no. 2 (1970): 
Gods, it is even possible to discern intimations of 277-89; Ronald K. Snell, "The County Magistracy in Eigh- 

teenth-Century Massachusetts, 1692-1750" (Ph.D, diss., Prince- 
ton University, 1972)~ p p  22-353; Robert Zemsky, Merchants, 

For period use of River Gods, see Catherine M. Sedgwick, Farmers and River Gods: An Essay on Eighteenth Centu? American 
"Recollections of Childhood" in Lqe and Letters of Catherine M .  Politics (Boston: Gambit, ig7i ) ,  p p  32-33, 265; and, most re- 
Sedguick, ed. Mary E. Dewey (New York: Harper, 1871)- p. 49; cently, Gregory H. Nobles, "Politics and Society in Hampshire 
and "Reminiscences of Samuel D. Partridge" in Daniel W. Wells County, Massachusetts, 174~-1775: The Rural West on the Eve 
and Reuben F. Wells, Histo? of Hatfield, Massachusetts (Spring- of the Revolution" (Ph.D. diss., University of Michigan, 1979), 
field, Mass.: F. C. H. Gibbons, ig io) ,  p. 278. PP. 17-50. 
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Table 2. Comparative Probated Wealth of River Gods and Hampshire County Farmers, 1730-1779 

Henry Dwight 
Samuel Partridge 
John Pynchon 111 
William Pynchon, Sr. 
John Stoddard 
Noah Ashley 
Eleazer Porter I . . .  
Israel Ashley . . .  
Samuel Dwight £3,000 
Joseph Dwight Insolvent 
Josiah Dwight g9500 . . .  
Elijah Williams . . .  Insolvent 
Timothy Dwight I . . .  
Timothy Dwight I1 . . .  

Yeoman farmers* 767 1,283 453 378 386 

*Based on Terry Anderson, "Economic Growth in Colonial New England: Statistical Renaissance," Journal of Economic History 39, no. 
1 (March 1979): 250. Values are not adjusted for inflation. 

terrelated gentry families, their blood relations and 
in-laws, received forty-six of ninety-three appoint- 
ments as justices of the peace made from 1692 to 
1774, twenty-six of thirty appointments as county 

judges or probate judges during the same period, 
and all the militia commissions of field grade- 
colonel, lieutenant colonel, and major-in western 
Massachusetts during the French and Indian Wars. 
Although cliques of interrelated families who 
amassed civil and military offices could be found 
throughout New England in the eighteenth cen- 
tury, the River Gods were notable for the degree to 
which they controlled their region's civil, military, 
and even clerical offices. In addition, they were 
remarkable among Massachusetts political elites for 
the extensive ties they maintained with merchants, 
ministers, and kinsmen in Connecticut.' 

Economic status also distinguished the River 
Gods from their neighbors in western Mas-
sachusetts and from their counterparts in eastern 
Massachusetts and in coastal Connecticut. Profes- 
sional callings and commercial interests set them 

j William Whitmore, The Massachusetts Civil List for the Colo- 
nial and Provincial Periods, 1630-1 774 (Albany, N.Y .:J .  Munsell, 
1870)~p p  46-63, 91-94, 123, 139-40, 152. Militia officers from 
Nancy S. Voye, ed., Massachusetts Officers in the French and Indian 
Wars, 1748-1763 (Boston: Society of Colonial Wars, 1975); and 
Wyllis E. Wright, Colonel Ephraim William: A Documentav Life 
(Pittsfield, Mass.: Berkshire County Historical Society, ig70), pp. 
70, 78. Kevin M. Sweeney, "River Gods in the Making: The 
Williamses of Western Massachusetts," in The Bay and the River, 
I 600-1900, Dublin Seminar for New England Folklife Annual 
Proceedings, 1981, ed. Peter Benes (Boston: Boston University, 
1982), pp. 101-16. 

apart from most residents of western Massachusetts 
(tables 1,  2). Most of these families commanded 
wealth above average for the region. Four indi- 
viduals, Josiah Dwight, Timothy Dwight I ,  John 
Stoddard, and John Worthington, could each claim 
at some point in his life to be the wealthiest man in 
western Massachusetts. However, not all members 
of these families attained such affluence. At least 
four died insolvent (see Appendix). Even the 
wealthiest of the Ashleys, Dwights, Porters, and 
Stoddards did not usually have the ready capital of 
eastern coastal merchants or Connecticut mer-
chants who lived down the Connecticut River and 
actively engaged in shipping and importing. Land 
speculation gave wealth to some, but it helped bank- 
rupt others, and even when it was owned in consid- 
erable quantity, land in underdeveloped hill towns 
represented in most cases a source of potential re- 
turns rather than present income. Although, then, 
they were important and wealthy men in their com- 
munities because of their position in commercial 
networks that extended to river and coastal ports, 
the River Gods were little more than large-scale 
country shopkeepers and prosperous gentleman 
farmers in the grand scheme of New England's 
colonial economy, and their economic well-being 
was vulnerable to shifts in the fortunes of their 
yeoman debtors and urban creditors." 

James T .  Adams, Provincial Society, 1690-1 763 (New York: 
Macmillan Co., 1927), pp. 245-46; Taylor, WesternMassachusetts, 
pp. 16-21; Martin, "Merchants and Trade," pp. 224-25. 
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Table 3. Hampshire County Justices of the Peace in 1759 

Land Stock Money 
rental in at 

Higher value trade interest 
Father's College Occu- Military magis- 1771 1771 1771 

Justice status education pation rank tracy (f .s) (f .s) (f .s) 

Resigning justices 
John Ashley I1 J P  Yale '30 Lawyer Maj. 
Joseph Dwight J P  Harvard '22 Merchant Brig. 
Josiah Dwight 
Timothy Dwight I I  
Joseph Hawley 

Jp
Jp 

Merchant 

Yale '36 
Yale '44 
Yale '42 

Merchant 
Merchant 
Lawyer 

Lt. Col. 
Maj. 
Maj. 

Eleazer Porter I1  J P  Yale '48 Merchant Ens. 
Bill Williams Minister Harvard '29 Merchant Col. 
Elijah Williams Minister Harvard '32 Merchant Maj. 
Israel Williams Minister Harvard '27 Merchant Col. 
Thomas Williams J P  Yale '4i* Physician Lt. Col. 
John Worthington Yeoman Yale '40 Lawyer Col. 

Nonresigning justices 
Josiah Chauncey Minister Teacher Lt. 
Timothy Dwight I Yeoman . . .  Merchant Col. ? 
Seth Field Yeoman Yale '32 Teacher Capt. 
Samuel Mather 
David Mosely 

Jp 
Yeoman 

Yale '26 Physician 
? 

. . .  
Capt. 

John Sherman Minister ? Physician . . .  
Jabez Ward Yeoman Farmer Capt. 
Timothy Woodbridge Minister Teacher Capt. 

New justices, 1759 
Charles Phelps Yeoman Lawyer . . .  
Edward Pynchon J P  Lawyer . . .  
Eldad Taylor Minister Physician Lt. 

NOTE.-Under "Higher magistracy" is indicated the date of the individual's appointment as ajustice of the quorum, common pleas 
judge, orjudge of probate. Known opponents of Jonathan Edwards or  his views are in boldface type; known supporters are in italics. 

*Office was created when Berkshire County was set off from Hampshire County in 1761. 
'Valuations are for individual's direct heir in 1771. 
*Honorary M.A. degree. 

Because of their location and the sources of their Total avoidance of manual labor did not distinguish 
relatively limited income, the River Gods lacked these gentlemen. 
some of the more obvious methods of displaying Perhaps it was limited economic resources and 
their wealth. Their inability to engage in shipping closeness to the soil that led members of thiq group 
and importing not only deprived them of important to be especially assertive of their status as gentle- 
sources of income but also deprived them of such men. To  distance themselves from their often well- 
manifest embodiments of wealth as ocean vessels, to-do yeoman neighbors and other prosperous resi- 
wharves, and warehouses. Their shops were not dents of the region, they emphasized kinship, 
substantial edifices: Maj. Elijah Williams's store on group cohesion, and cultural leadership. When one 
the Deerfield common operated out of a converted of their own, Rev. Jonathan Edwards, publicly chal- 
cider mill. Farming kept them close to the soil, so lenged and rejected the views of Rev. Solomon 
that it was not unheard of for a Dwight to hoe a Stoddard on issues of ecclesiology and open com- 
garden or for an Ashley or a Williams to mow hay.' munion, Ashleys, Partridges, Williamses, and at 

least one Dwight turned on Edwards with a vindic- 

'Elihu Ashley diary, July 9, lo ,  September 17, 1774, Pocum- 
tiveness usually reserved for traitors. In 1759, 

tuck Valley Memorial Association, Deerfield, Mass. (hereafter Count~justices the 
cited as PVMA); Thomas Williams daybook, 1757-58, October of them River Gods-resigned en masse because 
10, 1757, PVMA; Benjamin W. Dwight, T h e H h t o ~0ftheDescen- serving with Charles Phelps, a recent gubernatorial 
dants of John Dwight of Dedham, Massachusetts, vol. 1 (New York: 
John F. Throw & Son, 1874), p. 131; see also Taylor, Western the put them in "such 
Massachusetts, pp. 20-2 1. company as [they] never inclin'd to keep." Religious 



Mansion People 235 

Fig. I .  Buttolph-Williams house, Wethersfield, Conn. Built ca. 1692. (Photo, Kevin M. 
Sweeney .) 

outlook, ancestry, college degrees, commercial in- 
terests, military service, and access to higher office 
distinguished the resigning justices from their 
brethren who continued to serve (see table 3). Dif- 
ferences in landed wealth provided less clear-cut 
distinctions. In I 762 the River Gods, their clerical 
kin, and other "people of moderate fortune" even 
strove to establish a college in western Mas- 
sachusetts that would ensure a supply of like- 
minded ministers and would provide their sons 
with an affordable, liberal education and with con- 
tinued access to the appointive offices bestowed on 
well-connected college  graduate^.^ 

Day to day, members of these seven self- 
conscious families also announced their power and 
genteel pretensions in less dramatic, although not 
always more subtle, ways. Possessions played a role 
in the continuing process of communicating social 
distinctions, and clapboarded mansion houses were 
particularly revealing statements of a concern for 

status. In the 17tjos, the River Gods and gentry 
families in neighboring Connecticut began building 
an identifiable type of house that introduced into 
the river towns and hinterlands of western Mas- 
sachusetts classical architectural details and the pre- 
sumptions of what R. W. Brunskill has aptly termed 
"polite" architecture. Specifically, the River Gods 
favored a house that drew from an architectural 
vocabulary found in English middle-class houses 
first built in the 1660s and in the imitations of them 
built in Boston beginning around 1690. In its 
purest form in England and in coastal New En- 
gland, this style, called either "Wren Baroque" or 
"Early Georgian" by architectural historians, was 
manifested in a perfectly symmetrical, "double- 
pile" (two-room-deep) house bisected by a central 
hall, surmounted by a hipped roof, and decorated 
with classical architectural detailsg The River Gods 
adopted and incorporated some of these elements 
in order to reflect their genteel style of life and 
enhance their position in the community. The re- 

' Jonathan Edwards to Sir William Pepperell, January 30, 
1759, Edwards Papers, Andover Newton Theological Seminary, 
Newton, Mass.; Joseph Dwight et al. to Gov. Thomas Pownall, R. W. Brunskill, Illustrated Handbook of Vernacular Architec- 
May 19, 1759, Israel Williams Papers, Massachusetts Historical ture (ed ed.; London: Faber and Faber, 1979)~ p p  25-26; Wil- 
Society, Boston; Henry Lefavour, "The Proposed College in liam H. Pierson, Jr., American Buildings and Their Architects: The 
Hampshire County in 1762," Proceedings of the Massachusetts His- Colonial and Neoclassical Styles (New York: Doubleday, 1970)~ pp. 
torical Society 66 (1942): 53-79. 61-94. 
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Fig. 2. Western Massachusetts and central and western Connec- 
ticut, showing towns mentioned in the text. (Map, J. Ritchie 
Garrison.) 

sulting houses were usually large, two rooms deep, 
incorporating a central hall, and two-and-one-half 
stories in height, topped by a gambrel roof. Elabo- 
rate joinery work such as fielded paneling, scal- 
loped cupboards, pedimented doorways, and win- 
dow caps decorated interiors and exteriors. 

While their house type was not an exact copy of 
the English model, it did mark a break with many of 
the existing building practices along the Connecti- 
cut River. In order to appreciate the novelty and 
elegance of these mansion houses, it is necessary 
to look briefly at existing building practices in the 
river towns of western Massachusetts and central 
Connecticut. The Buttolph-Williams house in 
Wethersfield, Connecticut, which dates from the 
late seventeenth century, is one of the oldest surviv- 
ing houses in the Connecticut River Valley (fig. 1). 
In its present state, it is a careful restoration of the 
type of house that well-to-do residents of the Con- 
necticut and Massachusetts river towns occupied 
during the late seventeenth and early eighteenth 
centuries. Only the size of the house and the 

molded girts under the overhang denote the wealth 
of the Buttolphs. The massive central chimney, the 
steeply pitched roof, the single-pile (single-room- 
deep), two-story, hall-and-parlor plan, the un-
painted, clapboarded facade, the hewn overhang, 
and the corner door on the gable end could be 
found in many houses in that region and at that 
time. 

The hewn overhang and the corner end door on 
the gable end were distinctive features of the re- 
gion's early eighteenth-century architectural vocab- 
ulary. The hewn overhang was also found in eastern 
Massachusetts and Connecticut, but it gradually dis- 
appeared in the bay area during the first quarter of 
the eighteenth century. In central Connecticut, 
however, it persisted even on the homes of the 
wealthy. For example, Col. John Chester of 
Wethersfield, one of central Connecticut's wealth- 
iest residents before the Revolution, lived in a large 
central-chimney house with a hewn overhang, and 
in the i76os, Capt. Charles Churchill, the leading 
citizen of Newington Parish in Wethersfield, built a 
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Fig. 3. Plan of a typical central-chimney hall-and-parlor 
house. (Drawing, Kevin M. Sweeney.) 

large central-chimney house with a dramatic 6-inch 
overhang. During the 1770s and i78os, a number 
of large houses with hewn overhangs were built in 
Hartford County, Connecticut, and the popularity 
of this architectural feature persisted as well farther 
up the Connecticut Valley in western Mas-
sachusetts, on the homes of prosperous yeomen 
and merchants.1° 

The corner end door often occurred in conjunc- 
tion with the hewn overhang, and by the nineteenth 
century it came to be called a coffin door or funeral 
door. Perhaps because of its romantic associations, 
architectural historians have ignored this feature, 
which distinguished buildings in the Connecticut 
Valley from houses in eastern Massachusetts, where 
the corner door was virtually unknown. Samuel 
Davis, who traveled from Plymouth, Massachusetts, 
to Wethersfield, Connecticut, in 1789 observed un- 
favorably that "the style of building varies some- 
what from that of the Bay State as they term Mas- 
sachusetts. Beside the front door, their houses have 
a door on the end near the front corner, which 
looks awkward." The asymmetrical entry that 
offended Davis's sensibilities had probably been a 

l o  Abbott L. Cummings, The Framed Houses of Massachusetts 
Bay, 1625-1725 (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 
1979)~p p  114-15 A sketch of Chester's house, demolished in 
1869, is in Homes and Doonvays of Old Wethersfield (Wethersfield, 
Conn.: Wethersfield Women's Association, 1927), p. H ;  photo-
graphs and descriptions of the Churchill house, burned in 1914, 
are in Bertha Chadwick Trowbridge, ed., Old Houses of Connecti- 
cut (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1923), pp. 318-26. The 
Samuel Porter house, before 1722, and the Barstow house, 1747, 
are both still extant in Hadley. The Porters were the wealthiest 
family in Hadley during the eighteenth century. In nearby 
Amherst two of its wealthiest citizens on the eve of the Revolu- 
tion-Solomon Boltwood and Aaron Warner-lived in houses 
with hewn overhangs that probably had been built in the late 
1740s or  early 1750s. Both are extant. 

part of the building vocabulary in Connecticut for 
approximately a hundred years at the time of his 
observation." Most eighteenth-century houses with 
central chimneys in the river towns of central Con- 
necticut have end doors, and fragmentary evidence 
suggests that the corner end door was a part of the 
contemporary building practices in neighboring 
western Massachusetts as well. Such doors were to 
be found on houses in Amherst, Hadley, Long- 
meadow, Monterey, Northampton, ~ittsfield, 
Sheffield, Southwick, Springfield, and Westfield 
(fig. 2).12 

The function of the end door remains some- 
thing of a mystery. It was generally found on the 
southern gable end, or on the eastern gable end if 
the long axis of the house was oriented east and 
west. That the end door was located in the room 
most likely to benefit from available natural light 
and passive solar energy suggests that the room 
usually served as the "hall," or "dwelling room" (fig. 
3).13 Surviving room-by-room inventories and the 
relative of interior paneling in these rooms 
suggest that the end door provided direct access to 
the space in which family life centered. The door 
allowed a visitor access to the heart of the house 
without subjecting him to a trip through the kitchen 

l 1  Frederic C. Palmer, "The Nomenclature of Rooms in the 
17th and 18th Century Connecticut House," reprinted in Elmer 
Keith, Some Notes on Early Connecticut Architecture, ed. Arthur W. 
Leibundguth (Hartford, Conn.: Antiquarian and Landmarks 
Society, 1976), p. 46. For period terminology, see Elisha Wil- 
liams, Jr . ,  account book, 1739-57, p. 216, Wethersfield Histori- 
cal Society, Wethersfield, Conn. Cummings, Framed Houses, p. 
25; Samuel Davis, "Journal of a Journey from Plymouth, Mas- 
sachusetts to Connecticut" (1789), Proceedings of the Massachu- 
setts Historical Society 1I (1871): 14; Palmer, "Nomenclature of 
Rooms," p. 46. 

l 2  Still extant are Solomon Boltwood house, ca. 1750, and 
Nehemiah and Simeon Strong house, ca. 1744, in Amherst; 
Samuel Porter house, before 1722, and at least four other un- 
named houses, in Hadley; David Booth house, 1795, Long- 
meadow; Col. John Ashley house, 1734, Sheffield; and the 
Dewey house, 1735, Westfield. Probably still extant is an un- 
named house in Monterey pictured in Antiques and theArts Weekly 
(June 25, 1982), p. 35. No longer extant: Roger Clapp house, 
Northampton, ca. 1713 (Edwin Whitefield, watercolor, Society 
for the Preservation of New England Antiquities, Boston); Rev. 
Thomas Allen house, Pittsfield (photograph in the possession of 
Amelia F. Miller, Deerfield); George Doherty residence, no. 27, 
and Roger Nicholson residence, no. 89, in Southwick; G. L. 
Dourtney residence, no number, in Springfield(?); and Daniel 
Stiles residence, no. 33, and M. D. Drake residence, no. 77, both 
in Westfield (Clark Photographic Collections of Connecticut 
Houses, 1885-90, box 7, Connecticut State Library, Hartford 
[hereafter cited as CSL]). 

I S  A similar conclusion was reached by Palmer, "Nomencla- 
ture of Rooms," p. 46. See also Trowbridge, Old Houses, pp. 
222-23, 252-54,325-26, 356-57,388; and Norman M. Isham 
and Albert F. Brown, Early Connecticut Houses: An  Historical and 
Architectural Study (1900; reprint ed., New York: Dover Publica- 
tions, 1965)~ p p  22, 45, 54, 60, 65, 73. 
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or compelling him to enter through the front door, 
a formality that New Englanders seem to have dis- 
dained. It is possible that the corner end door was 
part of a regional version of what Henry Glassie has 
called the asymmetrical "socially open house" 
found in face-to-face agrarian communities." The 
corner end door was an integral part of an estab- 
lished house type that, like other "folk" buildings, 
was designed from the inside out. The end door's 
social role determined its location, creating an 
asymmetrical exterior, the appearance of which was 
subordinate to internal functional considerations. 
Practitioners of "polite," as opposed to folk, 
architecture reversed the process of planning; they 
emphasize the exterior. 

The break with the regional building vocabulary 
outlined above began about 1750 with the introduc- 
tion into the Connecticut Valley of a central-hall 
house plan that employed two inside chimneys in- 
stead of one.'' Few surviving western Massachusetts 
or Connecticut houses with central-hall plans can be 
dated before midcentury. Probate inventories be- 
fore 1750 do not document their existence, and a 
close examination of James Wadsworth's 1748 map 
of New Haven indicates that few such houses ex- 
isted before 1750 even in this port community. The 
plan, with its two inside chimneys instead of one, 
clearly conveyed to all passersby the builder's 
wealth-a fact that the Connecticut colony implic- 
itly recognized by 177 1, when it enacted a tax assess- 
ment formula based on the number of first-floor 
fireplaces in a house. Despite claims by some 
architectural historians that the central-hall plan 
became "representative of the majority of the 
houses built from that time [midcentury] onward," 
this house type remained the exception in western 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, and probably else-

l 4  On the formality of the front door in western Massa-
chusetts in the eighteenth century, see the anecdote recounted in 
Sedgwick, "Recollections of Childhood," pp. 49-50. Henry Glas- 
sie,Folk Housing in Middle Virginia: A Structural Analysis of Historic 
Artifacts (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, ig75), p. 190. 

I 5  J .  Frederick Kelly, Early Domestic Architecture of Connecticut 
(New Haven: Yale University Press, ig24), p. 17. At least two 
large, brick houses built in the Connecticut Valley in the seven- 
teenth century do appear to have had central halls or  "space- 
ways": Maj. James Richards house, ca. 1676, in Hartford (see 
Williams DeLoss Love, The Colonial Histoy of Hartford [Hartford: 
Connecticut Printers, 19351, pp. 332-37) and Maj. John Pyn- 
chon house, ca. 1660, in Springfield (see Juliette Tomlinson, 
"The John Pynchon Account Books: A Research Source for 
Decorative Arts in the Connecticut Valley," Connecticut Antiquar- 
ian 16, no. 1 [June 19641: 9-13). These brick houses with end 
chimneys which lay outside of the region's wooden-building 
traditions were exceptional and do not appear to have had an 
impact on domestic building in the Connecticut River Valley. 
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Fig. 4. Plan of Seth Wetmore house, Middletown, Conn. 
Built ca. 1750. Adapted from Bertha Chadwick Trow- 
bridge, ed., Old Houses of Connecticut (New Haven: Yale 
University Press, 1g23), p. 222. (Drawing, Kevin M. 
Sweeney.) Later modifications make it impossible to de- 
termine the original location of doors and windows on the 
rear (west) wall. 

where in rural New England until well after the 
American Revol~tion. '~ 

Surviving houses and documents suggest that 
wealthy merchants and large landowners in Hart- 
ford County, Connecticut, introduced the new cen- 
tral-hall mansion house into the Connecticut Val- 
ley. Sometime in the late 1740s or early i75os, 
Judge Seth Wetmore of Middletown built a large 
double-pile central-hall house with a gambrel roof, 
a double-pitched roof rarely used in the Connecti- 
cut Valley on two-story houses before the mid eigh- 

lWadsworth map reprinted in Anthony Garvan,Architecture 
and Town Planning in Colonial Connecticut (New Haven: Yale 
University Press, i g j i ) ,  p. 47. Only 4 of the approximately 160 
domestic structures on the map have 2 chimneys, which I take to 
be indicative of a central-hall plan. Connecticut Archives, Fi- 
nance and Currency, 2d ser., vol. 5, p. 15, CSL; Kelly, Early 
Domestic Architecture, p. 16. Analysis of surviving structures and 
valuation lists for Wethersfield reveals that between 17 j o  and 
1800 newly constructed central-chimney houses outnumbered 
central-hall houses by a ratio of 2 or 3 to 1. See Dione Longley, 
"Neat Mansions of Comfort and Independence: Wethersfield's 
Role in Architecture, 17 jc-1800'' (Carleton Internship paper, 
Webb-Deane-Stevens Museum, 1981), esp. pp. 3, lo. For west- 
ern Massachusetts, see below. 
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Fig. 5. Rev. Eliphalet Williams house, East Hartford, Conn. Built 1751; demolished 1906. 
(Connecticut Historical Society, Hartford.) 

teenth century (fig. 4). In 1752, Joseph Webb, a 
twenty-five-year-old Wethersfield merchant, raised 
the frame for a similar house. By 1753, Samuel 
Colton of Longmeadow, Massachusetts, aged 
twenty-six, a merchant who had business dealings 
with Webb, was building a large double-pile gam- 
brel-roof house in southern Hampshire County, 
Massachusetts.17 

A second route through which this new house 
type reached western Massachusetts from central 
Connecticut can be reconstructed from doc- 
umentary sources and old photographs. The cen- 
tral figures in this ultimately more significant net- 
work of influence were members of the Williams 
family and one James Mitchell. In October 1750, 

l 7  Trowbridge, Old Houses, pp. 21%24, 255-70; Joseph 
Webb account book, I 75 1-61, p. 122, Connecticut Historical 
Society, Hartford; Edward F. Zimmer, "AStudy of theoriginsof 
the Connecticut Valley Parlor in the National Museum of Amer- 
ican History, or Ignorance Is Bliss" (report for the National 
Museum of American History, September 1981), pp. 5*64; 
Robert B. St. George, "The Dwight-Barnard House: A Study in 
American Domestic Adaptation" (Historic Deerfield Summer 
Fellowship paper, 1975)~ pp. 16-19. 

Col. Elisha Williams wrote from London to his son 
Elisha, Jr., that "Lt. Mitchel says he has undertaken 
Hatfds [Hatfield's] Meeting House[,] your Uncles 
[house,] as well as [your] Cousins, but I trust He will 
not Suffer anyother Business, [to] prevent his 
Doing Mine as I have Said and Let him Seasonally 
Know my Expectations." "Lt. Mitchel" was Lt. 
James Mitchell of Wethersfield (1705-76), a 
wealthy merchant from Scotland who had married 
Rebecca Mix, a granddaughter of Rev. Solomon 
Stoddard.ls As far as can be determined, Mitchell 
was a general contractor, although it is possible that 
he also had a role in designing the houses, for the 
three appear to have been very similar. 

Even though none of the three houses in ques- 
tion survives, it is possible to reconstruct their main 
features by means of descriptions, old photographs, 
architectural fragments, and account-book entries. 

In Elisha Williams to Elisha Williams, Jr., London, October 
15, 1750, Miscellaneous Manuscripts, Manuscripts and Archives, 
Yale University Library, New Haven; Sherman W. Adams and 
Henry R. Stiles, The History of Ancient Wethersfield, vol. 2 (New 
York: Grafton Press, 1904). p. 506. 
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Table 4. Homes of the River Gods and Their Kin 

Occu- Date Door-
Mansion people pation Location built Plan Roof way Source 

Jonathan Ashley, Sr. Minister Deerfield Remodeled 17 5 5 CH G SP* E 

John Ashley I1 Merchant Sheffield '735 CC P T P  E 

John Ashley I11 Merchant Sheffield 1762 CH G' FT E 

Jonathan Dwight Merchant Springfield Ca. 1770 CC P T P  P 

Joseph Dwighti Merchant Great Barrington Ca. 1759 ? P FP E 

Josiah Dwight Merchant Springfield Remodeled 1755 CC G SP E 

Timothy Dwight I1 Merchant Northampton Ca. 1751 CH G ? P 

Eleazer Porter IB Merchant Hadley Pre-1722 CC P . . . P 

Eleazer Porter I1 Merchant Hadley Remodeled 1762 CC P SP E 

Elisha Porter8 Lawyer Hadley Remodeled 1762 CC P SP E 

Moses Porter Farmer Hadley '752 CH P ED E 

William Porter Physician Hadley 1787 CH G FT E 

Oliver Partridge Merchant Hatfield Remodeled ? CH P SP* E 

Solomon Stoddard Merchant Northampton 1782 CH G ? E 

John Worthington Lawyer Springfield Ca. 1760 CH G ?  ? D 

Bill Williams Merchant Pittsfield Ca. 1760 CH G ED D 

Elijah Williams Merchant Deerfield 1757-60 C H P SP E 

Ephraim Williams Merchant Stockbridge Ca. 1750 C H G SP P 

Israel Williams Merchant Hatfield 1751-52 ? G ? D 

Thomas Williams Physician Deerfield 1 748-60 C H G' ED E 

William Williams Lawyer Hatfield Purchased 1 768 CC P T P  P 


Mission Housei Minister Stockbridge 17494  CH P SP E 

K~~.-"plan": CH = central hall; CC = central chimney. "Roof": G = gambrel; P = pitched, or  gable. "Doorway": SP = scroll 
pediment; T P  = triangular pediment; FT = flat-top pediment; ED = elaborate doorway (physical or documentary evidence indicates 
that some type of doorway with double-leaf doors existed, but it is not possible to determine what type). "Source": E = extant physical 
evidence; P = pictorial evidence; D = documentary evidence. 

*Doorways reproduced from existing evidence. 

'Now pitched. 

$The Mission House was probably begun by Rev. John Sargeant, son-in-law of Ephraim Williams, Sr. Joseph Dwight married 


Sargeant's widow and lived in the house. After Dwight moved to Great Barrington, the Sargeant children lived in the Mission House. 
#Eleazer Porter I and Elisha Porter lived in the same house. Elisha Porter put on the scroll-pediment doorway in the early 1760s. 

In 1752, Col. Israel Williams of Hatfield, an uncle probably was the home of Rev. Eliphalet Williams 
of Elisha Williams, Jr., completed a large two-and- of East Hartford, the first cousin (and future 
one-half-story gambrel-roof house, apparently two brother-in-law) of Elisha Williams, Jr. This house, 
rooms deep. The interior had "elaborate hand- also built in 175 1,was a large gambrel-roof double- 
carved mantels" and corner cupboards. Some pile structure with a central hall, elaborate interior 
building materials came from Wethersfield, and the paneling and moldings, and "escallop shell" cup- 
step stones-all that remains of the house today- boards (fig. 5). The interior shutters were grained, 
came from the Johnson sandstone quarry in Mid- and the stiles and rails blackened and painted in 
dletown, Connecticut. The home of the senior gold oriental motifs-a rather exotic decorative 
Elisha Williams, built between 1751 and 1754, also treatment that was as far removed from local dec- 
used stones from Thomas Johnson's quarry, as well orative precedents as one could get.Ig 
as pine boards and shingles from Hadley, Mas- 
sachusetts. The Hadley connection underscores the 
regional scope of this building campaign and hints l9 Wells and Wells, History of Hatjield, pp. 170,262,297; John 

at  ~ i ~ ~ h ~ l l j ~  Williamsjournal and account book, n.p., Northampton Histori- involvement in the pro,ect, for ~ i ~ ~ h ~ l l
cal Society, Northampton, Mass.; William Williams daybook or 

had land in Hadle~ .In January '754- blotter, September 7, December 16, 1751, April 16,1752, Smith 
according to tradition, the time at which the house college Library, Northampton, Mass.; Elisha Williams, Ir., " 
was completed-Elish~ Williams, Jr., settled a large accoul"t book, pp. 91, 145,2;6, 233; Adams and stiles, Histoe of 

Wethersfield, 1:592; will of James Mitchell, December 19, 1775, 
debt with The third the Hartford Probate District, no. 3739, CSL; William B. Tuthill, The 

three houses, referred to in the letter as "Cousins," First Congregational Church, East Hartford, Connecticut, 1702-1902 
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Fig. 6. Plan of Dr. Thomas Williams house, Deerfield, 
Mass. Ell built ca. 1748; main structure built 1755-62. 
Doors and windows indicated on plan are of nineteenth- 
and twentieth-century origin. (Drawing, Kevin M.  
Sweeney .) 

In western Massachusetts, the kin and col-
leagues of Israel Williams and Rev. Eliphalet Wil- 
liams quickly followed the lead set by these 
architectural innovators. During the 1750s and 
1760, the Ashleys in Sheffield, Timothy Dwight I1 
in Northampton, Moses Porter in Hadley, Col. Wil- 
liam Williams (called Bill by contemporaries) in 
Pittsfield, Elijah Williams in Deerfield, Ephraim 
Williams (or possibly his son-in-law, Rev. Stephen 
West), of Stockbridge, and Dr. Thomas Williams of 
Deerfield all built new houses incorporating many 
of the features found in the Eliphalet Williams 
house. Also inspired by the innovations, Rev. 
Jonathan Ashley of Deerfield and Josiah Dwight of 
Springfield extensively remodeled their existing 
houses (see table 4).20 

I 
(Hartford: Hartford Printing Co., igor),  pp. 61-62. For dates 
and an excellent analysis of the house and its doorway, see 
Amelia F. Miller, "The Eliphalet Williams House," Connecticut 
Historical Society Bulletin 26, no. 1 (January 1961): 1-1 1. The 
shutters identified as coming from the Eliphalet Williams house 
are in the Wells-Shipman-Ward house, Historical Society of 
Glastonbury, Glastonbury, Conn. 

20 The Gen. John Ashley house is extant. Arthur C. Chase, 
The Ashleys: A Pioneer Berkshire Family, researched by Gerard 
Chapman (n.p., n.d.), pp. 11-12. The Timothy Dwight I1 house, 
no longer extant, is described in Dwight, Descendants of Dwight, 
1:133-34; and a photograph is at the Forbes Library in North- 
ampton, Mass. The Moses Porter house, now known as the 
Porter-Phelps-Huntington house, is extant. Margaret Mary Fos- 
ter, "Forty Acres: A New England Homestead and Its Owners. 

The speed with which the innovations reached 
the Housatonic River Valley in far western Mas- 
sachusetts emphasizes the role of the River Gods' 
kinship network: Pittsfield and Stockbridge, and 
probably Great Barrington and Sheffield-all lo-
cated about fifty miles overland from Hartford- 
had houses with central halls and elaborate door- 
ways as soon as, or before, Suffield, Connecticut, 
which lies on the Connecticut River only fifteen 
miles north of Hartford (see fig. 2). Some of these 
houses had a double-pile plan, while others em- 
ployed a single-pile main house with a half lean-to 
and an ell to create a similar configuration of rooms 
(fig. 6). Although similar to earlier structures in 
massing and overall appearance, such single-pile 
houses as that of Thomas Williams were still readily 
identifiable as new mansion houses, since they 
usually rejected such features as steeply pitched 
roofs, central chimneys, hewn overhangs, and cor- 
ner end doors. Decades after they were built, they 
were still recognized by travelers as "elegant" coun- 
try h o ~ s e s . ~ '  

Several factors contributed to the elegance, size, 
and power that impressed observers. The most 
prominent of these features, which externally dis- 
tinguished the mansion houses from other dwell- 
ings in the region, were gambrel roofs, doorways, 
painted exteriors, and the physical setting of the 
house. 

The use of a gambrel roof on a two-story house 
readily conveyed the size and roominess of the en- 
tire structure. It articulated at the gable ends a third 
and, occasionally, even a fourth floor. In some in- 
stances dormer windows carried the articulation of 
a third story across the front of the house (fig. 7). By 

1752-1814" (M.A. thesis, University of Delaware, 1976), pp. 
6-7, 44. The Bill Williams house, no longer extant, is described 
in detail in J. E. A. Smith, The Histoq of Pittsfield, ~Massachusetts 
from the Year 1734 to the Year 1800 (Boston: Lee and Shepard, 
1869), pp. 142-43. The  Elijah Williams house (often called, 
erroneously, the John Williams house) is extant. See Donald L. 
Bunse and Amelia F. Miller, "Lieutenant Samuel Partridge and 
the Elijah Williams Frontispiece" (Heritage Foundation Summer 
Fellowship paper, 1g5g), pp. 12-13. The Ephraim U'illiams, Sr., 
house is not extant, but a drawing survives in the History Room, 
Stockbridge Library, Stockbridge, Mass. The Jonathan Ashley 
house was restored in the late 1940s. Amelia F. Miller, The 
Reverend Jonathan Ashley House, DeeIfield, Massachusetts (Deerfield, 
Mass.: Heritage Foundation, 1962), p p  8c+84. The Josiah 
Dwight house, presently called the Dwight-Barnard house, is in 
Deerfield. See St. George, "Dwight-Barnard House," pp. 12-14. 

2 1  The  Joseph Pease house, ca. 1760, was the first central-hall 
house in Suffield. It had a gambrel roof and an elaborate, scroll- 
pediment doorway; it is no longer extant. Suffield: A Quarter 
Millennia1 (Suffield, Conn.: General Executive Committee, 
1921)~p. 168. The Diaq of William Bentley, D.D., vol. 1 (1905; 
reprint ed., Gloucester, Mass.: Peter Smith, 1962), p. 92. 
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Fig. 7. Anonymous, Ephraim Williams house. Ink draw- 
ing; H. 4%", W. 7". (Stockbridge Library, Stockbridge, 
Mass.) 

the third quarter of the eighteenth century, 
perhaps even earlier, most residents of the towns 
along the Connecticut River lived in two-story 
houses. This meant that anyone who wanted to go 
his neighbors one better had to have (or had to 
appear to have) three or four stories." The gambrel 
roof satisfied this ambition and imparted a certain 
dignity to the house. T o  passersby, the roof may 
have embodied the authority of the owner over 
members of his household and often even members 
of the community at large. 

The association of the gambrel roof with author- 
ity would not have been far-fetched in the Connect- 
icut River Valley or the hills of western Mas- 
sachusetts before the Revolution. Hartford's first 
state house, built in 1719, was probably the first 
multistory building in the Connecticut Valley to 
employ the gambrel roof (fig. 8). It stood until 1794, 
when it was replaced by Charles Bulfinch's building. 
When Springfield built a town hall in 1758, the 

" In Wethersfield, Conn., in 1773, two-story houses out- 
numbered one-story houses by 7 or 8 to 1 (approx. igo to 24) 
(computed from Wethersfield First Society Tax List, 1773, 
Wethersfield Tax Abstracts, box 12, CSL). In  Rocky Hill, Conn. 
(then called Stepney Parish), in 1773, two-story houses outnum- 
bered one-story houses by 2 to 1 (approx. 81 to 40) (computed 
from Stepney Parish Tax List, 1773, Wethersfield Tax Ab- 
stracts). In Windsor, Conn., in 1772, two-story houses outnum- 
bered one-story houses by 3 to 1 (approx. 67 to 23) (computed 
from Windsor First Society Tax List, 1772, microfilm, no. 79261, 
Connecticut Historical Society). In South Hadley, Mass., in I 798, 
two-story houses outnumbered single-story houses by almost 2 to 
I (computed from Massachusetts Direct Tax, 1798, vol. 17, pp. 
564-70, microfilm, New England Historical and Genealogical 
Society, Boston). Not one of the houses in Dudley Woodbridge's 
1728 sketch of Deerfield is a single-story house; all the dwellings 
represented have two stories. The sketch is reproduced in 
Jonathan L. Fairbanks and Robert F. Trent, New EnglandBegins: 
The Seventeenth Century, vol. 1 (Boston: Museum of Fine Arts, 
1982), p. 44 no. 34. 

Fig. 8. Anonymous, First State House. Oil on wood; H. 
g%", W. 43". (Connecticut Historical Society, Hartford.) 

town meeting voted to put a gambrel roof on it. 
According to tradition, Berkshire County's courts 
first sat in Bill Williams's gambrel-roof house in 
Pittsfield. The link between gambrel-roof houses 
and persons of authority was reinforced by justices 
of the peace, who, in dealing with minor matters, 
held court in their homes. River Gods serving as 
justices of the peace occupied at least seven, possibly 
eight, of the approximately two dozen gam- 
brel-roof houses known to have been built in west- 
ern Massachusetts before the Revolution. Ministers, 
kin of the River Gods, occupied two such houses 
(see table 4).2" 

Doorways also distinguished the homes of the 
River Gods and carried with them further sugges- 
tions of public authority. The elaborately carved 
doorways with classical pilasters and pediments 
communicated elegance and suggested the 
homeowner's intimacy with the classical sources of 
knowledge that formed the basis of a true gentle- 
man's liberal education (fig. 9). At the same time, 
the busy, brightly painted, out-of-scale doorways 
dominated the flat, relatively blank facades of the 
houses. The double doors, which were chiefly func- 

"Town Book of Springfield, book 5, p. 212, City Clerk's 
Office, Springfield, Mass.; Smith, History of Pittsfield, pp. 142-43. 
The  justices were John Ashley 111, Josiah Dwight, Timothy 
Dwight 11, Bill Williams, Ephraim Williams, Sr., Israel Williams, 
Thomas Williams, and possibly John Worthington. The minis- 
ters were Rev. Jonathan Ashley and Rev. Stephen West who lived 
in the Ephraim Williams house. Rev. Timothy Woodbridge 
(17 13-70) of Hatfield, a friend and an ally of the Williamses, also 
lived in a two-story gambrel-roof house. Wells and Wells, History 
of Hatfield, p. 260. Farther down the Connecticut Valley in Con- 
necticut Colony, Rev. Ebenezer Gay (1718-96) of Suffield, Rev. 
James Lockwood (1714-72) of Wethersfield, and Rev. Timothy 
Pitkin (1726-1 8 12) of Farmington all lived in two-story gambrel- 
roof houses in the period before the American Revolution. The 
Gay and Lockwood houses are extant. 
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Fig. 9. Doorway, Elijah Williams house, Deerfield, Mass. 
Built ca. 1760. (Historic American Buildings Survey.) 

tional in a house with a central chimney and a 
cramped front entry, were employed in central-hall 
houses to heighten the importance of the front 
entrance. Accommodation of the 4-foot opening 
required for the double doors forced joiners to 
reinterpret classical proportions and details. The 
fine details of the oversize doorway had an agitated, 
animated appearance betokening the assertiveness 
of builder and owner alike.24 Doorways with the 
same type of double door and expensive joinery 

" Amelia F. Miller, "Connecticut River Valley Doorways: An 
Eighteenth-Century Flowering," in Benes, Bay and the River, pp. 
60-72; Pierson, American Buildings, p. 87. While agreeing with his 
description of these doorways as agitated and animated, I dis- 
agree with Pierson's conclusion that these qualities were the 
products of a frontier environment where "removed from the 
temptations of direct English influence, and free from the over- 
riding ambitions of a competitive merchant aristocracy, . . . the 
first true spirit of independence in American architecture 
emerged" (p. 85). His analysis of the houses does not take into 
account the political and social ambitions of the members of the 
anglophile gentry class who built such houses in western Mas- 
sachusetts. 

work graced meetinghouses and government build- 
ings throughout the region. They conveyed an asso- 
ciation with authority that was not lost on travelers 
and neighbors. 

In addition to proclaiming the importance and 
wealth of their owners, these elaborate doorways 
came to signify ties to a regional network of crafts- 
men and their gentry patrons. Sources for the clas- 
sical elements in the triangular-pediment doorways 
and in the more dramatic scroll doorways could be 
found in English pattern books, in coastal New En- 
gland architecture, and perhaps even in Anglican 
church architecture-a "foreign" source if there 
ever was one among the staunchly Congregational- 
ist River Gods. But the particular combination these 
doorways featured--of pediment with pulvinated 
frieze, of raised plinths, double doors, and capitals 
with rosettes and leaves-was found only within the 
Connecticut River Valley and its hinterlands. The 
domestic use of this doorway was concentrated in a 
geographical region defined by the web of kin that 
united owners of the Elijah Williams house in 
Deerfield, the Rev. Eliphalet Williams house in East 
Hartford, the Rev. Warham Williams house in 
Northford, Connecticut, and the Ephraim Williams 
house in Stockbridge. Respectively, these houses 
marked the northern, eastern, southern, and west- 
ern boundaries of the working territory of men like 
Oliver Eason of East Hartford and Samuel Par- 
tridge of Hatfield (a first cousin of River God Oliver 
Partridge), the joiners who made the distinctive 
doorways. At least sixteen of the River Gods and 
their western Massachusetts kin had elaborate Con- 
necticut Valley doorways on their houses; half of 
these were probably topped with scroll pediments 
(see table 4). Of the twenty-three surviving Con- 
necticut Valley scroll-pediment doorways, six are 
on, or  came from, houses in western Massachusetts 
and Connecticut that were once occupied by mem- 
bers of the Dwight, Porter, or Williams families.25 

Another distinctive embellishment was paint- 
ing. As a rule, because of conservatism or to avoid 
expense, the seventeenth-century practice of leav- 
ing exteriors unpainted generally persisted in 
eighteenth-century western Massachusetts. Before 
the American Revolution most houses in the Con- 
necticut River Valley remained unpainted. "A 
Chesterfield man, who passed through Hadley and 
Northampton" sometime around 1762 later told 
historian Sylvester Judd "that most of the buildings 
were old and dark colored, and he believed that no 
dwelling house was painted on the outside." Twenty 

" Miller, "Connecticut Doorways," pp. 69-72, 63. 
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years later only 7 of the loo to 2 0 0  houses in North- 
ampton were painted. Elsewhere in the region 
before the Revolution, painting was also the 
e x c e p t i ~ n . ~ ~But Rev. Jonathan Ashley, Josiah 
Dwight, Timothy Dwight I, Rev. Eliphalet Williams, 
Col. Bill Williams, Maj. Elijah Williams, and Dr. 
Thomas Williams all apparently painted their 
houses before the 1770s. The use of blue paint by 
Ashley and Timothy Dwight bespoke particular ex- 
travagance, but whether an expensive blue or even 
an inexpensive red or Spanish brown was used, the 
desired effect was to suggest the solidity of a free- 
stone or brick masonry structure and to give the 
house a "well-finished" appearan~e.~'  

Labor and funds expended on improving the 
settings of their houses put yet greater social dis- 
tance between the River Gods and their neighbors. 
John Williams of Deerfield took obvious pride in 
describing his father Elijah's "large, elegant and 
well-finished House" with its "large Granary, Barn, 
Chaise-House, Wood House . . . With a few Acres of 
Land adjoining, stocked with a Variety of Fruit 
Trees, a fine Garden." The plantings and visible 
signs of agricultural bounty embodied for John the 
prosperity of a country gentleman (a prosperity 
that, in reality, was often threatened). At the same 
time such a house, as John himself declared, was 
well suited to "retirement," a word that evoked the 
leisure, independence, and solitude that formed a 
part of the idealized life of a rural gentleman.28 The 
fences and plantings that bounded these places of 
retirement clearly set the gentleman apart from his 
neighbors. 

A sketch of the Ephraim Williams house in 
Stockbridge suggests how a River God mansion 
house looked in its setting (see fig. 7). The scale of 
the building, the power of the facade, and the 

9ylvester Judd, Histo? of Hadley (Springfield, Mass.: H. R. 
Huntting, lgoj ) ,  p. 377"; Samuel Clark, Antiquities, Historicals 
and Graduates of Northampton (Northampton, Mass.: Gazette 
Printing Co., 1882), p. 17; Daniel Willard, "Traditions and Re- 
miniscences of Newington (Connecticut)," in Roger Wells, ed., 
Early Annals of Newington (Hartford, Conn.: Case, Lockwood & 
Brainard Co., 1874), p. 143. 

27 Miller, Ashley House, p. 89; "The Preservation Design 
Group Project Manual for the Restoration of the Exterior Paint 
of the Dwight-Barnard House, David Dickinson House, Hins- 
dall-Cowles House, and the 'Salt Box' House, Deerfield, Mas- 
sachusetts" (May 31, 1978), pp. 1-2, House Files, Historic 
Deerfield; Dwight, Descendants of Dwight, 13118; Eliphalet Wil- 
liams, account of expenses, 1748-93, Bienecke Library, Yale 
University, New Haven. "Cost of My House," William (Bill) 
Williams Papers, Berkshire Atheneum, Pittsfield, Mass.; Bunse 
and Miller, "Partridge and the Williams Frontispiece," p. I j; 
Thomas Williams daybook, 1757-58, memoranda in beginning 
of book dated July 12, 14, 18, 1757. 

2s Boston Evening Post (March 3, 1777). 
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prominence of the doorway are emphasized by the 
artist's perspective, in which the house dominates 
the scene. The two inside chimneys are clearly visi- 
ble. The dormers articulate a third floor, while a 
small window near the peak of the gable suggests a 
fourth level. The expanse of glass-imported 
glass--created by the large windows displays the 
owner's wealth and distinguishes the house from 
earlier New England homes. The flared pediments 
of the windows complement the doorway in their 
suggestion of masonry construction, an illusion of 
substance undoubtedly enhanced by paint. Plant- 
ings, fences, and the well-kept yard set off the house 
by surrounding it with barriers and creating an 
ordered environment. 

Despite the refinements, the Ephraim Williams 
house would not have been mistaken for a contem- 
porary country house in England or a plantation 
house of the Chesapeake region. Judged on the 
basis of contemporary English architectural stan- 
dards, the elements of the Williams homestead- 
the doorway, the roof, the paint color, and the 
surroundings-were dated, rather rustic, and a 
trifle vulgar. The overall effect was something of a 
sham. The asymmetry of the gable end, with its 
variously sized windows, was obvious. No color of 
paint could disguise that the house was of clapboard 
and that the doorway was carved wood. The barely 
visible lean-to off the back of the house and the 
noticeable curve to the lower pitch of the gambrel 
roof document the persistence of earlier New En- 
gland and possibly colonial Dutch building prac- 
tices. While these aspects of the house are evident to 
a modern viewer and may have been evident to a 
sophisticated eighteenth-century viewer, they prob- 
ably were not apparent to Williams and his neigh- 
bors. T o  most residents in the hill towns of western 
Massachusetts, who lived in "log huts" or one-story 
frame houses during the third quarter of the eigh- 
teenth century, such large, elegant, well-finished 
structures must have seemed mansions.29 

29 In Tyringham, Mass., in 1771 almost half of the dtvellings 
were categorized as "log huts" (1 771 Valuation List of Polls and 
Estates of the Town of Tyringham, Mass., Archives, vol. 134) In 
1798 over three-fourths of the houses in New Salem, Mass., over 
three-fourths of the houses in Colrain, Mass., and two-thirds of 
the houses in Pelham, Mass., were still of a single story (Mas- 
sachusetts Direct Tax, 1798, vol. 16, pp. 73-81, vol. 18, pp. 
172-82, vol. 17, pp. 1 7 ~ ~ 7 8 )  aJoseph Burnell, resident of 
Chesterfield, Mass. (another hill town), told historian Sylvester 
Judd in 1853 "that in his younger days, he does not recollect a 
two story house in Chesterfield. Possibly there were a few. A few 
were of one and a half story, but almost all were one story 
containing two rooms, bedroom and buttery" (Sylvester Judd 
Papers, Miscellaneous, vol. 12, p. 270, Forbes Library, North- 
ampton, Mass.). 
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Few of the River Gods' neighbors readily copied 
elements found in the new house type. Such a house 
required a substantial investment, much larger than 
that necessitated by the central-chimney house. The 
construction of two inside chimneys almost doubled 
the cost of masonry work; the gambrel roof in- 
creased the housewright's framing work; and the 
elaborate joinery found on the exterior and inside 
added greatly to the expense. Finally, paint pig- 
ments and window glass had to be imported. Bill 
Williams spent S408.17.6 on his Pittsfield house 
around 1760.~' The cost of the decorative joinery 
work alone came to &8o.oo.o, more than twice that 
of the other carpentry work. His total outlay ex- 
ceeded the average value of estates probated in the 
region during the period (see table 2).  

Adopting expensive architectural features and 
rejecting others signified more than that the River 
Gods accepted prevailing fashion. Nor were display 
of wealth and projection of power the only motives 
for building. The changes in house design the River 
Gods adopted reflected and helped to accommo- 
date a genteel life-style and changes in household 
composition. A genteel life could be and was lived in 
other types of houses throughout rural New En- 
gland, but the type of mansion house built by the 
River Gods was especially well suited to their needs. 
The central-hall plan admirably satisfied the needs 
of family members in an age of increasing emphasis 
on privacy that had to be balanced against the trans- 
action of public business, the importance of enter- 
taining, and the presence-probably increased 
presence--of domestic servants. In dealing with the 
latter, as we shall see, the gambrel roof also played a 
functional role. 

A concern with increasing a family's collective 
privacy and the privacy of individual family mem- 
bers influenced floor plans of the mansion houses. 
In plans that prevailed during the seventeenth cen- 
tury, domestic servants and Puritan social ideals 
often made privacy difficult to achieve. Several 
scholars, however, have argued that alterations in 
New England house plans during the mid eigh- 
teenth century resulted in more formalized and 
specialized delineations of space that created 
sharper boundaries between interior and exterior 
spaces and individualized interior spaces. The re- 
moval of beds from parlors and halls and the num- 
ber of bed chambers in these mansion houses made 
sleeping accommodations more private. Even 
adolescent family members had private bedroom^.^' 

30 Smith, History of Pittsfield, p. 143. 

3' David Flaherty, Privacy in Colonial New England (Char-


The central hall, which created a more formal 
front entryway and provided regulated access to 
most rooms in the house, helped strike a balance 
between the family's need for privacy and the com- 
ings and goings of non-family members. Ministers 
such as Rev. Jonathan Ashley received parishioners 
at home for counseling and admonition; justices of 
the peace handled some official matters in their 
homes; and the River Gods transacted business 
there. In Bill Williams's Pittsfield house, a black 
slave greeted the visitor, escorted him through the 
central hall, and "ushered the visitor into one apart- 
ment or the other, as his visit was one of courtesy or 
bus ine~s . "~~The corner end door into the hall, or 
"sitting room," was replaced in these houses by a 
door located toward the rear of the house and 
opening into an intervening entryway rather than 
directly into the hall (see figs. 4,6) .Here, too, social 
formality interposed itself between the outside 
world and the hall, which became a more special- 
ized family sitting room or second parlor. Visitors 
could be received and escorted to a parlor, a study, 
or a chamber via the front entryway, with public 
formality, or by the south entryway, with discretion, 
as the visit required. 

If the visitor came on a courtesy call, he or she 
would be shown into a parlor that served as the 
room for formal receiving and entertaining. Dur- 
ing the seventeenth century, in houses with a hall- 
and-parlor plan, and well into the eighteenth cen- 
tury, the parlor doubled as a room for entertaining 
and sleeping, but in the double-pile house plan and 
in the single-pile central-hall plan with half lean-to 
and ell, the bed used by the head of the household 
was removed to a separate bedroom, thereby con- 
verting the parlor into a room solely for entertain- 
ment and display (see figs. 4, 6). The elaborately 
carved shell cupboard, or "buffet," often found in 
the mansion-house parlor held imported ceramics 
and glass and made explicit the specialized use of 
the room. In the homes of New England's rural 
gentry, differentiation of space had progressed 
further by the third quarter of the eighteenth cen- 
tury than it had in the homes of yeomen.33 

lottesville: University Press of Virginia, ig72), pp. 25-44; James 
Deetz, In Small Things Forgotten: The Archaeology of Early American 
Life (New York: Doubleday, 1977), p p  115-17; Jonathan Judd, 
Jr., diary, April 13, 1771, Forbes Library; Elihu Ashley diary, 
May 5, 26, July 3, 10, 1774. 

32 Records of the Church in Deerfield, Mass., 1731-1810, p. 
135,microfilm, Historic Deerfield Library; Judd, Histoq of Had-
ley, p. 3221-1; Thomas Williams daybook, 1765-66; Smith, History 
of Pittsfield, p. 143. 

33 Kevin M. Sweeney, "Furniture and the Domestic Environ- 



Winterthur Portfolio 

Quantity of furniture also documents the role 
entertaining played in the life of the River Gods. On 
average, River Gods and kin owned five sets of 
chairi(that is, thirty individual chairs), whereas, in a 
town like ~eerf ie ld ,  the average household had -
only one or  two sets of chairs (six to twelve chairs). 
Down the Connecticut River, in more affluent 
Wethersfield, the average was still only twelve to 
eighteen chairs per in;entory. The number of 
tables owned and the possession of specialized 
tables-such as tea tables-for entertaining also 
attest to a polite style of life.34 

~ntertainingin one of these mansion houses was 
on a relatively small scale. The diaries of Elihu 
Ashley and Jonathan Judd, Jr., who was a frequent 
visitor to the Partridges and the Williamses in 
Hatfield during the late 1760s, indicate that visiting 
and afternoon tea for six to ten people and intimate 
family dinners represented the usual, almost daily, 
mode of entertaining. Most of the visitors appear to 
have been kin, like Ashley, or young college gradu- 
ates, such as .Judd, who were probably looking for 
brides. ~ a t h k r i n ~ s  played an important role in 
maintaining gentry family cohesion throughout the 
region and over time. During his travels in western 
Massachusetts and neighboring Connecticut, 
Ashley stayed almost exclusively with kin, and he 
concluded'his search for a bride by marrying his 
second cousin Polly Williams. For Ashley, the par- 
lors and bed chambers in his kinsmen's houses pro- 

ment in Wethersfield, Connecticut, 164-1800," Connecticut 
Antiquarian 36, no. 2 (December 1984): forthcoming. Kelly, Early 
DomesticArchitecture,pp. i7c-72. For a similar observation on the 
social significance of formal cupboards and sets of chairs, see 
Bushman, "High Style and Cultures," p. 352. Sweeney, "Furni- 
ture and the Environment"; Ronald D. Clifton, "Forms and 
Patterns, Rooms Specialization in Maryland, Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania, Family Dwellings" (Ph.D. diss., University of 
Pennsylvania, i g7i) ,  p p  150-5 1, 164-66, 173-74. Sylvester 
Judd made the following observation in the early 1800s: "Old 
houses in Pelham generally had only two rooms on a floor. A bed 
in each room" (Judd Papers, Miscellaneous, vol. 15, p. 359). 

34 River Gods' average based on the following inventories in 
the Hampshire County Probate Records, Northampton, Mass. 
(hereafter cited as HCPR): Israel Ashley, vol. 9, pp. 195-98; 
Henry Dwight, vol. 5, pp. 115-16; Josiah Dwight, vol. 11, pp. 
i 19-21; Samuel Partridge, vol. 6, pp. 103-5; Eleazer Porter I, 
vol. 9, pp. 16-19; Moses Porter, vol. 8,  pp. 291-94; William 
Pynchon, vol. 6, pp. 152-56; and John Stoddard, vol. 7, pp. 
194-96. Estate of William [Bill] Williams, 1785, no. 1274, Berk- 
shire County Probate Registracy, Pittsfield, Mass.; Elijah Wil- 
liams, estate sale, April 15, 1772, to November 25, 1773, Williams 
Family Papers, box 14, PVMA; estate of John Worthington, 
1802, box 164, no. 19, HCPR. Deerfield average for 175~-1800 
derived from analysis of chart contained in Kathleen E. Eagen, 
"We Got Plenty of Nothin': Furniture Styles, Forms and 
Amounts Found in Deerfield Inventories" (Historic Deerfield 
Summer Fellowship paper, 1975), pp. 66-67. Wethersfield aver- 
age in Sweeney, "Furniture and the Environment." 

vided settings that reinforced family and class 
socialization. For outsiders and potential family 
members like Judd, the family dinners served as an 
education in the ways of the gentry. Judd summa- 
rized the dinner conversation at one meal thusly: 
"Q[uery:] Don't the Williamses think that the Stod- 
dards are better, more well bred and politer than 
the rest of Mankind? Answer: Since most of 
those present were Williamses with Stoddard blood 
in their veins, the outcome of this discussion was 
never in doubt. 

Large numbers of people, especially outsiders, 
were entertained very infrequently. This fact is 
worth emphasizing, for it clearly distinguishes the 
River Gods from their English models and from 
wealthy southern planters. Neither Ashley nor 
Judd mentioned attending large dinner parties, 
dances, or other functions in one of the mansion 
houses they regularly called at. Parlors in the 
houses were not much bigger than those found in 
earlier central-chimney structures like the But- 
tolph-Williams house. Significantly, and with the 
exception of the John Ashley I11 house, the man- 
sion houses were not built with ballrooms or large 
ceremonial rooms. The placement of the two inside 
chimneys in a gambrel-roof house with a central 
hall actually tended to preclude a ballroom of any 
size, whereas a house with two end chimneys or a 
central-chimney house with a gambrel roof could 
easily accommodate a ballroom. But the River Gods 
had little need for such a space. The communal 
basis of New England's electoral politics did not 
create the need for the large-scale, countywide en- 
tertaining that formed part of the political and so- 
cial culture in the colonial Che~apeake .~~  County 
politics in western Massachusetts centered on 
appointive offices and the distribution of guber- 
natorial patronage, matters best handled in private 
by small groups of powerful county magistrates. 

The religious culture of New England also held 
the River Gods in its grip. These rural gentlemen 

S5 Judd, Jr . ,  diary; Elihu Ashley diary, May 16-June 4, Octo- 
ber 21, November 15, 1774, February 21-23, 1775; Judd, Jr., 
diary, December g, 1768. 

36 The parlors in the following central-hall houses in the 
Connecticut River Valley had on average 277 square feet of floor 
space: Seth Wetmore house, Middletown; Joseph Webb house, 
Wethersfield; Ebenezer Grant house, East Windsor; Thomas 
Williams house, Deerfield; and Jonathan Ashley house, 
Deerfield. The  parlors in the following central-chimney houses 
averaged 269 square feet: Dorus Barnard house, Hartford; But- 
tolph-Williams house, Wethersfield; Hollister house, Glaston- 
bury; Patterson house, Berlin; Meggatt house, Wethersfield; 
Whitman house, Farmington. Rhys Isaac, The Transformation oJ 
Virpnia, 1740-1790 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina 
Press, 1982), pp. 7-74, 
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were the descendants of seventeenth-century Puri- 
tans and the close kin of eighteenth-centur; rural 
parsons. Western ~assachusetts remained a partic- 
ularly conservative region, where justices of the 
peace and churches continued to enforce strict 
observance of the Sabbath and punished moral 
offenses. The movement for a college in western 
Massachusetts was inspired in part by a belief that 
"there is but little prospect, that young gentlemen 
Educated at the Old Seminaries [Harvard and Yale] 
in all the Softness of living, and delicacies of dress, 
will be willing to spend their lives among people 
that live hardly and are removed from all pleasures 
of a gay life.;' The contrast is undeniably over-
drawn, but it does capture the Hampshire gentry's 
assumption of moral superiority and disdain for 
certain effete aspects of genteel life-styles. While 
the River Gods enjoyed displaying their worldly 
goods, they did not lead lives filled with dances and 
fetes. Such entertainments were part of the world 
of Robert "King" Carter of Virginia, but not of Col. 
Israel Williams, the Monarch of Hamp~hire.~'  

New England's mansion people did share with 
southern planters concerns about housing and reg- 
ulating domestic servants. Although the builders of 
the mansion houses rarely had more children than 
their fathers had-seven on average-they were 
more likely to have more household servants, in- 
cluding slaves.Y8 When Col. Elisha Williams of 
Wethersfield built his new house in 175 1 ,  his im- 
mediate family included his wife and a soon-to-be- 
married daughter. His household also included a 
nephew, a female cousin (possibly two), an Indian 
maidservant and her two-children, an unrelated 
Indian girl, an English servant, and a Negro boy. In 
1772, the household of Col. Bill Williams of Pitts- 

37 Sweeney, "River Gods in the Making," pp. 102-1 1. Bush-
man also notes that New England Puritanism was not always 
congenial to Renaissance civility or  eighteenth-century ideals of 
gentility. He quotes the observation of Rev. Solomon Stoddard 
of Northampton that " 'tis not worth the while for persons to be 
sent to the college to learn to compliment men and court women" 
(Bushman, "High Style and Cultures," p. 355). Taylor, Western 
Massachusetts in the Revolution, p. 22; Jonathan Ashley et al, to Dr. 
Wood, Hatfield, March 1, 1764, Ashley Papers, Library of Con- 
gress, Washington, D.C. Oxenbridge Thacher to Benjamin Pratt 
[i762], Proceedings of the Massachusetts Historical Society 20 (1884): 
47. 

38 Comparison based on the following house builders and 
their fathers: John Ashley 111 (1736-99) (had l o  children, father 
had 4), Jonathan Ashley (171 2-80) (had 6 children, father had 
8), Josiah Dwight (1715-68) (had 5 children, father had g), 
Timothy Dwight I1 (1726-77) (had 13 children, father had 3), 
Bill Williams ( 171 3-85) (had 5 children, father had 8), Eliphalet 
Williams (1727-1803) (had 5 children, father had g), Ephraim 
Williams, Sr. (1691-1754) (had 7 children, father had lo),  Israel 
Williams (1709-88) (had 7 children, father had 7), and Thomas 
Williams (1718-74) (had 1 2  children, father had 7). 

field included twelve persons, only six of whom 
could have been members of his immediate family. 
Like many of his kinsmen and the other River Gods, 
Bill Williams owned black slaves. .John Ashley I1 
and John Ashley I11 were the largest slaveowners in 
western Massachusetts, between them owning eight 
slaves.jg 

Although the servants lived within the family, 
their masters and mistresses did not entirely trust 
them. When Elizabeth Scott Williams left her 
twenty-eight-year-old nephew in charge of the 
household and the servants, she locked "the parlor 
& the closet in it" and took the keys with her. She did 
this despite her claim, "we doubt not your care of 
the servants, particularly this week of liberty ." Since 
it provided direct access to all rooms, the central 
hail enabled one to lock up entire rooms without 
disturbing circulation patterns in the house. Own- 
ers took advantage of this flexibility to regulate 
internal movements. Elizabeth Williams's letter, 
together with surviving house plans, makes it evi- 
dent that the builders and occupants of central-hall 
houses used the additional dead spaces created by 
the two inside chimneys to create dosets that could 
be secured with lock and key (see figs. 4, 6)."" 

Housing the servants required expansion of us- 
able space. This was sometimes accomplished by 
adding ells that could be employed for servants' 
quarters as well as other functions. More common 
was expansion upward. Previously in the Connecti- 
cut Valley region, the garrets of large houses had 
been used primarily for storage and only occa- 
sionally for sleeping. The gambrel roof encouraged 
expanded use of garrets by increasing the space 
available in them. In some gambrel-roof houses, 
finished rooms were added to-the garret soon after 
the house was built. Documentary evidence clearly 
indicates that the garrets often served as quarters 
for slaves, other domestics, or an occasional student 

3q Will of Elisha Williams, July 16, 1755, Hartford Probate 
District, no. 6061, CSL; Adams and Stiles, Histo? of Wethersfield, 
i:68g-91, 2:806; and Ephraim Williams, Sr., "Some Old Let- 
ters," Scribner's 18 (1895): 257: Smith, HistoryofPittsfield, pp. 137, 
497-98. For John Ashley 11, John Ashley 111, and Elijah Williams 
of Deerfield, see the Massachusetts Province Valuation for 1771, 
Massachusetts Archives, vols. 132-34. Jonathan Ashley owned 
three slaves (Miller, Ashley House, p. 24); Moses Porter owned a 
slave (HCPR, vol. 8,  pp. 291-94); and Israel Williams owned at 
least three (George Sheldon, History of Deerfield, Massachusetts, 
vol. 2 [Deerfield: E. A. Hall, 18961, p p  892, 903). Thomas 
Williams to William Williams, Deerfield, August 23, 1757, Wil- 
liams Family Papers. At least six other River Gods are known to 
have owned slaves. 

40  Letter reproduced in Adams and Stiles, History of Wethers- 
field, 1:68g-g0 Kelly, Early Domestic Architecture, pp. 171-72. 

4 1  Sweeney, "Furniture and the Environment." The gam- 
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The large gambrel-roof house with a central hall 
and Connecticut Valley doorway became the ideal 
in western Massachusetts for those who aspired to 
the power and genteel style of life the River Gods 
enjoyed. The most eloquent statement of such 
aspirations is an overmantel painted for Moses 
Marcy, Esq., of Southbridge in neighboring 
Worcester County, Massachusetts, adjacent to 
Hampshire County. A gentleman farmer who had 
come from modest circumstances, Marcy served as 
a militia officer, justice of the peace, and frequent 
representative to the legislature in Boston, but he 
never succeeded in joining the inner circle of his 
county's political elite. His overmantel, painted 
sometime during the third quarter of the eigh- 
teenth century, depicts a gentleman with the 
appropriate trappings of power, success, and gen- 
teel leisure-militia uniform with sash and sword, a 
ledger, a wineglass, a large ceramic punch bowl, a 
pipe-and a double-pile, central-hall, gambrel-roof 
house painted yellow with white trim and adorned 
with a triangular-pediment Connecticut Valley 
doorway, painted blue and red (fig. lo). Whether it 
was an actual "mansion house" in central or western 
Massachusetts or an invention of the artist, it repre- 
sented an ideal, an unattainable ideal for Marcy, 
whose actual house, built in the mid 176os, had a 
central chimney and a pitched roof.'? It is true that 
Marcy's house did have a triangular-pediment front 
door similar to the one painted in his overmantel, 
but that was as close as he came to the building 
depicted above his fireplace. 

Others of means who shared Marcy's aspirations 
also began to emulate the River Gods by putting 
similar doorways on their houses and by incorporat- 
ing other elements of the mansion house. The 
emulation made the River Gods' position of cultural 
leadership clear, although few of these houses built 
or remodeled during the late 1750s and 1760s were 
fully developed mansion houses. Like Marcy, few 
who built or rebuilt houses in the years before the 
Revolution incorporated the central hall or the 
gambrel roof. Of the forty-one western Mas- 

brel-roof Rev. James Lockwood house, built 1767 in Weth- 
ersfield, had rooms built in the garret soon after it was 
constructed. Tuthill, First Congregational Church, p. 62. In the 
inventory of the estate of Noah Ashley, 1755, his two Negro men 
were listed with beds and goods in the garret (HCPR, vol. 8, pp. 
216--18). Elihu Ashley diary, May 26, 1773. 

4Tharles E. Marcy et al., History and Genealogy ofJohn Marcy, 
1662-1724, Woodstock, Connecticut, and Many of his Descendants for 
Eleven Generations (n.p., 1980), pp. 16265;  McWade, "Worcester 
County," pp. 65-90. Photographs of the "Old Marcy Home- 
stead," acc. nos. B-12576, B-12578, Old Sturbridge Village, Stur- 
bridge, Mass. 

Fig. lo. Overmantel, ca. 1760, Moses Marcy house, 
Southbridge, Mass. (Old Sturbridge Village: Photo, 
Henry E. Peach.) 

sachusetts residents who followed the River Gods' 
lead and put Connecticut Valley doorways on their 
houses before 1770, only four or five included gam- 
brel roofs, and only four definitely had houses with 
central-hall plans.43 Only a single house, built by 
merchant Samuel Colton in Longmeadow during 
1753154, incorporated both a gambrel roof and a 
central hall and had a scroll-pediment doorway. 
Many of the imitation mansion houses of the late 
1750s and 1760s had hewn overhangs and corner 
doors as well as central chimneys. For most, the 
addition of a Connecticut Valley doorway with dou- 
ble doors and a triangular pediment or a "flat top" 
pediment marked the extent of their architectural 

'' Figures based on houses described in Amelia F. Miller, 
Connecticut River Valley Doorways: An Eighteenth-Century Flowering 
(Boston: Boston University, 1983), entries 46, 51-59, 63-64, 
103,106,108-1r,i15-16,11g-22,126, 128,134, 181,183-84, 
186, 189, 191, 195-98, 203-5. 
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Fig. 11. Doorway, Daniel Fowler Tavern, Westfield, Mass. 
Built ca. 1764. (Metropolitan Museum of Art, Rogers 
Fund, 1916.) 

innovation-largely an aesthetic and external in- 
novation, indicating that older patterns of social 
usage probably prevailed indoors. 

Twelve residents of western Massachusetts, un- 
related to the River Gods by kinship or marriage, 
did commission for their houses the rarer scroll- 
pediment doorway. Interestingly, a number of the 
doorways on the homes of these men of means but 
more humble lineage differed from those of the 
River Gods in a very revealing way: they were more 
elaborate and probably more expensive. The detail- 
ing on the doorways of the Maj. Elijah Williams 
house and the Mission House in Stockbridge was 
quite restrained compared to that on the doorways 
of homes owned by merchants Abraham Burbank 
of Agawam and Samuel Colton of Longmeadow, 
men who came from well-to-do but socially and 
politically less prominent families. The leaf and 
vine carvings that decorate the pilasters of the door- 
ways of the Daniel Fowler Tavern of Westfield (fig. 
I I), the Elihu White house, and the Col. John Dick- 
inson house-both in Hatfield-were not usually 
found on the doors of the Ashleys, Dwights, Por- 

ters, or William~es.~~ Such treatments may have 
struck the River Gods as less classically correct than 
fluting, although scruples about accuracy did not 
lead the River Gods to reject capitals with rosettes 
and possibly tobacco leaves. Nor were they espe- 
cially concerned about the correctness of the num- 
ber of flutes on their pilasters. The decision to favor 
fluting over vines may have actually been related to 
cost, for flutes, made with planes, would have been 
much cheaper than vines, which had to be laid out 
with compasses and carved with mallet and chisel. 
Reducing costs may have been a real consideration 
for some of the River Gods and their kin, whose 
resources did have limits-as those who exceeded 
them, such as Rev. Jonathan Ashley, Joseph 
Dwight, Bill Williams, and Elijah Williams, discov- 
ered during the 1760s.~' 

When one moved behind the scroll doorway and 
looked at the furnishings in the homes of the River 
Gods, one observed a contrast between the power of 
the exterior and the somewhat shabby gentility of 
the interior. While the quantity of furniture and the 
presence of specialized forms distinguished these 
homes from others in western Massachusetts, the 
quality of the furniture did not compare favorably 
with that of their more affluent counterparts along 
the coast. At least one visitor from eastern Mas- 
sachusetts, Paul Coffin, a Harvard student who 
traveled through Hampshire County in July 1760, 
commented on the contrast between the facades of 
the gentry's homes and the interiors: "The Painting 
and Utensils and Furniture in the Houses did not 
equal outward Appearances of their Houses in this 
part of the Country." The interiors he saw included 
the homes of Col. John Worthington of Springfield, 
Col. Ebenezer Hinsdale of Deerfield (a Williams 
in-law), Rev. Jonathan Ashley, Rev. Stephen Wil- 
liams, and at least four other county clergymen. His 
itinerary also included Hatfield, where he admired 
the meetinghouse, and where he may have called 
on Israel Williams and Oliver Partridge."j 

44 Miller, Connecticut Doorways, entries 46,5  1-59.63-64. pp. 
48-49, 56-59,62-63,65, 88-89! log. One of the exceptions is 
the doorway in the drawing of the Ephraim Williams house (fig. 
7) which appears to have pilasters with carved vines. 

45 The pilasters on the Elijah Williams house in Deerfield 
and the Old Porter House in Hadley have six flutes. An odd 
number would have been more in keeping with period pattern 
books. Similar Wethersfield doorways have five flutes. Stephen 
Williams diary, July 29, 1767, April 16, 1768, April 1 1 ,  1769, 
PVMA; Judd, Jr., diary, April 18,1768; estate of Joseph Dwight, 
1765, no. 774, Berkshire County Probate Registracy; estate of 
William [Bill] Williams; Elijah Williams, estate sale. 

46 Paul Coffin, "Memoir and Journals: A Tour to the Con- 
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The bulk of mansion-house furniture in the 
1760s and 1770s would have struck a visitor famil- 
iar with the Boston area as a bit dated and perhaps 
countrified. With few exceptions, all the surviving 
examples of Williams family furniture were made 
locally or within the valley and thus reflected re-
gional shop traditions and used locally available 
woods. A couple of the surviving tables with histo- 
ries-a Williams dressing table dating from the 
early eighteenth century and an Ashley "square- 
leaf" table with cabriole legs that might date from 
the late 1730s-suggest that members of the 
county's leading families played a role in introduc- 
ing new stylistic vocabularies into the river towns of 
western Massachusetts. But even these once-elegant 
and up-to-date pieces were made of pine, maple, or 
cherry, although some do appear to have been 
grained or mahoganized.." 

Examples of mahogany furniture with histories 
dating before the Revolution do not survive, and, 
with one exception, the inventories consulted lack 
references to mahogany furniture. Col. John Stod- 
dard owned a "black walnut table" at the time of his 
death in 1748, and Dr. Thomas Williams may have 
owned a set of rather elegant walnut chairs from 
Connecticut or Rhode Island, but owning such 
furniture appears to have been atypical. More rep- 
resentative of the doctor's own furnishings were 
maple rush-bottom chairs with crooked backs. Simi- 
lar chairs were owned by Cols. Israel Williams and 
Bill Williams."Wane chairs produced in Boston 
during the first quarter of the eighteenth century 
remained in use in the Stoddard and Ashley fami- 
lies during the third quarter of the eighteenth cen- 
tury. Other even more common varieties of chairs 
found in homes of the River Gods apparently in- 
cluded "black chairs" or "straw bottom" chairs or 
"yellow chairs" that probably had slat backs, or 
"bannister backs." In addition to a large number of 
turned chairs, the River Gods also owned old joined 
chests of oak and six-board pine che~ts . '~  

necticut River," Maine Historical Society Collections, vol. 4 (Port- 
land, 1856), pp. 261-64. 

.47 William E. Hoot, "Williams Family Furniture in Deerfield: 
An Illustrated Interpretation" (Historic Deerfield Summer Fel- 
lowship paper, 1977), p p  23, 80. Of the 36 pieces dating before 
1820, 4 could be attributed to eastern Massachusetts, 1 to Con- 
necticut or Rhode Island, and 1 definitely to Connecticut; the 
rest appear to be local. Dean A. Fales, Jr., TheFurniture of Historic 
Deerfield (New York: E .  P. Dutton, 1976), figs. 225, 314, 423. 

48 HCPR, vol. 7, pp. 194-96; Fales, Furniture of Deerfield, figs. 
79, 51, 55, 56; estate of William [Bill] Williams. 

"HCPR, vol. 7, pp. 194-96; Fales, Furniture ofDeerfield, fig. 
28. See inventories of Henry Dwight, Josiah Dwight, Samuel 
Partridge, William Pynchon, and John Stoddard, HCPR. Fales, 

Alternatives to such furnishings were available 
but seem not to have been taken advantage of. 
Joseph Barnard of Deerfield purchased furniture 
for his daughter in Boston, and merchants along 
the Connecticut River in Connecticut also pur- 
chased furniture from the Boston area. In the 
1770s furniture produced in Hartford County had 
incorporated elements of construction and design 
derived from Boston, Newport, New York, and 
Philadelphia furniture. Surviving furniture and in- 
ventory references from Wethersfield reveal that a 
taste for walnut and mahogany was more likely to 
be found downriver." Upriver, in western Mas- 
sachusetts, more limited resources, relatively less 
contact with other regions, and an emphasis on 
external statements at the expense of internal ex- 
penditure resulted in more modest furnishings. 

Examination of the River Gods' material culture 
suggests that, by the i77os, they were in eclipse. 
Analyzing scroll doorways does not provide a spe- 
cial entry into the psyches of Tories as distinguished 
from Patriots. In fact, the Revolution actually di- 
vided the occupants of the mansion houses, 
although most of the River Gods remained loyal to 
the crown. Political ties and religious sentiments, 
evident from surviving written documents, are a 
surer guide to the sources of the Loyalist sym- 
pathies that led to the River Gods' dramatic loss of 
power in 1774. But looking closely at their houses 
and furnishings can reveal less obvious changes 
such as a loss of social status, a growing insularity, 
and the unraveling of the web that had bound the 
River Gods to each other and to other leading gen- 
try families down the Connecticut River Valley in 
the Connecticut colony. 

By the early i77os, the River Gods were being 
outbuilt in terms of fashion and sheer scale. Refer- 
ence has already been made to the more elaborate 
scroll doorways that could be found on the houses 
of prosperous taverners, merchants, and yeomen. 
The houses these and similar individuals built in the 
late 1760s and early 1770s introduced such new 
elements of design as the hipped roof, corner 
quoins, and modillions (see table 5), while the 
maturing generation of Dwights and Williamses 

Furniture of Deerfield, fig. 355; James L. Huntington, Forty Acres: 
The Stoty of the Bishop Huntington Howe (New York: Hastings 
House, 1949)~ p. 29. 

j0 Fales, Furniture of Deerfield, pp. 57, 239; Connecticut Furni- 
ture of the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries (Hartford: Wads- 
worth Atheneum, 1967), p. xiv. Sweeney, "Furniture and the 
Environment." 
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Fig. 12. T h e  Manse, Joseph Barnard house, Deerfield, Mass. Built 1769-72. (Historic Deerfield, Inc.) 

Table 5. Other Mansion-House Builders in Hampshire County 

Land 
rental Stock Money 
value in at 

Occu- 1771 trade interest House Door- 
Builder pation Location (5,s) (5.s) (5s) built Plan Roof way Source 

Abel Chapin 
Samuel Colton 
Joseph Barnard 
Daniel Fowler 
Ebenezer Hunt 
Joseph Stebbins* 
Joseph Stebbins* 
Elihu White 
Benjamin Woodbridge 

Taverner 
Merchant 
Merchant 
Taverner 
Physician 
Farmer 

Taverner 
Farmer 

Physician 

Chicopee 
Longmeadow 

Deerfield 
West field 

Northampton 
Deerfield 

Springfield 
Hatfield 

South Hadley 

46.09 . . . 250.00 1785 CH G TP P 
48.01 200.00 400.00 1753-54 CH G SP P 
80.00 . . . ... 1769 CH H ED E 
q . 0 5  . . . 18.00 Latei76os CC G SP E 
27.03 . . . 750.00 1770 C H G  ? P 
91.00 20.00 1oo.00 1773 CH G ED E 
3.00 40.00 20.00 1774 CH H TP P 
. . . ... . .. Late 1760s CH H SP P 

q . 1 9  . . . . . . 1787 CC G FT E 

K~y.-"Plan": CH = central hall; CC = central chimney. "Roof": G = gambrel; H = hipped. "Doorway": TP = triangular 
pediment; SP = scroll pediment; ED = elaborate doorway; FT = flat-top pediment. "Source": P = pictorial evidence; E = extant 
physical evidence. 

*Distant cousins. 
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Fig. 13. William Coleman house, Greenfield, Mass. Built 1796. (Photo, William N. Hosley, 
Jr .) 

found themselves moving into central-chimney 
houses with pitched roofs (see table 4). The Joseph 
Barnard house, begun in Deerfield in 1769, intro- 
duced a new note of sophistication into the building 
vocabulary of the region. It was a large four-square 
house with a central hall, double-hipped roof, cor- 
ner quoins, and a segmentally pedimented doorway 
that rejected the conventions of the Connecticut 
Valley doorway (fig. 12). The furnishings of mer- 
chant Barnard's house-cherry side chairs in the 
Chippendale style and a mahogany pole screen- 
set a new standard of elegance in furniture. In 
1773, Joseph Stebbins, a prosperous Deerfield 
farmer, built a huge gambrel-roof house that aped 
features of Barnard's house and dwarfed that of his 
immediate neighbor, Thomas Williams. Stebbins's 
wealth and that of Barnard likewise dwarfed Wil- 
liams's assets and those of some other River Gods 
(see table 5 and Appendix).;' 

The men who built these houses lived outside of 
the River Gods' web of kin and political patronage. 
They did not serve as justices of the peace or  usually 
hold commissions in the militia. As they built their 

5' Miller, Connecticut Doorways, pp. 78-79, 84; Thomas G. 
Jane, "Deerfield's Joseph Barnard House: 'One of the Finest 
Houses of the Village' " (Historic Deerfield Summer Fellowship 
paper, 1980), p. 3; HCPR, vol. 16, pp. 135ff. For the datingof the 
Joseph Stebbins house, see Elihu Ashley diary, May 21, 1773. 

own mansion houses, they challenged the political 
ascendancy of Ashleys, Dwights, Partridges, Stod- 
dards, and Williamses-all Tories. Whigs like Abel 
Chapin, Joseph Barnard, Daniel Fowler, Ebenezer 
Hunt, Joseph Stebbins, Elihu White, and Benjamin 
Ruggles Woodbridge were not leaders of an eco- 
nomically less advantaged class, nor did they attack 
the social values that the River Gods had flaunted.j2 
Rather, they imitated and surpassed the River 
Gods. They wanted to become the squirarchy of 
western Massachusetts, and to do so they had to 
displace the present gentry as cultural mediators as 
well as political and military leaders. They largely 
succeeded in doing so during the 1770s and 1780s 
as newly commissioned colonels Chapin, Stebbins, 
and Woodbridge replaced the colonels Williams 
and their kin by dint of expenditure on material 
possessions and with the political support of their 
yeoman neighbors. 

In  architecture the River Gods and their off- 

52 Charles Wells Chapin, Sketches of the Old Inhabitants and 
Other Citizens of Old Springfield (Springfield, Mass., 1893). pp. 
95-97; Sheldon, History of Deerfield, 2:68, 321; John H.  Lock- 
wood, Westfield and Its Historic Influences, 1669-1919, vol. I 

(Springfield, Mass.: By the author, igrr), pp. 523, 559, 561; 
James R. Trumbull, History of Northampton, Massachusetts, vol. 2 

(Northampton, Mass.: Privately printed, 1898), p. 349; Wells 
and Wells, History of Hatfield, p. 184; Judd, History of Hadlq,  p. 
398n. 



Mansion People 

spring clung to the old forms and styles. Solomon 
Stoddard, Esq., of Northampton, the last royal 
sheriff of Hampshire County, built a backward- 
looking double-pile gambrel-roof house in 1782. 
Stoddard was notable later in his life for retaining 
"antique dress, the three cornered hat, the large 
wig, the long stockings, the prominent shoe buck- 
les." It was not just the Tory families that retained 
the old ways. In Hadley, Dr. William Porter, a son of 
Patriot Eleazer Porter 11, constructed a large gam- 
brel-roof house that had an elaborate doorway with 
double-leaf doors. Only the window caps and the 
centering of the gable-end door suggest the house's 
date of 1787.j" 

The furniture found in these houses tells much 
the same story. Surviving Williams family furniture 
dating from after the Revolution and account-book 
references reveal a consistent pattern of patroniz- 
ing local furniture makers. Some case pieces, such 
as those produced by Daniel Clay of Greenfield and 
an unknown Hatfield cabinetmaker, were quite am- 
bitious, but locally produced furniture was also 
readily available to other consumers. Some of the 
Williams family furniture purchased locally reveals 
its rural origin in a conservative, at times folklike, 
vocabulary.j4 Nothing suggests the position of lead- 
ership that had been evident in some of the Wil- 
liams family furniture dating from the early 1700s. 

The patronage of strictly local craftsmen and 
the adherence to old, established forms was indica- 
tive of a breakdown in the regional kinship network 
that stretched throughout western Massachusetts 
and into neighboring Connecticut. As cultural lead- 
ers, the River Gods had distinguished their homes 
by patronizing craftsmen who served a regional 
clientele: stonemasons Thomas Johnson and his 
sons in Middletown, Connecticut, contractor James 
Mitchell of Wethersfield, joiners Oliver Eason and 
Samuel Partridge, among others. These client- 
craftsman relationships, which the web of kinship 
helped support, had put members of the gentry 
families in a position of cultural leadership. The 
breakdown of the relationships marked the end of 
their leadership. 

When major architectural innovation came to 
western Massachusetts during the 1790s, indi- 
viduals who had not been members of the pre- 
Revolutionary gentry class set the pace. Newly 
prosperous merchants, professionals, and newcom- 

j3 Clark, Northampton Antiquities, p. 347; Miller, Connecticut 
Doonuays, p. I lo. 

j4Hoot, "Williams Family Furniture," p. I 24; Fales, Furniture 
of Deetfield, figs. 387, 476, 481. 

ers to the region led the way in adopting the neo- 
classical federal style, a style that often muted more 
obvious regional expressions in architecture. Per- 
haps even more significant was the fact that most of 
the architectural innovation came in the growing 
and urbanizing shire towns-county seats--of 
Greenfield, Northampton, and Springfield. These 
places, which brought together people, money, and 
ideas, replaced the rural gentry's old networks as a 
force influencing cultural patterns in the region. By 
1798, Greenfield had two elegant federal-style 
houses that had been built for William Coleman 
from Boston and for Jonathan Leavitt from the hill 
town of Heath, who were Greenfield's first resident 
lawyers. Both houses lacked any of the obvious re- 
gional peculiarities that had marked the mansion 
houses, and they exhibited a "pattern book purity" 
unseen before in western Massachusetts. Asher 
Benjamin, the designer of these houses, had no 
trouble eventually transferring his architectural 
practice to Boston (fig. 13).j3 

After a slower start, Northampton transformed 
its appearance by the 1810s as new houses were 
built. In Springfield much the same had happened 
during the early i8oos, and by the 1810s elements 
of the Grecian style could be seen in the rising 
mansion houses of newcomers and some old fami- 
lies. Of the former River Gods, only the Springfield 
branch of the Dwight family actively participated in 
this architectural transformation.j6 In time, mem- 
bers of other old rural gentry families adopted 
aspects of the neoclassical style, but in so doing they 
were conforming to fashions that had relatively lit- 
tle connection with the class consciousness of the 
former River Gods and the ties that had bound 
these families together. 

The story of rise and eclipse of the River Gods is 
a part of the region that produced them. It is in 
many ways as distinctive as the doorways that 
adorned their houses. Yet quite similar mansion 
houses with gambrel roofs, central halls, and elabo- 

j5Richard D. Brown, "The Emergence of Urban Society in 
Rural Massachusetts, 1760-1 820," Journal of American History 61, 
no. I (June 1974): 48-49. For similar developments and the 
cultural impact of such towns farther up the Connecticut River 
Valley in Vermont, see William N. Hosley, Jr . ,  "Architecture and 
Society of the Urban Frontier: Windsor, Vermont in 1800,'' in 
Benes, Bay and the River, pp. 73-86. William N. Hosley, Jr., 
"Asher Benjamin: Builders' Guides and the Country Builder, a 
Survey" (Historic Deerfield Summer Fellowship paper, 1976)~ 
pp. 19-20, 25-27. 

56 Timothy Dwight, Travels in New England and New York, ed. 
Barbara Solomon, vol. 4 (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University 
Press, 1969), p. 107; [Charles Sterns], with corrections by Ed- 
ward Lonargan, "Simeon Sanborn," typescript, Local History 
Room, Springfield Public Library, Springfield, Mass. 



rate joinery work were built elsewhere in New En- 
gland, and the way in which the River Gods used 
material statements was representative of a larger 
process of political and cultural change under way 
in rural New England during the eighteenth 
century. 

The growing importance of the county magis- 
tracy and the creation of political elites dominated 
by interrelated gentry families could be seen 
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throughout New England in the eighteenth cen- 
tury. Lacking the landed wealth and income of their 
contemporary English counterparts, the gentleman 
justices of rural New England strove especially hard 
to put social distance between themselves and their 
not necessarily distant yeoman neighbors. Material 
statements helped create this distance, and the 
houses of the "gentry of the interior" were among 
the most effective of these. 
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Appendix 

T h e  River Gods: Offices, Backgrounds, and Wealth, 1732-1 774 

Land 
rental Stock Money Value 
value in at of Year 

County Military Father's College Occu- 177I trade interest estate of 
River Gods offices* rank status education pation (5.s) (f.s) (f.s) (f.s) death 

-

Israel Ashley J P  Capt. J P  Yale '30 Physician 1,306.00 
Jonathan Ashley 
John Ashley I 

Jp 
JP; CJ 

. . .  
Capt. 

Minister 
Yeoman 

Yale '58 
. . .  

Lawyer 
. . .  

Insolvent 
. . .  

John Ashley 11 JP; CJ Lt. Col. J P  Yale '30 Lawyer . . .  
John Ashley 111 J P  Capt. J P  Yale '58 Merchant . . .  
Noah Ashley J P  Maj. J P  . . .  Merchant 663.00 
Elijah Dwight 
Henry Dwight 
Joseph Dwight 
Josiah Dwight 

JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 

. . .  
Capt. 
Brig. 

Lt. Col. 

Jp 
Jp 
Jp 
J P  

. . .  

. . .  
Harvard '22 

Yale '36 

Merchant 
Merchant 
Merchant 
Merchant 

. . .  
4,072.00 

Insolvent 
9,500.00 

Samuel Dwight 
Timothy Dwight I 

Jp 
JP; CJ 

Capt. 
Col. 

Yeoman 
Yeoman 

. . .  

. . .  
. . .  

Merchant 
3,000.00 
g,000.00 

Timothy Dwight I1 JP; CJ Maj. J P  Yale '44 Merchant 4,567.00 
Joseph Hawleyi 
Oliver Partridge 
Samuel Partridge 

Jp 
JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 

Maj. 
Lt. Col. 

Col. 

Merchant 
Yeoman 
Yeoman 

Yale '42 
Yale '30 

. . .  

Lawyer 
Merchant 
Merchant 

. . .  

. . .  
3,500.00+ 

Edward Pynchon 
John Pynchon 111 
Joseph Pynchon 

Jp 
JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 

. . .  
Col. 
Maj. 

J P  
Jp 
J P  

. . .  
Harvard '96 
Harvard '26 

Lawyer 
Merchant 
Merchant 

. . .  
4,000.00 

. . .  
William Pynchon, Sr. JP; CJ Col. J P  . . .  Merchant 49335.00 
William Pynchon, Jr. 
Eleazer Porter I 

JP; CJ 
JP; CJ 

Maj. 
Lt. Col. 

Jp 
J P  

. . .  

. . .  
Merchant 
Merchant 

2,973.00 
6,400.00 

Eleazer Porter I1 J P  . . .  J P  Yale '48 Merchant . . .  
Elisha Porter J P  . . .  J P  Harvard '6 I Lawyer . . .  
Israel Stoddard 
John Stoddard 

Jp 
JP; CJ 

Maj. 
Col. 

J P  
Minister 

Yale '58 
Harvard 'o I 

. . .  
Merchant 

. . .  
35,500.00 

Solomon Stoddard Sheriff . . .  J P  Yale '56 Lawyer . . .  
Bill Williams JP; CJ Col. Minister Harvard '29 Merchant Insolvent 
Elijah Williams JP; CJ Maj. Minister Harvard '32 Merchant Insolvent 
Elijah Williams Sheriff Maj. J P  Princeton '53 Merchant . . .  
Ephraim Williams, Sr. JP; CJ Maj. Yeoman . . .  Merchant . . .  
Israel Williams JP; CJ Col. Minister Harvard '27 Merchant . . .  
Thomas Williams JP; CJ Lt. Col. J P  Yale '41° Physician . . .  
William Williams 
John Worthington* 

Jp 
Jp 

. . .  
Col. 

J P  
Yeoman 

Yale '54 
Yale '40 

Lawyer 
Lawyer 

. . .  

. . .  

KEY.-"County offices": JP = justice of the peace; CJ = judge of county common pleas court. 

NOTE.-Under "Value of estate" is listed the value of real and personal wealth probated at death. Values are not adjusted to reflect 


variations in inflation and currency. 
*Held in either Hampshire or Berkshire County. Based on Whitmore, Massachusetts Civil List, pp. 91-94, 123, 13cj-40, 152. 
'Valuations of the estate of direct heir in 1771. 
'Hawley's mother was a Stoddard. 
'Honorary M.A. degree. 
*Worthington's wife was a Stoddard. 


