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    Research was conducted on both the ETHINCTON and ROBERTS lines during this phase of the project.  The success on the ROBERTS line was significant and some progress and clarification was made on the ETHINGTON line, mainly in the sense of establishing a firmer link with Spotsylvania County, Virginia. These two lines will be considered separately in the following report.

ETHINGTON
    Research began by investigating several. references to ETHINCTONS (and variant spellings) in a published book of Spotsylvania County, Virginia records.  Two references stood out as possibly pertinent to the Joseph ~{INGTON family, Joseph being the accepted father of William and Fielding ETHINGTON.

    The first item was a reference in the will of a Lewis PINES to his sister Molly ETHERTON.  Molly is a form of Mary, as is Polly, and since Fielding's mother in Kentucky was known to be either a Mary or a Polly, it seemed quite possible that this Molly ETHERTON was the wife of Joseph ETHERTON.  The will of Lewis PINES was dated in 1787 (document #1).

The second item was a reference to the binding out (apprenticing) of a Nancy ATHERTON, daughter of a Joseph ATHERTON in 1790.  We copied the original record of this event (document #2).  Further searches in the Court Order Books of Spotsylvania County showed that three months before Nancy ATHERTON was bound out, the court ordered the overseers of the poor to "bind Out.. the children of Joseph ETHERTON."  It is quite clear from the record that Joseph was still alive at this point, as other individuals are mentioned as orphans where appropriate (document #3).  The statutes of Virginia were consulted. -A 1748 Law authorized the county court to bind out the children of poor people when they believed that they could not bring up their children in "honest courses" (document -#4).

    Joseph appeared in the tax lists of Spotsylvania County sporadically from 1782 (when they were begun) to 1797. -He appears to have been relatively poor at this time, never 9wning any slaves or cattle, and at most (in 1784) two horses (document #6).

    Further research in Revolutionary War records and land records failed to yield anything conclusive about Joseph ETHINGTON.  A Joseph EDDINCTON petitioned for land in Ohio in November of 1790 (document #8), evidently as the result of Revolutionary War service, but the reference found was only in an index and the original record is in Virginia.  Until this record is checked, it is not possible to say whether it is relevant.  It is interesting to note that the year of the petition coincided with the year Joseph1s children were bound out, but since Joseph remained in Spotsylvania County, we may conclude that either the petition was rejected, or that it did not apply to the Spotsylvania County man.

    Attention was next turned to the PINES family for stronger evidence of a connection to Joseph ETHINGTON.  Lewis PINES, Junior died in 1787, as mentioned.  His father, Lewis PINES, Senior, died the next year and left everything to his wife, Sarah.  Lewis PINES, Junior, mentioned five sisters:

Peggy (Margaret) BIGERS, Sarah WADE, Molly (Mary) ETHERTON, Jiney (Jane or Jean) GAINES and Nancy ABBOTT.  He also mentioned two half brothers to Lewis.  The most logical explanation would be that Sarah, the wife of Lewis, Sr., was married twice before him, to a BRIGHTWELL and a HALL.  Care must be taken, however, in interpreting the terms of relationship used in wills in this and earlier periods.  Half brother might mean step-brother, brother-in-law or some other now obscure relationship.

    Since the sisters seemed to be full-sisters, attention was focused upon them.  Spotsylvania County records failed to reveal any mention of the PINES family after 1800.  It would appear that the male line had died out by then, as Lewis had only one daughter, who, incidentally, married a BRIGHTWELL in 1800.

    Only one of the husbands of the sisters could be fully identified (aside from the hypothesized Joseph, husband of Molly).  A marriage record was found for William GAINES to Jeanie PINES in Spotsylvania County in 1781 (documents #11 and 16).  The 1810 Census of Kentucky was checked to see if this William GAINES went there.  A William GAINES did appear in Woodford County in 1810, and his will, probated there in 1819, mentioned his wife, Jane.  Jean and Jane were interchangeable in this time period, so it would appear that the connection between the ETHINGTON/ETHERTON family was strengthened by the fact that William GAINES and his wife also went to Woodford County, Kentucky (documents #13, 14 and 15).

    Indeed, the evidence gleaned from the sparse mention made of these families in Spotsylvania County allows for a reconstruction of what might have happened in the family of Fielding ETHINGTON in the late eighteenth century.  Presuming the family tradition that Fielding and William ETHINGTON were half-brothers is true, it would seem that Joseph ETHINGTON had several children by his first wife, whom he could no longer support by 1790.  Even though the deeds only mentioned the apprenticing of a daughter, Nancy, the court orders are explicit that the overseers should bind out Joseph's children It may be that the deeds reflecting these other indentures were not recorded.

    At any rate, by 1787, Joseph had married Molly PINES.  It is possible that this second wife did not wish to raise Joseph's children by his previous marriage, or was for some reason unable to do so.  Beginning with the birth of Fielding ETHINGTON in 1790, she would have had four children of her own to take care of (Fielding, James, Sarah and Jeremiah).  The last child of Joseph and Molly was born in 1796.  Joseph appears in the tax lists of Spotsylvania County one year after that for the last time.  One possibility is that he moved away.  Another possibility is that he died.  The second possibility fits in well with what is known of the family in Kentucky--i.e., Joseph ETHINCTON never shows up in tax or census records.  Additionally, Molly PINES was probably born no earlier than 1760 or 1765, which would allow a few more years to bear children if Joseph had lived past 1797.  Since there is no evidence that Fielding had any other siblings than the ones mentioned above, it would seem that Joseph probably died prior to 1798.

    Sometime around 1800-1801, William and Jeanie (PINES) GAINES moved to Woodford County, Kentucky.  If Molly (PINES) ETRINGTON was a widow with small children to support, and there was nothing keeping her in Virginia, she may have moved to Kentucky with her sister and brother-in-law about this time or possibly a little later.  This may explain why Jeremiah and Fielding were bound out as apprentices in 1804 in Woodford County when there was no sign of their father in the tax or census records.

    Meanwhile, Joseph's children by his first marriage probably remained in Virginia.  Of these, at least William later came to Kentucky and soon settled near his half-brother, Fielding in Henry County.

    Further research on the ETHINGTONS in Virginia should concentrate on learning more about Joseph's first marriage and his possible relationship with other families of the same name in Spotsylvania and  Culpeper Counties. The hypothesis developed on the existing evidence can provide some tentative answers to what remains a very difficult research problem.

ROBERTS
    Research on the ROBERTS family began with an examination of the tax lists of Henry County, Kentucky (document #1).  These lists were read from 1860 back to 1840 in an effort to find some relation of Emanuel ROBERTS' (the brother of Elvira (ROBERTS) ETHINGTON) land with an earlier ROBERTS family. As the acreage and water course are given in the tax lists, some correlation can usually be made between two people of the same name who own the same piece of land in different years.  In the case of Emanuel and Mary (his mother) ROBERTS, however, it seems from the records that they appeared out of nowhere in the late 1840's, as no such correlation between pieces of land could be made. Henry County records were thoroughly searched in an effort to solve this problem during a previous research period  A re-examination of the existing evidence was made.  The original 1850 Census of Henry County was studied, and the following information noted (document #2):
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    The presence of the name Elvira in the neighboring CLARK and HUDSON families suggested a relationship to the ROBERTS family. The marriage records for Henry County were searched, but no marriage between a Robert CLARK and an Elvira or Ballard HUDSON and an Angeline was found.  A marriage for James ROBERTS and a Polly ESTIS in 1815 took place in Henry County, Kentucky (document #3).

    Since Ballard and Angeline HUDSON started a family before 1840, the 1840 Index of Kentucky was searched.  Ballard H~DSON was listed in Shelby County, so the marriage records of that county were searched.  Again, no marriage was found, but the 1814 marriage of Edmond ROBERTS and a Polly RIDDLE was recorded there (document #4).

    A wider search was made for the marriage of Ballard and Angeline HUDSON. Ballard, the son of Moses HUDSON, gave bond to secure his marriage to Angeline ROBERTS in Franklin County, Kentucky, 20 January 1837 (document #5).  If Angeline was the daughter of Mary ROBERTS, Franklin County records need to be searched.  Another interesting item in the marriage bond was that the other bondsman was a Jacob RIDDLE.

    The 1840 Census of Franklin County showed a Mrs. M. ROBERTS, age 40 to 50, with two males and four females in her family (document #6).  Not only does the age for Mrs. M. ROBERTS correspond to that for Mary ROBERTS (who was born about 1792 and would therefore be about forty-eight years old in 1840), but the ages of the younger males and females correspond to some of the known children of Mary ROBERTS~

    Tax lists of Franklin County only mentioned a Mary ROBERTS once, in 1838 She was listed as Polly (a diminutive of Mary) ROBERTS, owning 345 acres of land on Big Benson Creek (document #7).  No corresponding acreage was listed for any ROBERTS back to 1834.  The deeds of Franklin County, Kentucky contained a valuable clue.  A Mary ROBERTS of Henry County, Kentucky deeded her interest in Lot 77 of the Town of Frankfort to an Ellen FOX in 1845 (document #9). It seemed possible that this was the ancestral Mary ROBERTS, so an investigation of tax records was undertaken to determine who owned Lot 77 previously.  Unfor​tunately, it appears never to have been owned by anyone named ROBERTS.  It was owned by a Joseph TAYLOR until his death in 1836, at which time it was divided between his widow and his children.  In 1844, it was listed as the property of the  heirs of Joseph TAYLOR (document #12).  This would seem to suggest that the Mary ROBERTS selling her interest in 1845 was a TAYLOR by birth.  However, further research in Franklin County estate and land records failed to prove that Joseph had a daughter, Mary, or that a Mary TAYLOR married a ROBERTS (documents #10-17).

    If the answer to the ROBERTS problem lay anywhere at all, it was probably in Franklin County  Tax lists were read further back than 1834 to see if any ROBERTS ever owned 345 acres on Big Benson Creek.  In 1820, an Emanuel S. ROBERTS was listed as owning 350 acres on Big Benson Creek.  This was the closest reference to the Polly ROBERTS entry for 1838 (document #22).  It was of further interest because of the name of the owner - Emanuel S. ROBERTS. From later census records searched in pursuing the CLARK family, it was known that Emanuel, the son of Mary ROBERTS, bore the middle initial "S".  Further research was therefore undertaken on this older Emanuel S. ROBERTS.

    In l830, Emanuel S. ROBERTS was living in Spencer County (document #23).

His wife in this census was listed as age 30 to 40, thus corresponding to Mary

ROBERTS.  The first real evidence that Emanuel S. ROBERTS was the husband of

Mary/Folly ROBERTS of Franklin County came in a search of the tax lists of Spencer County.  The following information was found for the year 1833 (document

#24):

Roberts, Emanuel S.

500 acres  Spencer County, Salt Creek

345 acres  Franklin County, Benson Creek

One town lot in Bedford #37  $500.00

731 acres  Estill County, Station Creek

One town lot Frankfort,  $800.00

    The acreage on Benson Creek in Franklin County corresponds exactly to that owned by Folly ROBERTS in 1838.  The town lot in Frankfort was not identified by number, but this may be where the TAYLOR family ties in and it bears further investigation.

    ROBERTS,  Emanuel S.


Emanuel S. ROBERTS died in Spencer County in 1833.  He left no will, and only the inventory of his personal property was recorded in the will books (document #26).  This showed property amounting to only $9.50.  The adminis​trator of the estate as listed in the will books was named William SCOTT, but the court order books for Spencer County reveal that Mary, the widow of Emanuel S. ROBERTS, relinquished her right of administration (document #27). Furthermore, the court orders show that Mary was asked to appear before the court and give the proof that she could raise her children "in honest courses. This phrase is reminiscent of the Virginia law dealing with the children of poor people.  Kentucky was once a part of Virginia, and adopted many of its laws. The court appears to have already decided that Mary could not raise her children in "honest courses" and that they should be bound out.  Evidently, Mary never appeared in court, and the next mention of her is found in Franklin County, in the tax lists of 1838.  The names of the children were not mentioned in the court orders.

    It would seem that for some reason, Emanuel S. ROBERTS left his family in difficult financial circumstances.  The reason for this is unclear at this time. Perhaps he had debts which forced most of his land to be sold.  Further research in Spencer County records should clarify this matter.  All that is knowi is that sometime between 1833 and 1838, Mary/Polly ROBERTS lost his 1231 acres in Spencer and Estill Counties.  The records of this latter county need also be searched.

    No marriage for an Emanuel ROBERTS to a Mary or Polly had yet been found in Kentucky, but the marriage of Edmond ROBERTS to Polly RIDDLE in 1814 was of interest, since a Jacob RIDDLE was the bondsman at the marriage of Angeline ROBERTS to Ballard HUDSON.  A re-examination of the printed marriage bond records for Shelby County showed that Jacob and Polly RIDDLE were brother and sister, the children of a Thomas RIDDLE (document #4).

    The original marriage bond for Edmond ROBERTS and Polly RIDDLE was copied (document #28).  The name in the bond is quite clearly Edmond, but the signature was E.S. ROBERTS.  Given the fact that Emanuel S. ROBERTS appears to have had some connection with the RIDDLE family, the conclusion was reached that the name Edmond in the marriage bond was an error, that in fact the bond reflected the marriage of Emanuel S. ROBERTS to Polly RIDDLE.

    Supporting evidence for the relationship between the HUDSONS, ROBERTS and ETHINGTONS was found in Hal ETHINCTON's abstracts of Henry County Court Orders (document #29).  In 1857, Ballard HUDSON was made the guardian of William P. ETHINGTON with Emanuel ROBERTS as his security.

    The fact that Emanuel S. ROBERTS (Sr.) and Mary/Polly RIDDLE were married in 1814 brings up the CLARK connection.  In 1859, Elvira, wife of Robert CLARK, was living next to Mary ROBERTS.  Elvira was age 36 in 1850, age 43 in 1860 (document #18) and age 55 in 1870 (document #19).  She would have therefore been born about 1814 to 1817.  A search was made for the marriage of Robert arid Eivira CLARK, but it could not be found in fourteen northern Kentucky counties.  At this point, no definite conclusions can be drawn, but it is quite possible that this Elvira CLARK was Elvira ROBERTS who married John ETHINCTON and was supposed to have died in 1847 in a Cholera epidemic. If this is so, then she did not die, but survived her first husband and married Robert CLARK.  

    Robert CLARK and Elvira CLARK had one child, a daughter born about 1853. The birth records of Henry County for the years 1852 to 1855 were searched, but no record could be found for the birth of this child.  This is unfortunate as the mother's maiden name would have been given in the record.

    Elvira died between 1870 and 1880.  There are sporadic death Henry County in this time period, and these were searched, but no Elvira CLARK was found.

    There is one problem with the theory that this Elvira was the daughter of Emanuel S. and Mary (CLARK) ROBERTS.  She consistently reports her birth place as Virginia, but if she were a ROBERTS, she should have been born in Kentucky. Further investigation of the CLARK family should be undertaken to prove or disprove this theory.

    Further research on the ROBERTS and RIDDLE families should be fruitful. The first name Emanuel is rather uncommon, as is the surname RIDDLE.  The standard land, probate, census and tax records can now be gleaned for these new names in order to extend both lines.

Gordon L. Remington

Genealogist

