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This report, concerned with the ancestry of William ETHINGTON (d. 1853) of Henry County, Kentucky, supplements a report dated 20 December 1985. The purpose of this latest phase of the ETHINGTON study was to test, largely through examining the court order books and minute books of Culpeper and Spotsylvania counties, Virginia, a traditional idea of the ETHINGTON ancestry.

A selective examination of extant order books and minute books has been completed, and some attention was also given to other records of Culpeper and Spotsylvania counties, along with records of Fredericksburg, Virginia, which became an independent political jurisdiction at the end of the American Revolution.  Three results of this latest effort should be noted:

1. Normal possibilities for documenting the ancestry of William ETHINGTON of Henry County, Kentucky have produced no proof, and seem to be exhausted.

2. The found record appears to support, though it does not prove, the traditional idea of ancestry.


      3.
The found record gives reason to include some variations of the name ETHINGTON in any future study but to exclude other variations.

To begin an explanation of results at the wrong end of a time frame, with the oldest records rather than with the most recent records, it appears that originally the family name probably was ATHERTON.  In old British records, the surname EDINCTON was distinct, as was ATHERTON.  In America, both names were altered, at least in spelling, and most likely in pronunciation.  In a few cases, variations of ATHERTON and EDINGTON could have become identical and mixed with each other.

In 18th-century records of Spotsylvania and Culpeper counties, the name spellings ATHERTON and ETHERTON became interchangeable.  Thereafter, the name sometimes appeared as ETHERINGTON or EDRINGTON.  Except through a general recognition of the limited literacy of that time and an evolution in English speech, the name variations are not understood.

However, documentation for the specific variations just mentioned can be found in Spotsylvania Minute Book 1799-1802 page 245, in the Culpeper Minute Book 1798-1802 pages 30, 51, and 163, and Culpeper Minute Book 1807-1909 pages 14 and 156.

Further, in the Fredericksburg deed index, EDRINGTON and EDENTON were considered to be the same.  In the later form, there could also have been an American merger of the British names ATHERTON and EDINGTON, but it is also possible that the Fredericksburg records were for members of a Stafford County, Virginia family that usually was called ETHERINGTON.

Given so much latitude or confusion in spelling, it should be noted that no other documented ETHERTON became ETHINGTON, at least in that part of the family that moved from Virginia to Henry County, Kentucky.  In a presumed family migration from Great Britain to Virginia to Kentucky, it appears that the fundamental mutation in the surname was ATHERTON to ETHERTON to ETHINGTON.  Other suggested variations should be accepted with caution, if at all.

Documentation enclosed with this report notes that in 1747, during the supposed time of the traditional immigrant shoemaker, one William ETHERTON appeared in a single record of Spotsylvania County.  The fact that he has not been found in other Spotsylvania records suggests that he owned no land and left no will.  It seems reasonable to suppose that he might have lived in Fredericksburg, which was at the time a growing tobacco market and commercial center.

Personal associations implied in the one record of William ETHERTON suggest that he probably lived in St. George's Parish, which at that time included Fredericksburg, but where he actually did live has not been estab​lished.  William ETHERTON of the Spotsylvania County record of 1747, is the only known possibility for father to Joseph ATHERTON, Francis ATHERTON, John ETHERTON, and William ETHERTON, all of whom later appeared in records of Spotsylvania and Culpeper.

During the first fifty years of this presumed family in Virginia, no record of land ownership by any family member has been found, suggesting that many of the ETHERTONs, if not all of them, may have been tradesmen who did not look to the land for a livelihood.  Documentation enclosed with this report connects an unidentified Spotsylvania County ETHERTON with Scott and Shelby counties, Kentucky in the early 19th century.

While the current researcher has not been involved in the ETHINGTON study long enough to fully grasp the results of more than twenty years of effort by earlier compilers, it seems reasonable to say that William ETHERTON of 1747 is an acceptable possibility as the grandfather of Willliam ETHINGTON of Henry County, Kentucky.  It is emphasized that no proof of lineage has been found   Further, notwithstanding the fact that some of the unindexed order books have not yet been read, it seems unlikely that such proof will be found.

In this situation, of an interest in trying to either discredit or strengthen the family legend, additional work might be done, especially research on names of associates of the ETHINGTONs and ETHERTONs who have drawn attention.  As to prospects for proving a lineage, it seems clear that the study is now beyond a point of diminishing returns.  Essentially, the early story of the ETHINGTON family in Virginia probably will continue to rest on tradition.
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