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Research into the ancestry of Fielding ETHINGTON has established the identity of his father.  With this information, further research in Kentucky and Virginia should allow for the ETHINGTON line to be extended.
Research began in the Henry County, Kentucky Court House.  The immediate objective was the examination of records not available on microfilm in Salt Lake City.  Hal Ethington assisted in the research process.  His years of experience and the fresh out-look of a new professional genealogist pro​duced some useful conclusions and new direction for future research.
There were several sets of records at the Henry County Court House which had not been microfilmed.  The first of these was a bound volume marked “Division of Lands".  This collection contained record of the division of landed estates when no will was left by the deceased property holder or when a will specified land to be divided equally among the heirs.  The earliest division was dated 1864, well after the time period of interest.
A bound volume of settlements also started well after the time period of interest.  Reference was found to a James ETHINGTON of Trigg County, Kentucky, but no connection to Fielding ETHINGTON was apparent.
The Administrator's and Executor's Book, Volume 1, was basically an index to all manner of probate records.  It began rather late, as exemplified by the first ETHINGTON being Nancy ETHINGTON in 1844, (Henry County Document 1). The second ETHINGTON entry was for Elizabeth ETHRINCTON in 1850.  John J. ETHRINGTON and George W. ETHRINGTON (sons of Fielding ETHINGTON) were the administrator and security for the estate.  John J. ETHRINGTON was ordered to show cause why the estate had not been probated by June 1859.  Elizabeth ETHRINGTON's relationship to your family remained to be determined.
These searches momentarily ended the research in the bound volumes. The loose documents of Henry County are organized in boxes, and these were carefully examined.  Earlier divisions of lands (from 1799 to 1864) were searched, but only one reference to an ETHINGTON was found, a loose deed copied to prove title in another estate division.  It was identical to an 1824 Henry County deed in which Fielding ETHINGTON bought 113 acres on Six Mile Creek from Jacob and Jane HEARN of Owen County, with the exception that the copy substituted the name of William ETHINGTON for Fielding ETHINGTON. A resolution to this mystery was immediately evident, (Henry County Document 2).
The administrator's settlements (loose papers) were also examined for the period 1841-1875.  Papers relating to both Fielding's origin or parentage was noted.  The settlement for James ETHRINGTON, dated 1865, gave a clue explaining why the deed noted above was copied.  A receipt was found in the estate records stating the copying costs of the deed from Jacob HERN to F. ETHINGTON.  This James ETHINGTON was a son of William ETHINGTON and this receipt implied that at some time title to land originally owned by Fielding had been transferred to James ETHINGTON,(Henry County Document 3).  Unrecorded deeds were examined, but they were dated too late to shed any new information about your ancestors.
The question raised by this transfer of land prompted a re-examination of the recorded deeds.  A deed dated 1868 listed the heirs of Elizabeth ETHRINGTON to the heirs of James ETHRINGTON (evidently the James who died in 1865).  The deed stated that Fielding ETHRINGTON died leaving a track of land of 100 acres on Six Mile Creek adjoining William ETHRINGTON and that the share of Elizabeth ETHRINGTON (evidently another of Fielding's
daughters, heretofor unknown) had been sold to her brother J.J. ETHRINCTON. Her brother then sold the property to James ETHRINGTON, but no written docu​ment passed between the parties.  After James died it was determined that the transaction should be put in writing. (Henry County Document 4).
This deed explains several things: 1) the Elizabeth Ethrington whose estate was administered in 1850 is Fielding's daughter.  She apparently died unmarried.  Since her estate had an administrator appointed in June 1850, there was a good chance that  she would be listed in the mortality schedule for Henry County, Kentucky for 1850 which no longer exists.  The chief value in locating her in that schedule would be to have her age at the time of her death and then calculating her birthdate from her age; 2)the land in question was a 100 acre tract, not a 113 trace as mentioned in the loose deed mentioned above.  This prompted a re-examination of previous research.  It was noted that although the index to Henry County deeds listed the 113 acre deed as from Jacob HEARN to Fielding ETHINGTON, in actuality the tract was purchased by William ETHINGTON.  Thus, the deed in itself is not new, it simply pointed out an error in early research.  It is interesting and significant that Fielding and William ETHINGTON purchased land adjoining one another on the same day from the same man.
This clue was followed further in Woodford County, Kentucky, since other references to Jacob HEARN placed him in that county.  Several entries for Jacob HEARN were found in the deeds, including one which eventually established his residence in Christian County, Kentucky, a county southwest of Woodford County and quite some distance from his later residence. (Woodford County Documents 1 and 2).  He evidently died in Christian County.  Some connection between Jacob HEARN and the ETHINGTONS was searched for in the marriage bonds. Perhaps Jacob's wife was an ETHINGTON by birth.  The marriage bond of Jacob HEARN and Janey HARRISON in 1795 effectively established her identity as other than an ETHINGTON.
There were far fewer loose papers in the Woodford County Court House than in Henry County.  Nevertheless, the loose papers were examined with great care.  The object was to find some reference to the apprenticeship bond of Fielding and Jeremiah EDRINCTON which was mentioned in the Court Order Books. No bond was found for either child, but it was noted that in many cases the name of the father of orphans apprentices was included in the records.  When compared with the order books, it was noted that the father's names did not always appear in the court order.
It was also noted that those apprenticeship bonds on file were in the form of a deed or indenture.  Accordingly, the deeds of Woodford County were searched--not for the names of Fielding and Jeremiah EDRINGTON--but for the names of the individuals to whom they were apprenticed and the county clerk at the time of the indenture.  The record was always a deed between the clerk and the master to whom the child was apprenticed.
Two indentures were found in the deeds, both were dated 8 April 1806. The first was between the county clerk and John GUDGEL for the apprenticeship of Jeremiah EDRINCTON, and the other between the county clerk and Franklin PERRY for the apprenticeship of Fielding EDRINCTON.  In the indentures, however, no mention of the father of these individuals was found, (Woodford County Document 4).
A connection between John CUDGEL and FRANKLIN.PERRY and the EDRINCTONS was sought in the marriage bonds--perhaps they were uncles or the EDRINCTON boys.  The only marriage found pertained John GUDSHALL and Jean HARBYSON in 1804, (Woodford County, Document 3).
In 1809, the apprenticeship indenture of Jeremiah EDRINCTON to JOHN GUDSHALL was reaffirmed.  No reason for this action was given, (Woodford County, Document 4).

One source needing examination, but which was not at the Woodford County Court House, were the records of the Circuit Court of Woodford County.  These records are stored at the Kentucky State Archives in Frankfort and were examined by Hal ETHINGTON.  It was among these records that mention of the father of Jeremiah ETHINGTON or ETHRINGTON was found.  Because of the fact that Jeremiah and Fielding were apprenticed on the same day, it has been postulated that they were brothers.  There were six documents relating to Jeremiah ETHINGTON. It is perhaps easiest to review them in order of their creation:
21 April 1814  (Woodford County, Document 5)
Jeremiah ETHRINGTON, infant son (infant means under the age of 21) of Joseph ETHERINGTON, deceased in conjunction with Fielding ETHERINGTON, his guardian, made an agreement with Johnston MALONE to be apprenticed to MALONE to learn the "art and mystery" of cabinetmaker for a term of two years, eleven months, and fifteen days.  Such a specific term (the usual phraseology is "until the age of twenty-one" ) may indicate when Jeremiah was to turn twenty-one.  The term would have ended 6 April 1817, placing his birth in 1796.
The agreement contained the standard phraseology that Jeremiah was to act faithfully, not haunt alehouses, taverns, and whorehouses, not contract marriage, or waste his master's goods.  In return, Johnston was to teach Jeremiah the art of cabinetmaking, give him room and board, as well as three years schooling.
25 April 1817  (Woodford County Document, 6 and 7)
Johnston MALONE complains that Jeremiah ETHRINGTON absented himself from service in 1816 (no month and day were given).  Moreover, Jeremiah did not conduct himself during his apprenticeship in accordance with the agreement. Evidently, there was $500 bond made at the time of the agreement, which neither Jeremiah nor Fielding had made an effort to pay.
On the same day, an order was given to the sheriff of Woodford County to apprehend Jeremiah and Fielding so that they would appear before the June Term of the Circuit Court.
9 June 1817  (Woodford County Document 8)
Jeremiah ETHRINGTON had introduced a countersuit of assault and battery against Johnston MALONE.  It was decided this day in favor of MALONE, and Jeremiah was ordered to pay MALONE's court costs.
10 June 1817(Woodford County Document 9)
Vincent RUST makes a statement to the Circuit Court that Jeremiah Ethrington owes him $22.25, that he is also security for the sum of $30.00 to a Samuel WINGFIELD.
RUST further states that Fielding (Jeremiah may be intended) is about to abscond from this jurisdiction and he believes that he will have to pay the damages in the MALONE suit as well as the amount for which he is security to WINGFIELD, in addition to which he will lose the amount for which Jeremiah is indebted to him.
He therefore asked the court to prevent the defendant (Jeremiah) from removing himself beyond; the jurisdiction of the court until he (RUST) had released Jeremiah from the bond and the security and the debt had been paid. 11 June 1817 (Woodford County Document 10)
Vincent RUST makes agreement with Johnston MALONE that MALONE will dismiss the action in circuit court against Jeremiah and Fielding ETHRINGTON if RUST pays the legal costs of that suit and of the suit of Jeremiah ETHRINGTON against MALONE for assault and battery.
The most significant items in this series of documents is that Jeremiah was the son of Joseph ETHRINGTON, deceased and that as of 1814, Fielding was his guardian.
There was a Joseph EDRINCTON in Woodford County as early as 1788. According to a history of Woodford County, that Joseph EDRINCTON was the son of a John and Margaret EDRINCTON.  The history gives a partial list of his children as follows: John Price, Joseph C., Elbridge C., Captain H.S., Benjamin F., and Rebecca.  In 1810 census of Woodford County, Joseph was listed with the following individuals in his family: (Woodford County Document 11)
1 male age :26-45 (b. 1765-1784)
2 males age 16-26 (b. 1784-1794)
2 males age 10-16 (b. 1784-1800)
2 males under  10 (b. 1800-1810)
1 female over  45 (b. before 1765)
1 female age 26-45 (b. 1765-1784)
1 female age 16-26 (b. 1784-1794)
1 female under  10  (b. 1800-1810)
The history of Woodford County goes on to say that the to Hickman County about 1820 and that he died there in thus making him born in 1769.  He was supposed to have Elizabeth (BOHANNON) COOK in 1793.
Several of the above facts create difficulties in accepting this Joseph EDRINGTON as the father of Jeremiah and Fielding.  The most obvious is that when Jeremiah was stated to be the son of Joseph EDRINGTON, deceased in 1814, the above Joseph was alive.  In addition, unless there was an earlier marriage, Fielding would probably not be the son of this Joseph.  The two males born in 1784-1794 are probably the two sons of Elizabeth (BPHANNON) COOK from her first marriage.
There is also the question of the marriage bond to which Fielding is witness in Henry County in April 1814 between Sally ETHINGTON and a John M. KNOWLES.  A Polly ETHINGTON giving her consent to the marriage as the widowed mother of Fielding.  Note here also that this marriage took place in 1814 two weeks prior to Jeremiah being bound out to Johnson MALONE  in Woodford County.
The problem here is that Polly could not be the widow of Joseph EDRINGTON of Woodford County, as he was still alive and married to someone else at this time.

The conclusion must be reached, therefore, that there must have been two Joseph EDRINCTONs or ETHRINGTONs in Woodford County or that area of Kentucky in general in the early 1800's.  Does the evidence collected so far bear out this conclusion?
The ETHINGTON Genealogy Field Data compiled by Hal ETHINGTON contains much of the raw material needed to test this conclusion.  In the section which sorts the data by name, (surname, then first name) reference is found to a Joseph ETHINGTON or ETHERTON of Spotsylvania County, Virginia who appears on the tax rolls from 1782 to 1787.  That Joseph EDRINGTON of Woodford County was supposed to have come from Stafford County, Virginia about 1785.  It should be noted that this is a county history and not based on primary evidence. The first mention of a Joseph EDRINGTON  in the tax lists of Woodford County is 1793--the year Joseph EDRINGTON married Elizabeth (BOHANNON) COOK. This Joseph EDRINGTON is the only one to appear in the tax lists from 1793 through 1817.
The question remains: is the Joseph ETHINGTON of Spotsylvania County, Virginia the same as Joseph EDRINGTON in Woodford County, Kentucky?  Other evidence makes it unlikely.  The Virginia Joseph ETHINGTON first appears on the tax rolls of Spotsylvania County in 1782 (this is the year that the state began keeping yearly tax lists) .  The Kentucky Joseph EDRINGTON would have been only thirteen years of age in 1782, hardly old enough to be taxed.
Another interesting piece of evidence comes from the 1787 will of a Lewis PINES, Junior of Spotsylvania, County.  He mentions his sister Molly ETHERTON .  Molly or Polly are both diminutives of the name Mary.  Could this Molly ETHERTON be the same Polly ETHINGTON giving consent for her daughter's marriage in Henry County, Kentucky in 1814?
Other evidence comes from the investigation in the suit between CALLENDAR's and ETHINGTON's in Owen County.  It was hoped that this might shed some light on the parentage of William ETHINGTON (supposedly a half-brother of Fielding) as he married a CALLENDAR.  There was a William, son of John ETHINGTON mentioned in this suit, but he was a minor in 1823 and thus could not be the ancestral William ETHINGTON born in 1773.  However, there is a connection between William ETHINGTON and the CALLENDAR/ETHINGTON families while still in Culpepper, Virginia.  William witnessed the above court records and purchased Reuben ETHINGTON's interest in that same lease.  This is the first proof found of the Virginia/Kentucky ETHINGTON connection.
The only other research conducted on William ETHINGTON was in Henry,County where he died in 1853.  The administrator's settlements were searched, but no file could be found for William ETHINGTON.  The original doctor's and clergy-man's returns from which the death registers were prepared were searched for the original return of the death of William ETHINGTON in the hopes that more information than J. ETHINGTON would be given for the name of his father. The original return for William ETHRINGTON was not among those that survived.
Thus, there is still the possibility that Fielding and William ETHINGTON are half-brothers.  The fact that Fielding's father was probably a Joseph ETHINGTON helps to strengthen this possibility.  Their constant interaction over the years, including buying adjoining tracts of land from the same man on the same day; James ETHINGTON administering the estate of Nancy ETHINGTON; and Fielding ETHINGTON witnessing the marriage bond of Lewis  ETHINGTON implies some close relationship.  Folly ETHINGTON is still the primary candidate to consider as Fielding's mother.  She was in Henry County in 1814 and both William and Fielding were listed in the 1814 tax list of the same county.  Fielding probably married Nancy SHELTON in Scott County since her father lived  there. In 1822, a Polly ETHINGTON is in Scott County where she is granted support by the county court (this is a new find by Hal ETHINGTON).
All of this circumstantial evidence tends to support the idea of some relationship between these various ETHINGTONs.

An effort needs to be made to develop more information on the Joseph ETHERTON/ETHINGTON of Spotsylvania County, Virginia in order to separate him from the Joseph EDRINGTON of Woodford County, Kentucky.  This may answer some of the questions as to his whereabouts in the 1790's and why his family is distributed over several counties in north central Kentucky in the early 1800's. It may also explain, if William is a son by a different marriage, why William stayed in Virginia longer than Fielding.  Records in Spotsylvania County should be carefully gleaned in this effort.  Although much has been done already, it has not been done with any clear picture or conception of the possible pedigree in mind.
In review there have been some major accomplishments in regard to the family of Fielding ETHINGTON;
1. Identification of a father for Fielding leading to a stranger hypothesis regarding his relationship to William ETHINGTON.
2. Establishing the brother-brother relationship between Fielding and Jeremiah ETHINGTON.
3. Fielding's wife is listed as Henrietta SHELTON on all early group sheets.  Actually, Fielding was married to Nancy SHELTON and has been sealed to his mother-in-law for forty  years.
4. Nancy SHELTON's parentage has been established along with two additional generations on her lines.
5. A previously unknown Elizabeth ETHINGTON was identified as Fielding's daughter.
6. Fielding's daughter Polly was not the daughter of Nancy SHELTON, but of Elizabeth WILLIAMS, Fielding's first wife.
7. Elizabeth William’s parents were also identified.
There are many leads and facts remaining to be pursued further. It is significant that Polly, Fielding, and Sally ETHINGTON are linked together in Sally's Marriage bond.  Custom indicates that as bondsman, Fielding is the brother of the  bride.  Many ETHINGTONs in the same area as your ancestors are still dangling.  They could be related to your family and if so, should be added to group sheets to make them complete.  The James ETHINGTON and John CALLENDAR heirs in the Henry County law suit also need attention.  The information gleaned so far indicates the need to look more deeply into these matters.
SHELTON
A side benefit of the research on Fielding ETHINGTON was the identification of his wife's ancestry.  Her name was previously thought to be Henrietta SHELTON, but research has definitely proven that her name was Nancy SHELTON.
Nancy SHELTON was thought to have been Fielding's third wife and not the mother of his children.  It was curious, therefore, that George W. ETHINGTON consented to the payment of a bill out of Nancy ETHINGTON's estate.  (See ETHINGTON file, Henry County, Document 3).  Under normal circumstances, this would imply that George W. ETHINGTON was a son of Nancy ETHINGTON--a step-son might not have had the same power of consent.  Moreover, the administrator of Nancy ETHINGTON's estate was James ETHINGTON (son of William ETHINGTON), so there was no legal reason, beyond being an heir at law, for George W. ETHINGTON to give his consent.
Other evidence came from Fielding ETHINGTON's estate settlement, in which an Austin SHELTON co-signed a note with Nancy ETHINGTON.  He also co-signed a note with Fielding ETHINGTON and Nathaniel SHELTON.
Evidence of a connection between Fielding ETHINGTON and the SHELTON's was noted in an 1824 marriage bond between Lewis ETHINGTON (son of William ETHINGTON) and Sandereller SHELTON, daughter of David SHELTON.  Fielding ETHINGTON was a witness to the bond.  This reference came from a printed volume of deeds from Owen County, Kentucky.  Immediately above it on the page was a reference to a deed from David SHELTON and his wife Henrietta, suggesting Henrietta SHELTON may have been Fielding's mother-in-law, not his wife.
Part of that relationship was found in David SHELTON's will proven in Owen County, Kentucky in 1839.  David mentions thirteen children, specifically:
- Austin, Nathaniel, Cinderella ETHINGTON and Nancy ETHINGTON.  Moreover, his youngest son (he evidently names them in order of age) was William SHELTON, probably born not earlier than 1810.  He could very well be the William SHELTON who married Polly ETHINGTON, in 1831.  Austin SHELTON, incidentally, married a CALLENDAR.  The significance of this is undetermined, but it does add to the tangled web of relationships already known to exist among these families.
David SHELTON was mentioned in a SHELTON genealogy, (Document 2).  He was the son of Peter SHELTON and Frances NICHOLS of Louisa County, Virginia, where he married Henrietta THOMASON, daughter of Samuel THOMASON, in 1786, (Document 5 and 6).
Peter SHELTON married Frances NICHOLS in Louisa County in 1763, (Document
5).  He served in the American Revolution as a Second Lieutenant.  Peter reportedly was the brother of a William SHELTON of Albelarle County, as well as Henry, Nelly, David, Samuel, and Mary.  Their relationships are from the SHELTON genealogy mentioned above and need to be verified in primary source documents.
The positive establishment of the SHELTON family in Virginia has bridged one of the most difficult migration gaps (that of Virginia to Kentucky) with relative ease.  Further research on this line in Virginia should prove very fruitful.
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ADDENDUM  I
THE ETHINGTON GENEALOGICAL ORGANIZATION
1.
Fielding ETHINGTON had to become the guardian of Jeremiah some time  prior to the 21 April 1814 apprenticeship of Jeremiah to Johnstone MALONE.  This probably happened when Fielding turned 21, in 1811.  The guardianship had to be established legally and would probably be found in the court orders.  This guardian bond will further illuminate the Fielding-Jeremiah connection, and possibly mention Polly, who is the assumable mother of both Fielding and Jeremiah.
A guardian bond might be found for Sally, the daughter of Polly, and also for Fielding and Jeremiah.
2.
Polly (or Mary) FOLEY, the girl who married Jeremiah 14 February
1820, was the daughter of John and Jane (Jenny) FOLEY.  She received $179 in property from her father's estate shortly after his death in 1818, (Fayette County, Kentucky Will Book D, page 351). She is listed as Mary EDRINGTON by her mother in the settlement of the estate found in Will Book N, page 363, Fayette County, Kentucky.  It is not clear if there were any children from this marriage, but none are mentioned in 1838 when the estate is finally settled.
3.
On 10 February 1829 Jeremiah marries Malinda LOWELL, daughter of
Peter and Jamima (COON) LOWELL, of Fayette County, Kentucky.
Temple work already completed for this marriage lists the location
as Athens, Kentucky, a small town 9 miles South East of Lexington.
In Peter LOWELL's will, written 21 December 1843 and filed 15 June 1847 he says:
Item 1. I give and bequeath to my daughter Malinda EDINTON 10 dollars in full of my
estate as I have paid in my lifetime a good deal of money for her husband.
Peter LOWELL then proceeds to give the balance of his estate, (several thousand dollars) to his other children and his wife.
At the sale of the estate, Jeremiah buys only "One looking glass, 2nd choice, for 25 cents.  The sale was held 22 July 1847 in Fayette County.
It appears that Jeremiah could never get it together.  He failed at two different apprenticeships, somehow lost his first wife, tax lists show his estate as decreasing, rather than increasing, and his second father-in-law had to support him and his wife.
4.
Jacob HEARN continues to be an interesting party to a number of

ETHINGTON related dealings.  Janey HARRISON, his first wife, was not an ETHINGTON, but his will should be examined.  He moved to Christian County, Kentucky, and probably died there.
5.
Note that John KNOWLES last appears in Henry County, Kentucky in 1817   He then disappears, along with his wife Sally.  This is same year Jeremiah and Fielding are having their troubles in Woodford County.  In 1830, Jeremiah is in Fayette, County, Kentucky with 2 women, aged 20-30.  Who is the second woman?  Could Sally his sister be living with him?
6.
Why is Vincent RUST willing to pay court costs, go special bond etc. etc.?  Need to look at wills and deeds and court orders to determine his relationship to Fielding and Jeremiah.
7.
Need to look at loose papers filed in connection with:
a.
Will and settlement of William and Caty ETHINGTON in Culpepper County, Virginia.
b.
Culpepper papers filed in connection with the Owen County, Kentucky ETHINGTON-CALLENDER  suit.
c.
2 March 1790, Spotts County, Virginia binding out of Nancy ETHINGTON, daughter of Joseph ETHINGTON.
8.
Note that on 11 June 1817 the court of Woodford County, is deciding the Jeremiah case.  On 17 June 1817, just 6 Fielding is buying land in Henry County, Kentucky.
9.
Why was James, the brother of Fielding and Jeremiah, not bound out in 1805?  Need to look for this action.

10.
Birth dates for:


    FIELDING
a.
1840 census: born between 1790 - 1800
b.
Grugan affidavit: born 13 Oct 1790
c.
Woodford County tax list:  Is over 21 on 27 June 1810 birth year would be 1789 d. 1830 census: born between e. 1820 census: born between
JAMES
a.
1870 census: born 1792
b.
1860 census: born 1785 (this seems to be a census taker’s error)
c.
1850 census: born 1792
It seems most likely that James was born in 1792.
SALLY
a.
Married in 1814 at age 19-21, would put her birth year at 1793-1795
JEREMIAH
a.
Woodford County suit: born 6 April 1796
b.
1830 census: Born 1790-1800
The family of Joseph and Mary ETHINGTON, with children Fielding, James, Sally, and Jeremiah seems to tie together logically with children being born in 1790, 1792, 1794, and 1796.
The next step would be to find out where these children were born in an attempt to understand Joseph ETHINGTON's movements.
11.
The importance of the Owen County, Kentucky ETHINGTON-CALLENDAR suit needs to be discussed. The facts that seem important are:
1.
This is the first time that William ETHINGTON of Henry
County, Kentucky can be tied to a specific county in
Virginia.  The reference to William in the Reubin
ETHINGTON lease was only assumed to be William of
Henry County, Kentucky.
2
The interaction of William ETHINGTON and John CALLENDAR while still in Virginia further strengthens the family tradition that William's wife Sarah Ann was a CALLENDAR. There has been no proof yet found to substantiate this claim.
3
Reference was made to part of William and Caty ETHINGTON's family going to Georgia.  This was here-to-for unknown, and opens up a whole new field for research.
4. William and Caty ETHINGTON's family is more clearly defined, and interaction between that  family and William (Sarah Ann) is definitely established.
