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RICH.i\RD SEY~fOUR OF Hi\R TFORD 

PROGEXfTOR o·p THE SEY~IOCRS IX A)fERlCA 

BY 

~!ORRIS- '\VOODRGFF SEY1IOUR 

Xo one ha;; ever ·es3ayed · even a short excursion into the field 
of genealogical reseach_ \vithout fin<ling n1any blind paths. contiict­
ing trials and e,"en insurniountable obstacl~s. · ()£ atl the puzzles 
in the ,vorld a genealogical puzzle is usualfy . the· n10.;t • difficult of 
solution. since the people .,vho could soh-e it are go-ae, le;i.,-ing usu-

. . ~ ~ 

aily but little. if any_!' trail behind the111. . Such a puzzle for n1any 
,·ea:-s has been the. lineage of Richard Sev1nonr \\·ho settled in and - ~ - . 

,vas n1ade a tO\\·nsmah in Hartford in the year 1639. 
That his descendants · should desire to~ kno,\· ,vho he \vas a:id 

fro1n "·hence he can1e, is 1nost natural Tri vievY of the distin­
guished· character of son1e of his descendants. their pro1T~inence in 
the affairs of this and other states. and of the 1iation. it 111ay perhaps 
fairly be said to g~v·e a ,vider interest in the question. Increased 
interest is 2.d<led to this dis_cussion fr01n certain other ,vell authen­
ticated facts of history. 

_-\ Richard Scy1nour ·was the chaplain of the fleet sent out by 
·Lord Pophan1 ar_1d Sir (.;eorge Gorges in tf.)()7. ,v.hich atternpted to 
establish a settlernent at the 1nouth of t~e Kennebeck ri\-er in the 
State of ~faine. The arrival of the fleet at Sebino on the 16th of 
_-\ ugust: the funnal . taking- possession of the ian<.l in the na1ne oi 
~ing Jan1cs; the religious ant.i other· ceren1onies: the readir;.g of 
their charter : the re:1dering- of the English church service and the 
delivery of the first sennon eYer kuo,vn to have been preached in the 
En~lish tongue in Xe,\. Eng-1a:nd: are in the ful1e~t details n1a.tters 

'-' ._ '-

of history. ~-\t one time it was thought that this Re\·erend Richard 
Seyn1our-Richard the Chaplain-n1ig;ht be the san1-: n1an \\·ho 
t,v~ntY-onc \·ears later settled in Hartford. But recent resc:arches - -
in :England haYe disproved this theory. \Yho. then. \\·as RicharJ 
5cyn1our. the se:tler? Richard Seymour ·of Hartford in 1639: 
\Yas he a ~on oi Sir Edwan.l Se\·111our. Baronet. the :1cad of the - . 

De\·onshire branch of the Se_y111our fan1ily-a fan1ily \vhich iron1 
the tixne oi \\"il1ia1n the Conqueror to the present day has played 
so conspicuous a part in E:1g-lish history~ fnrnishin~ fron1 it~ ranks 
•tJcrsons to fill e\·er\· station in the g-i ft of that nation. fron1 kings . 

.._ - •. . ' 
qncei1s and protectors~ down throt1gh the ranks of Parlia.n1~1u. thc-
an11\·. the naYY and the church. 

_\.mong -the cl:oicest pos~e~sions of th~ Seyn1our fa111~ly in thij 
country is an old .;. Bishop~s Bible:~ puhlisl:ied in I s8-1-. 

It is a fan1ih· Dible in the strictest ser.s-e oi those ,\-onls. con­
taini:ig all the u~ua1 entries in ~uch a book_ ()n the front page of 
the ~ e,v T est~n1ent part is a· n1dely ·skctch~d coat of anns of the 



Duke of Somerset. ,\·ith the· 1notto printed on a scarf or ribbon un­
derneath. \\1ritten under that is the follc-,ving: 

Ric H.\RD SEY:\IOGR 

OF BERYPOMERY_. 
HEYTOR -'HGKD. I~ YE Co~r .. DE\"O:S­

I-Irs~BooKE 
·HARTFORD_. ·~i:'E CoLLOXY OF· CoxEcn­

coT 1.:x- X E\Y:E 

E~GL~\);D_, .~xxOQcE ·no1nxr 
1640 

This -B'ih1e is -said tu ·1:tave -belonged to Richard Se\·n1ou-L -Oth~r 
- ~ - . 

entries, shO\\ .. that it ·\\·as used b\· lohn. St\·1nour. Richarcrs · s~cond 
.so1i. ~n · ·H;rtford in the Year 1666~ : Since- tl~t-: ti1ne it: has ahvaYs 
been· in the possession o( s·on1e m·exnbcr of the Seymour fan1ily .. -

.. Assun1ing :the .record _to have been· 1nade· by- .Richafd him~elf. 
or · even his son Tohn .. it is a distinct declaration. or clai1n that ·Ric-h­
-~rd· was -of the-Berr,: 1'0111erOY SeYn1ours. 

. - . - -
The tivo entr-ies · above quoted .. the .one follo~ving the -other. 

\\·ould seem to· indicate that the first \vas n1ade ,\·hi-le Richard was 
still · in England, and :the latter after the .,settlen1~nt · in. Hartford. 
\Ye submit that a court of la,v. -\vould ad1nit such a record in c\..-i-. . . . ,. . . . 

-dence. as proof of the facts therein stated. and that. i_n the absence of 
contradictory e\-idencc \Vould establish by· a judginent such f.acts. 
i:f they becaine in1p0rtant. But let us exan1ine the <1uestion further 
· an~l see if there be not other· ev_idence \\:hi ch tends tQ corroborate . 
the truth ot . this . record. 

~-\. careful exan1ination of. records. histories. a,1d -111ont11nents. 
b0th in. this country ·and i~1. England. discloses the following- facts. 
ill of ,vhich. are susceptible of easy proof and can be fnlly relied 
upon. . 

(a) Richard did not en1igrate f ro111 ~Iassachuse:tts \\:ith Hook­
er and Stone_ ·iu the fall of 1635 .. He first appeared ia I-Iartfonl 
in 1639:- but_ ,\·as treated as an 0riginal settler and allotted his por­
tion of the .public land. precisely as ,vere the original settlers. 

(b} Fron1 iacts to be given later. he ,vas forty-four or forty-.. . . , . 
tive vcars 0t age at tnat t1n1e. 

-( c) That he ,Yas a n1an \\.·hose pen~onal qualities inspired the 
confidence- of his· fello,y111en is evidenced by the fact already state( l 
in reference t0 hi::- allot111ent of public land as an original ~('tt1~r~ a~d 
the· further fact that suon · after his arriYal in . f-f artfonl. he \Ya~ 

~lected ··Chinu1e\·· .\·ie\ver:· a no 111ean .offic~ .in those claYs. antl f):1e 
that corrcs_pon<le<l SOITie\vhat ,vith the h(:ad of the fire ·departtnent . 
in n1odern times. _-\gain. his association with (~0\·ernur Lud:o\\ .. 

'-

Cap ta in Pii:trick and others ia tibtainiag iron1 the Ceneral Cr)ur: 
the rig-ht to settle that part oi the colony l~·ing west of Fairfich1. 
\vhich subsequently becan1e the tc\vn uf ~or,\~alk-an. ei.1terpris~ 
that ·in thos~ clays required ~kill. dari~1g- and considerable 1nea:1:-:.­
sho\VS that in adciiti0n tu his other qualititt$. he \\·as pnsses~~d oi 
_n1eans enough _to n1ake- hi111 a partner in ~uch an enterpri~~-

( d) His· eldest s..:)n Thoinas \Va~ prohahly horn in Eng-land. 
certainly ·a~ early as 1633.-an iafer~nce drawn fro,n the fact that 
we know·. f.ron1 .the. records of the _-\ug-n1~ntation office in London 
the. age of f-Ian:1ah ~ larvin. his \,·if c. \\·ho1n he 1narrit!d in 16~3. 
she having- been horn in Eng-land in 1h33~ ,\t the ti111e of his n1ar­
riag-e. Th(,tnas "·as · certainly t)f full age and pr0hahly nhl~r than 
his ,vif(.·. The_ preci:,;c a~\.·S of Rid1anr.~ other sons. John.· Zachari­
ah and Richard ar~ not accurately kno\Vll. bnt they \\·er~ probably 
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born in 1-Iartfor<l bet\veen the years 1639 and 1650, ,vhen Richard 
ren1oved to X orwalk. So0n after his settlement there, :\Ir. Fitch 
having been elected· i-11 1654 l;overnor -of the Colony, Richard ,vas 
elected. to succeed GoYernor Fitch as ··To\\--nsman'~ of Nor,valk, 
the highest position in the· gift- .of the people of the town; another. 
and. -in vie\\. of-his recent arrival. a rather rc1narkable exhibition 
of the ·character' of the man and tne ·esteem in ,vhich he ,vas: held 
by his conten1poraries. ·He ·1ive<I only a short time· thereafter, .and 
died in 1655. His· ,viH· is <lated July 29. 1655; Immediately after 

. ~is ~eath. Governor John Steele of Farmington and ·Hartford ,vent. 
to _Xor,valk an_d took :qpon hirnself the _guardianship of three minor 
children. and m the fal! of the sanre ve_ar married ::\Iercv SeYmOur. 

· the ,,ido\v. and removed \\·ith then1 to Farmington, ,vhere. -and in 
· Hartford. some men1ber of the familv· has ever since resided~ 

On the_ I 3th of October. I 668~ the-administrators of John Steele 
-settled the · ·guardianship account \vith those_ Seymour children~ 
sho,ving _that the i·oungest \vas of age at· that time, ·and took fron1 
then1 a receipt. duly -ackno,~·ledged.- sho,ving they ,Yere paid in fuil. 

Turning no\v to the English family of ·seyn1our. It ·is perfectly 
\\·ell authenticated that Sir Ed·ward Sevmour. the first- Baronet of 
·Berry- Porrieroy. "~as the great-grandson of Sir Echvard Seymour. 
the Earl of Hertford.. Duke of · Somerset and Lonl Protector o'f 
England. ·brother of Jane Seymour, ,vife of Henry \tIIL and uncie 
of . King Ed\vard \:--I. - Sir Ed,\-ard Seyn1our ~ the first Baronet. 
n~arried Eliza.beth~ the: f.lau~hter of Sir _-\rthur Champernoun oi 
Dartington.· _ Their fifth SQn- w·as na1ned R·ichard an·d . '"-as born -in 
I 595-6! as . appears iro1n the records of Exeter College, Oxford. 
,vhere :·hnder the head ·of ·-~Iatricnlations·' appears this entry: 

· · --·161 2-3 5 Feb. Sey1nour: .·Richard.- · ·Devon. Barronetti 
filus 17.'' 

'·.--... u.· C.:1r Ed", .... -,1 "!''·~~0~ .. r , ... -:l, .the o~l'-· Se\monr :it th·~t c·1a+e 1·n -''-''" ._.. ,l'Q..1\. ,._,,, _ _..,.,,, .. ._.,.. \.~. .. - •· - _ ..... _ .... ___ , "':l.. l 

the CountY of Devon ,vho \Vas a Baro11~t. and this Richar<l \\·ho 
,\~as seyenteen yea.rs old in. 16-1~-3 ,\·as his s_on. but as if to ren1ovt 
all possibility of question. in Boases Register of Exeter ("oI1ege 
there i~ a list of coliege plate donated by varit)US indiYiduals fron-1 
·firne to ti1ne. in ,vhich 'is this cntn..:.: 

• .:Ex . tlono Ric!1artlo Se,·rnour. huin5 CoHegii. C,)n1111en­
salis ex filii Ech,·a.rdi Seyn1our~ Baronnetti. · 14 3-4 oz~·, 
by ,vhich it appears that Richard \\·as not only the son oi a Sc,·-
1nour~ a ba!"onet of Dev0n. but of Sir Ethvard Se-yn1our. 

H~re then. ·we find a Richard Se\"Ub)Ur of the rig-ht age a,,d . - '- '-. 

possessing all ·the qualifications to ju~tif y the staten1ent set fonh 
h\· Richard Sevm,)ur. the settler. in his fan1ilv Bible. but unfortu­
nately Lieut. l"ol. \ .i\·ian in his ··\ ·isitation oi Devvn:· pnblished 
in 1895. states that this Richard Seyn,ot1t· d1ed and \\-as buried 
··22 ~\ug-. 1637 at Berry PornerO)::· a fact \Yhich. if true. di~po~es. 
of course. of all thong-ht that tl11s Richan.I "·as Richard the s~ttier-... 
~t T-Tartford. 1639. Is this staten1ent 0f Cr1ii)nel ·vi,·ian·s tn1~? 
l..(·t us exan1ine that question. In the first place. it is to he notctl 
that Colonel \ ·ivian not 011ly ~ives cer:air:. iac:c~ a~ rccorde<l at th~ 
\-i~itation of 1620. but he supp1en1ent5 these facts by c~rtain 5tate­
!1lents of his O\\-n deriYed f ron1 oth~r rnonun1ents - and r~ords 
found b,· hi:n bC""ari.ng- nn the sub1ect. The narticuiar_ staten1ent 
regarding Richard·s ~leath \\·as 1~,;t oi •.:0!.?rs~ derived frt.ltn Sir 
E(hvard h1:11self. for he ,Yas deatl at the ti~1e thi~ orig-inal record 
\,·as rnadc-. be h:i ving died and be~n huri-:d ·:\ Iay 2;~ 1613 : but 

, finding in th~ chtrrchyanl at Ctrr~ I \)ineroy r-he ~c("t1rrl c.f tht: 
death of a R:..,·h~rd Scy1nour a~ of .-\ug-u$t 22~ I(>37, Coi \-i,-ian 



assu1ned (not. unnaturally perhaps) that it ,vas Richard~ the fifth 
~on of Sir E.dwanl. f ~ut as a 111att~r of fact~ as appears by other 
records, there was about this ti111e and· in the sa111e· fiunily nvo other 
Richard. Seymours. an<l one ,vhose tkath equally well fits this 
description:- and regarding \\·hon1 there are son1e extraneous fact~ 
tending to proYe that it \\·as he. and not Richard~ the fifth son oi Sir 
Ed\\·ard~ ,vho thns died and ,vas buried. 

In this san1e \ ·isitation it appears that Sir Edward had a fourth 
son nan1ed \\"illian!. anJ. that this \Yillia111 had a son na1ned Rich­
ard~ ,\·ho \Yas married ~Iay 20:- 1626~ and that this Richard had a 
son named Richard. all apparently living at the _sa1ne tin1e. \Ye 
have theii these three Richards: Richard~ the son of Sir EchYard: 
Richard, the son oi \ Yillia1n; and Richard, the sou of Richani. 
the son of \ Yilliam. The r~cords clearly sho\v that this- last Rich­
ard lived till and died in England _-\.ugust 26. I (548~ and lies buried_ 
at Cockington. · This not only disposes_ of Richard, the great-grand-:­
son of Sir Ed,\·ard~ but sho,vs the care. \Vith \Yhich_ the· various re­
cords of the ian1ily have been preserved. No\v n1ay it not ha,·e 
been Richard. the son oi \Vi!lia111. \Yho ,\·as buried at Berry Pon!­
eror~ _.\ugust 22=- 1637? The follo\ving facts prove conclusiv~ly. 
we sub1nit~ that it ,Yas. 

The probate records of Exeter sho\v that- Richard Sey1nour. 
the son of \Yillia?n. -made a nuncupative \vill on the 16th day of 
.August~ ~637. _-\.s the· Ia,Ys. of England then stODd~ no nuncupati\·c 
"Will could be ad1nitted to probate~ unless such \Yill \Yas made by a 
person -in extrnnis. - So that the nuncupative \Vil! of Ri~hard. the 
son of \Yiliiam~ could not have been ad~itted to probate~ unless 
he_ had died shortly airer the 16th day· of _-\ugust, 1637.- That it 
\vas adn1itte<l to -orobate and his estate settied under that \vill ap-
pears of record~ ... -
· .;.¾a-a.in, _ in. the san1c court a record appears \Vhich sho\YS that 
one of his aunts on the 19th day of January, 1638, 111ade oath that 

· an -inventory of his estate had been n1ade by certain persons named . 
... -\gain, there is an entire absence of any other record of the death 
or burial of this Richard at ·Berry Porneroy, at Ply1npton or else­
\vhere:- so far as the n1ost dilige:it search reveals~ unless he \Vas the 
Richard buried at Berry Pon1eroy, _-\.ugust 22_. 1637, six <lays after 

· the n1aking of his nur~cupative \\·ill. \Yilliam. the father of this 
Richard. and the brother 0£ Richard~ the son of Sir Ed\\·ar<l. lies 
buried at St. ::.\Iarie ·5-. Plympton. having died January 30. 162r. 
If the·n our deducti,;ns arc correct. \Ye ha,·e located all the Rich­
ards. except the son oi Sir Echvar<.l. The death and burial of nearly 
all the other men1ber~ oi this distinguished English ian1ily can h(: 
easily traced. The \Yriter has persoi1a.lly n1adc a pious pilgrin1aRe 
to nearly all of thc~e. Son1e of their to1nbs are quaint spccia1etb 
of nutral sculpture. but all sho\v a high appreciation of the Yir­
tues of the depaned and a pious care as to their precise relation-

. ship an<l identification. Ey the English la,'-·:- the inheritance of both 
honors_ and property depends so much on seniority of birth that 
the fan1ily and other records are th~re kept ,vith an exactness little 
kno,\·n or appreciated in the colonies'- in the seventeenth century. 

In vie\\. vi aH these facts. is it not singular that no record ex­
ists of the death or burial or Richard Seyn1otir. the fifth son of Sir 
E<l\\·ard? Is it an .nnfair or far-fetched <lednction to assutne that 
the reason is that his h()ch· li~s in an unn1arked g-ra\"~ in an ohl 
burying grou:1d. ·\,,;a~hed h}· the \\'ater£ of Long -!:;land Sound in 
the old town or ~Or\valk ·? 




