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HEREIN FOLLOWS THESE DOCUMENTS, IN THEIR ENTIRETY:
(1) John Obed Curtis Report, dated March 2007

(2) Dr. Bruce Clouette Report, dated April 27, 2007

Summary

Appendix 1: Figures

Appendix 2: Chain of Title

Appendix 3: Census of Old Building Form, CA. 1935

THEN FOLLOWS

The New England Quarterly article, Samuel Peters: A Yankee Munchausen, by Samuel
Middlebrook

N.B. There is no documentation after the New England Quarterly article.
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SAMUEL PETERS: A YANKEE MUNCHAUSEN

SAMUEL MIDDLEBROOK

HE historians are wrong. The American Revolution did
Tnot begin with the skirmishes of Lexington and Concord
on April 1g, 1775. It started with the battle of one Reverend
Ssamuel Peters, of Hebron, Connecticut, against a mob of en-
raged Sons of Liberty from Windham on August 14 of the pre-
vious year.

Or so the defeated party to the engagement said. For the
brief encounter was a rout for the clergyman. Threatened with
tar and feathers and a ride on a rail to the village green, he exe-
cuted a masterly retreat to Boston, then to London. During the
irifling hostilities of the next few years, he spent his leisure in
concocting an extraordinary book that amply avenged him.

"This book was a history of his native “province” of Connecti-
cut, one of the most interesting volumes of eighteenth-century
America.* From it the world has got the famous “blue laws” of
New England, which some scholars say Peters invented. He was
also the first to use in print the term bundling, to describe
courtship in bed. And he laced his pages with sundry other
malicious gossip that has delighted the irreverent since the
publication of the book in 1481.

- To pious historians Peters has been an acute pain: another
illustration of how the evil that men do lives after them.? These
same scholars have rarely inquired whether any good was in- -

" 1 [Samuel Peters), 4 General History of Connecticui, . .. By a Gentlernan of
the Province ., . (London, 1481). Further references to Peters's General History
are to the edition prepared by Samuel Jarvis McCormick (New Yorl, 1877).

2 Gf. “The two greatest dishonors that ever befell Connecticut are the giving
birth to Benedict Arnold and the Reverend Samuel Peters . .. .” Dr. Horace
Bushnell, “Historical Estimate of Connecticut,” The Churchman, XXXIv, 2og
{August, 1876). Also, J. H. Trumbull, The True Blue-Laws of Connecticut and
the False Blue-laws invented by the Rev. Samuel Peters (Hartford, 1876); W. F.
Prince, “An Examination of Peters’ ‘Blue Laws,’ ” dnnual Report of the Ameri-
can Historical Association for 1898 (Washington, D. C., 1899), 97-186; Milo M.
Quaife, “Jonathan Carver and the Carver Grant,” Mississippi Valley Historical
Review, 11, g-25 (june, 1920); Charles Hammeond, “Review of Peters' History of
Gonnecticut,” Papers dnd Proceedings, Connecticut Valley Historical Society,
L 9i-114 (Springfield, 1881).
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terred with his bones when, in 1826, after ninety-one years of
extravaganza he was finally laid to vest. But this neglect of the

mair is a mistake. His fourfold career as clergyman, propagan. .

dist, pseudo-bishop, and land-sharper of genius has a zany mad-
ness about it that deserves a nod and smile from the muse of in-
formal history.

1

Samuetl Andrews Peters was born in Hebron in 1 795 and was
educated at Yale. This institution had been established at the
beginning of the century to shield rural Puritans from the
- sophistications of Harvard and Boston. Yale was rude to the
Anglican missionaries who had begun to infiltrate into Con-
necticut to seduce the Congregationalists back into the Angli-
can fold. Since Peters belonged to one of the few Anglican

families of the colony, it is natural that he later paid his respects

to Yale in blunt terms—a rude, feeble school run on Mr. Doo-
ley’s sound precept that it doesn’t make much difference what
you teach a boy so long as he doesn’t like it:

Were the corporation less rigid, and more inclined to tolerate
sume reasonable amusements and polite accomplishments among
the youth, they would greatly add to the fame and increase of the
College, and the students would not be known by every stranger to
have been educated in Connecticut.®

He was graduated in 1757, and then proceeded to London

for ordination into the Anglican clergy. This trip across the,

ocean was an ordeal necessitated by the absence of Anglican
bishops in the new world. It exposed the candidates to such ter-
rors as smaklpox, shipwreck, or capture by hostile French priva-
teers; indeed, each of the three previous aspirants to the mis-
sionary Anglican church at Hebron had perished in turn from
one of these perils. Peters himself caught smallpox, which had
peculiar virulence for colonials in eighteenth-century London,
but recovered. He also picked up a frightful case of snobbery,
which led him to speak of his Yankee neighbors as peasantry

8 Gengral History, 160-161.
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and himself as a member of the noblesse. Of this he was never
cured.

In the next decade he setdled in his home town as a ward of
the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts,
the institution that paid the salaries of Anglican missionaries
abroad and, quite consciously, sought to tighten the bonds of
empire and loyalty to the throne among dissident colonists.
During this period he wrote a sequence of lively, bitter letters
about his neighbors, who were busily chasing the revenue
agents and Stamp Act hirvelings of George IT1I through the back
hills of Connecticut.t Peters had a fanatic loyalty to the Hano-
verian bishops of Old England and a blistering contempt for
the Cromwellian “sons of Oliver” headed by the Congrega-

- tional ministers who were his rivals.

In the incessant propaganda against the mother country he
saw the start of a revolution and warned his superiors of what
was to come. He loaded his reports with his own counter-propa-
ganda and seasoned them with sharp complaints. His Calvin-
ist neighbors delighted to mock the ceremonies of his church,
which they accurately diagnosed as an agent of George I11.
They railed against the hearty English Christmas celebrations
as “popery and prelatic tyranny, a destroyer of Consciences.”
They fined his parishioners for rollicking, in revenge, on a Day
of Fasting and Humiliation in Eastertide. Most of all: “Their
high & mightinesses our Sovereign Lord, the Mobility preside
over the Post Office & Stamp Masters & every other person who
will not join hands with them in opposing right of jurisdiction,
Right of taxation, in the colonies.” *

To escape these pests for a while Peters, in 1970, went north
to the wilderness of “New Connecticut” (Vermont), baptizing
men, women and children and finally—according to a later
statement—the entire land itselfl He described the ceremony in
terms more suited to the launching of a battleship.

* Many are reprinted by E. H. Young, “Bishop Peters,” Papers and Records
of the Ontario Historical Society (Toronto, 1430}, xxvIL, 583-623; & more com-
plete file of transcripts and records of the Society is in the Library of Cangress;
Peters's own MSS are in seven valumes at the New York Historical Society.

5 Letter, March =5, 1764.
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His party, he said, ascended “a high mountain, then named
Mount Pisgal, because it provided to the company a clear sight
of Lake Champlain at the west, and the Connecticut River at
the east. . .. The baptism was performed in the following man-
ner ... Priest Peters stood at the pinnacle of the rock, where he
received a bottle of spirits . . . then haranguing the company, he
poured the spirits around him and cast the bottle on Rock
Fiam. The ceremony being over, the cormpany descended
Mount Pisgah, and took refreshiment in a big house, . . . Where
they spent the night with great pleasure.”

A classicist by training, Peters baptized the province “Verd-

Mont'—"a new name worthy of the Athenians and ancient
Sparta.” But with his usual luck he had casta pearl bhefore Puri-
tans. “Since Verdmmont became a state in union with the thir-
teen states of America,” he continued in 1807, “its general as-

sembly have seen proper to change the spelling of Verdmont, -

Green Mountain, to that of Vermont, Mountain of Maggots.
1f the former spelling is to give way to the latter, it will prove
that the state had rather be considered a mountain of worms
than an ever green mountain!™? .

Generous with such tart sentiments on his native heath,
Peters lasted four years more at Hebron. His downfall came
from his opinions, freely uitered, about the Boston Tea Party
and the conseqjuent embargo on the port of Boston. He loathed

the hoodlums that abetted this violence; he hailed General

Gage and his regiment of British regulars coming to invest the
town. He promised his enemies that hanging work would soon
be done among them.

The reaction of his countrymen was prompt. They formed a
“mmob,” elected a standing comunittee to wait upon “the stub-
born old Tory,” demanded his recantation in eighteen articles.
The alternative: a pot of tar, a coat of feathers, a ride to the vil-
Jage green. Someone fired a gun in his house; whether friend or
foe it is a disputed question. To Peters it was the shot heard
round the world. He temporized, blustered, somehow avoided

& Samnuel Peters, History of Hugh Peters, AM. (New York, 1807), 94-95.
7 Bistory of Hugh Peters, 95.
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the ignominy of tar and feathers, then fled to an exile of more
than a quarter of a century.®

II

From London, Peters watched the developments ét Thome
with 2 jaundiced eye. Convinced, like most sober folk, until the
very end that the British army and navy, then the best in the
world, WO%ﬂd triumph over its ridiculous opposition, he spent
his years in dubious labors. He conceived a violent hatred
against “Brother Jonathan” Trumbull, sole patriot governor
of the rebellious colonies, and he wrote a few squibs against
him. He preached irregularly. Later on he sniped at those
Rovyalist clergy, like the Reverend Dr. Inglis, of Trinity Parish
New York, who would be likely to cut him out in any race fo1i
clerical favors. But his masterpiece of defamatory propagan-da
was directed against his fellow colonists at large; it was his Gen-
eral History of Connecticut . . . [with] New and True Sources

of the Present Rebellion. ... This volume, unluckily long out
of print, makes hilarious reading for all but the first families of
the tight little state it libels. |
Peters attacked the inhabitants of Connecticut and of all
New England as Puritans, republicans, regicides; and smug-
,glers. They had, he said, stolen their lands from Indians and
#ellow Englishmen. In temper they were morose fanatics, hold-
ing ameng other foul beliefs that all kings “are pestilent usurp-
ers‘, and enemies of God and man—that all vicars, recto rs, dean;s
priests, and bishops, are of the devil; are wolves, petty popesj
and antichristian tyrants....”"? ,
) His abuse rose to an immortal climax in the account of the

Bl.ue Laws” of the New Haven colony, an alleged sample of
which he published in some forty-five articles. These, he

~averred, were typical of all New England. He named them

“Blue Laws; i.e. Bloody Laws; for they were all sanctified with

8 GE. McCormick’s appendix to the Gen 3
. 1 4 eneral History, 260-374, for Peters's sid
tt)E th; story; and American Archives, 1v, Series 1, edited by Petei Force (\*\7551?111 t?
on, D. C., 18g7), 711-918, for that of his cpponents. 8
9 General History, 43.
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excommunications, confiscation, fines, banishment, whip-
pings, cutting off the ears, burning the tonguse, and death. . ..
No one but a partial and blind bigot can pretend to say the
projectors of them were men of Grace, Justice, and Liberty,
when nothing but murders, plunders, and persecutions mark
their steps.” ™ ‘

Included among Peters’s samples are such famous denigra-

tions of Puritan custom as the following: )

“No one shall run on the Sabbath-day, or walk in his garden or
elsewhere, except reverently to and from meeting.

“No woman shall kiss her child on the Sabbath or fasting day.

“No one shall travel, cook victuals, make beds, sweep house, cut
hair, o1 shave on the Sabbath day. ‘

“Whoever brings cards or dice into this Dominion shall pay a
fine of five pounds. :

“No one shall read Common-Prayer, keep Christmas or_Saints-

days, wake minced pies, dance, play cards, or play on any instru- -

ment of music, except the drum, trumzpet, and jews harp.
“Magyried people must live together or be imprisoned.

“Every male shall have his hair cut round according to a cap.” **

Though Peters said that these laws “were never suffered to
be printed” ** until he released them to the world, they have
since gone round the earth—to the mortification of soberer his-

torians. They were his master-stroke, and the term “blue laws”

seemis to be ol his own coinage. :

And along with them has gone round the world another
item: his account of bundling, or the way of a man with a maid
in old Connecticut. Oddly enough, Priest Peters (as he called

himselfy approved the custom heartily: “'I had daughters and -
speak from forty years experience. Bundling takes place onlyin
cold seasons of the year—the sofa is more dangerous in summer’

than the bed in winter.” *® He found it a practice “certainly in-

10 General History, 61.

11 General History, 57-61. .

12 General History, 57.

13 Amusingly enough, McCormick silently dropped these sentences from his
edition of the Generel History, 235.
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" pocent, VITLuous, and prudent.”** for the girls of the Nutmeg

Province knew their way around. Or, as Peters puts the matter:
“If any man, a stranger to the love of virtue, of God, and the
christian religion, should bundle with a young lady in New-

_England, and behave unseemly towards her, he must Arst melt

ler into passion, and expel heaven, death, and hell from her
mind, or he will undergo the chastisément of negroes turned
mad; if he escapes with life, it will be owing to the parents fly-
ing from their beds to protect him.” ** His last word on the sub-
ject isone of parental approval: “Upon the whole, had I daugh-
ters now, I would venture to let them bundle upon the bed, or
even on the sofa, after a proper education, sooner than adopt
the Spanish mode of forcing young people to prattle only be-
fore the lady’s mother the chit-chat of artless lovers.” ¢

Such items—and there are many more—must have solaced
the angry cleric in exile. Could he have read the bitter remarks
of later sons of Connecticut, his joy would have been complete.
They called his volume “the Lying History to distinguish it
from all others”;'" “a monstrosity in literature such as litera-
ture has nio name for”;* or they did their best to ignore it com-
pletely.

While its intent was to provide propaganda against a warring

America, the book was not entirely one-sided. As the first of the

anti-Puritans in Connecticut, Peters gave a picture in which all
the principal facts are askew, but there will always be readers
who feel that the root of much truth wasin him. The leaders of
the commonwealth he made ridiculous; but he salted the peo-

‘ple at large with many virtues: chastity, kindness to wayfarers,

a thirst for books, along with smuggling and independence.
Some people maintain today that, outside the commuting
range of New York, these qualities persist in the Nutmeg State.

14 General History, 224.

15 General History, 224.

18 Genegral History, 228.

17 . Sabine, Dictionary of Books Relating to dmerica, X1v, 501,

1% Moses C. T'yler, Literary History of the dmerican Revolution (New York
18g7), 11, 414. . ’
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When peace was proclaimed in 1783, Peters spent a d‘ecade
in wangling for a post as bishop of the Anglican church in tl}e
new world. The Episcopal denomination over herfe was in
grave danger of perishing for lack of 2 college of bishops to
carry on the apostolic tradition and ordail} a true cle.rgy. Buta
bishop of the Anglican fold was required by Enghsh' aw to
swear fealty to the reigning monarch--who happened still to bg
George 111, The stubborn religious convictions of that farmer
king were notorious: he would not forego an oath of loyalty to
please the rebels that had just defeated him. Only through the
niost delicate negotiations, in which puritan John Adams and
free-thinking Ben Franklin had a part, was the law suspended
to allow His Grace of Canterbury to create—as he put it—"asuf-
ficient supply of bishops” for America without _thelwildly'r im- !
possible pledge of allegiance to a Hanoverian king. In this af-
fair of high clerical politics the Reverend “Dr.” Peters—for he
had by now awarded an LL.D degree to himself—saw a few N
pickings. ' : } N

At the close of the war, peculiar things occurred in Vermont. it
Situated at the border of Canada, then teeming with em.bit—| i
tered refugees, Vermont took its time about joining the_ Union,

Peters was known in the area; after all, he had baptized the
place! He had a host of relatives there. And there was a shadowy
legal tangle about land grants to the Church that had at‘tracted
speculators. To the horror of some fussy folks, the J}nghcans of
that area held a Tump convention in Manchester in 1794 and
jammed through, despite protest, the election of Samue.l Peters &
to be their bishop. They sent an agent to London praying tha,i’:
the Archbishop add his name to the already “sufficient supply
of bishops in the United States. _

The results were high comedy. Peters drafted a magnificent “
pastoral letter of acceptance from London. “The science, zeal, %
and candour of the churches in Verdmont direct your blSh.OP af
elect to anticipate love, peace, and harmony, attended with
rites, innocently differens . . . and his moderation and brother- ; {
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ly love shall prevent future divisions, and all animosities in the
churches, and all discord in the state.” 2®

For the eyes of the Archbishop and the Society he put down
something else again. And since Vermont was now a full-
fledged member of the Union, his remarks have an odd cast:
“The great majority of the People of Verdmont are such as
Myself and persecuted during the American troubles for their
Loyalty to the King of Great Britain and their attachment to
the Church of England—they have not changed their Senti-
ments and their situation between Canada and the 1ge States
of America constitutes them to be a willing and able barrier
between them both.”*® To the Venerable Secretary of the So-
ciety for the Propagation of the Gospel he forwarded every
argument except the spiritnal one. He totted up the “souls” in
that region and estimated the increase in trade he might induce
between Vermont and Britain: “Admitting that each soul takes
£4—s. worth of British goods every year, which is a low esti-
mate, they will, (via Montreal), take £ 1,080,000 worth of goods
each year from England.”

Society and Archbishop rejected the plea abruptly. Peters
and his agent visited the arch-episcopal palace in a fruitless at-
tempt to Teopen the matter. It is too harsh to say they were

.tossed out, yet the frigid note summarizing the attitude of His

Grace toward Peters leaves no doubt of the bluntness of their
recéption.?® Peters's response was a rash promise to remain in
exile from America “unless Noal, Daniel & Job come for me.”
He scorned his successful rivals. “The plan of the three Bishops

- in America will in all probability soon destroy Episcopacy in

the Five States of New England.” And he washed his hands of
the Society, his rod and staff for thirty-five years, in a magnifi-

19 S0 in Hugh Peters, 103; less polished drafts exist fn the Peters Manuscripts,
vI, New York Historical Society. ‘

20 Letter, December 2g, 1794.

21 1etter, December 2g, 1704.

22 “The Correspondence of John A. Graham, With His Grace of Canterbury,
When on a Mission as Agent of the Church of Vermont, to the Ecclesiastical
Courts of Canterbury and York, for the Consecration of Dr. Peters, Bishop Elect
of Vermont, 17g4-1795" (New York, 1835).
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cent Anale: “These Events, Sir, will affect Posterity, not me,
and Stigmatize your former Charity as a mere Act of Policy. 1
will trouble you 1o more on this distressing subject.” > To his
daughter, however, who had married well in Canada, he re-
mained a bishop and a doctor. She used to address her letters
“To the Most Reverend Father in God, the Reverend Samuel
Peters, LL.I3.” 2 The titles were undoubtedly a comfort to the
family.
v

Plenty of life remained ahead of Samuel Peters, and a final
strand of adventure, the most improbable of them all. In 1804,
when verging on seventy, he received a letter from one Samuel
Harrison, tenuously related to the Carver clan in America.
These Carvers had gone slightly mad over an alleged grant of
vast texritories west of the Great Lakes made to a luckless ex-
plorer, Jonathan Garver, of a generation before, the author of
an eighteenth-century best-seller, Travels to the Interior Parts
of Norih Amevica. The original yarn was this. At St. Anthony’s
Falls (now Minneapolis) two Indian chiefs had befriended
Carver in 1767 and presented him with a simple but graphic
and effective deed to a vast parcel of land, one hundred miles
square and reaching eastward from the Mississippi River. He
had brought this deed to England. There he had died miser-
ably.

Peters—undoubtedly because of his interest in land grants
in Vermont—was approached in these shenanigans. He was
asked to take over the quest for the “deed,” now lost, and per-
form similar duties. With the receipt of this request “Dr.”
Peters had found his last vocation. Abruptly he shed his Eng-
lish habiliments, worn for thirty years, and became a true Yan-
kee drummer of fantastic bargains, the Don Quixote of a land-
office business, the original Colonel Beriah Sellers.

The Harrison letter stimulated his memory amazingly. Soon
he had known Carver, another son of Connecticut, during most

28 Letter, June 15, 1706.
21 Young, 383.
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.

of that poor man's unhappy life. He recalled that he had once
seen the deed and later described its strange symbols to an as-
tonished Congressional committee. He returned to America
in great excitement, after swearing in London a thumping affi-
davit to a cock-and-bull story of attending a meeting of the
King and his Lords in Council. They had granted Carver full
rights to the land in question and had ordered him to take pos-
session of it with one hundred and fifty men by sailing up the
mouth of the Mississippil®®

In January, 1800, his associate Harrison petitioned Congress
for the ten thousand square miles of Wisconsin soil. He had as-
sembled ninety-eight interested “heirs.” Peters himself wanted
to be superintendent over the Indians near the Falls of St. An-
thony. He also invented an “emperor of the Mississaga tribes,”
who had been the overlord of the territory in question. Luck of
a sort attended the old man. His appearance before Congress
led to a series of examinations before a comunittee of the Senate.’
Certainly the committee would have squelched his notions in
good time—but a fire broke out and destroyed all record of the
proceedings.?

By November, 1806, he had “bought” rights from the Carver
“heirs,” not for cashi but in consideration of his influence over

| “Congress and similar lobbyist’s collateral. He dreamed of cities

on the plain in a future empire of Petersylvania and sought to
interest Trinity Church of New York in Christianizing “‘the
Gentiles of the Western territory.” His agents began to scour
the country for victims.

TheWar of 1812 intervened to kill national interest in Peter-
sylvania; when it ended, “Dr."” Peters reappeéared with more
startling notions. He now had the wild idea of taking over the
“Carver Grant” in person, of visiting the descendants of the
friend of his bosom, the lamented Jonathan Carver, and of re-
invalidating the “‘deed.” Since the original “heirs” had long

25 London (April 19, 1805). Copy in New York Public Library. Cf. also Milo
M. Quaife, “Jonathan Carver and the Carver Grant,” Mississippi Valley Fis-
torical Review, 111, 3-25 (June, 1920).

26 UJ. S. Public Lands 1v, 8z2ff.
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splitaway from him and vainly sought to quash his pretentions,
they decided to send a rival expedition. The race was on.

An eye-witness account of the expedition remains to us,
lucksly not by Peters himself but by a twenty-five-year-old Ver-
mounter, one Willard Keyes.?” On his way West in 1817 to seek
his fortune, young Keyes was beguiled by an agent of Peters.
e thiew in his lot with this man. The ancient clergyman him-
selt, now in his eighty-third year, caught up with the pair in
York, Canada. The agent turned back, and Keyes embarked
with Peters “in a little Birchbark Canoe, with a frenchman, his
squaw, 3 children and several hundred weight of baggage.”
Northward they paddled along the Holland River to Lake
Simcoe, bound for Lake Huron and the Strait of Mackinaw.
They camped on open ground before a fire. They were eaten
alive by mosquitoes and gnats. The indomitable Peters fell ill
ol tumbago but never lost courage. They were met by thirty
canoes of savages, chanting for bread, whiskey, and tobacco.
They [eil in with another pioneer, and Peters paused to bap-
tize his two children, born in the wilderness. By August 26,
1817, they reached Prairie du Chien, near the conflux of the
Wisconsin and the great Mississippi. “The route I have trav-
elled is about 2000 miles,” exclaimed the youth from Vermont.

That was the end of the line, although the “Doctor” refused
to face the fact. Around Peters and Keyes lay Indian territory
under the (temporary) interdict of Congress, then as now faith-
ful to the Indians in its fashion. With his strange tale of lands
beyond the horizon, weary old Samuel Peters pestered the com-
mander of the United States troops in the territory. He got no
further. There was still a long pull up the stubborn current,

but he was not allowed to try it. He lingered, he wrote letters, -

he carried on secret, portentous business—but he did not die as

he had sworn to do unless he got to the Carver Grant. He’

chatted with Indians who grunted and nodded over his parch-
ments. They recognized the faded marks of their ancestors. Or

27 “Dary of Witlaxd Keyes,” Wisconsin Mugazine of History, 111, 83g-963, 1v,
445-465 (March, June, 1gzo). :
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so he swore before still another Congress later on. In May, 1818,
after a melancholy winter in the forest, he turned his face into
the rising run ar’d paddled howme. At that, he had bested the
other “heirs,” who had early retreated from the frightful rigors
of such a trip.

- Another siege of the powers in Washington—all carefully re-
corded in U.S. Public Lands, those thick folios of governmen-
tal printing that conceal so much of the chicanery, foily,
grandeur, and farce of the American dream—came at last to
naught. The Honorable Member from Ohio presented the re-
port for the House Committee. Mr. Peters had no leg to stand
upon. Neither had the Carver “heirs.” Neither—but that came
later—had the generous Indians.

Returning to Newark, New Jersey, the Reverend Samuel
Peters, LL.b., was still convinced he was heir to ten thousand

‘miles of forest, stream, and potential farmland. A miniature

dated 1824 shows him in clerical garb, hair puffed out around
his ears, and mouth firmly pressed down on the disappoint-
ments of a fantastic career. His family sought to care for him.
A nephew was by this time governor of Connecticut. Moved by
a laudable emotion, the Governor descended upon his uncle,

_now ninety years of age, and begged him to return to Flebron,

where death had long since wiped out old scores.
To all arguments of the chief magistrate of Connecticut he
turned a deaf and angry ear. “He rejected every inducement

with impatience, and at last with rage, saying: ‘I won't go. I'll
die first.” " % The next year he carried out his threat.

28 Hammeond, 114.



