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  Author’s Note


  Quotations may be altered in the following manner: when necessary for clarity, spelling, and capitalization are corrected.


  Some scholars choose to spell the word as it appeared—for example, “setld”—and then in brackets correct it for the modern reader like this “setld [settled].” I respect the effort but find it hopelessly muddles the text. Equally many historians faithfully transcribe the unique capitalization pattern of the eighteenth century, such as:


  
    The Schuyler family which Rendered so much good Service to New England is the same Family that includes this Gentleman and lived in this Township.

  


  One might guess the pattern of capitalization was done for emphasis or alternately to indicate respect. What it does not do is enhance the meaning; therefore the capitalization has been corrected and follows modern rules.


  In the footnotes I use the abbreviation SML, which stands for Sterling Memorial Library. The unabbreviated reference is “Yale University Manuscripts and Archives Division Sterling Memorial Library.”


  In this book, I deal exclusively with village life. We are content to live among strangers; they were not. Perhaps with a population of over 300 million, we have no choice. The “Colonies” had a population of approximately 1.5 million. Boston was considered a roiling population center with 17,000. Even as the nineteenth century approached, America was an intimate world. It was horse-drawn, candle-lit, and sylvan. The population of the entire country grew to just 5 million with only 6 percent living in cities. The rest lived in the countryside. For that reason this book deals with life in New England villages and not city life.


  In order to include all of the elements that would have been familiar to an eighteenth-century woman, the village in this book is a composite. It relies heavily upon Stockbridge, Massachusetts, a New England village founded in 1739 that thrived throughout the period. However, the posting of the elopement did not occur in Stockbridge but in Bennington, Vermont. The “warning out” mentioned took place in Pittsfield, Massachusetts. The regulation house was built in Williamstown. They are included, as are other elements, because they were a common part, and offer the reader a fuller understanding, of eighteenth-century New England village life.


  The homestead described is also a composite. To present the context in which eighteenth-century women lived, all the elements had to be included whether they existed in a single establishment or not. The parts of an eighteenth-century woman’s homestead were the house, dooryard, gardens, outbuildings, a water source, and water storage. The descriptions are taken from the wills of John Deane of Stockbridge, his father-in-law Daniel Higby of Sheffield, and the Reverend Thomas Allen of Pittsfield, as well as period descriptions of fortified houses. Inside the fittings are from a book kept by an eighteenth-century father living in Connecticut. The sum exposes the reader to the eighteenth-century household.


  It may be the general rule to create a composite of voices and vignettes from the past, to make a point and illustrate it with multiple examples, moments in different lives once lived. Herein you will meet the same people over and over again. They will act in different contexts and interact with different people. The hope is that in this book, as in life, you will meet them, grow to know them, and through them understand their world.


  The records of the Congregational Church relied upon are from the First Congregational Churches of Stockbridge, Sheffield, Pittsfield, and Great Barrington, Massachusetts, and are presented as representative of the eighteenth-century New England Congregational Church. However, while the Congregational Church was dominant in eighteenth-century New England, there were also Quaker meetinghouses, Dutch Reform Churches, a synagogue or two, “the King’s Churches” (Episcopalian), Catholic and Baptist Churches, and “heathen” (the unaffiliated).


  The title of this book includes the term New England. However, during the Revolutionary War the text expands beyond New England. For example, the Schuyler estate was in New York and Emily Geiger rode through South Carolina. Just as the colonies expanded to unite all the colonies in the war against England, so this text expands to include stories of brave women from beyond New England.


  In Part I the woman’s place is explained. Chapter 1 is an overview of the life of an eighteenth-century woman. The next four chapters define the four corners of her world: home lot, church, village, and social circle. Chapter 6 describes the laws that shaped and limited her experience. Chapter 7 is about women in war. Each chapter includes first exposition, and then that is illustrated by the life experiences of one or more women.


  Part II is a brief journey into the post-Revolutionary period and the early nineteenth century when education, work, sexual mores, and laws change. Church doctrine is supplanted by the etiquette book, the Bible is superseded by the novel, and her world expands beyond the hearthside.


  The Appendices describe that women in the eighteenth century did not rule the world in which they lived. They were not central figures but peripheral in government, business, religion, and the arts. To understand their experience, one must understand the things that shaped their world, things in which they had no part. Discussions of religion, politics, events, and ideas that did not include women but affected them are found in the appendices.


  Part One The Four Corners of a Woman’s World


  Chapter 1 Introduction


  I Notable


  
    I have a great and longing desire to be very notable.1

  


  It is important to give the eighteenth-century definition of the phrase notable woman. Today we would define a notable woman as distinguished, prominent, or famous. That definition bears little resemblance to what the term meant in the mid- and late eighteenth century. Then, a notable woman was an industrious, frugal, and fruitful wife.


  The woman was the chief production officer in the household. She made finished goods out of what her husband supplied: food out of crops, cloth out of cotton and wool, and clothing out of cloth and animal skins. Of the first importance, she produced babies, creating the labor force for whatever the family enterprise was at the time.


  An eighteenth-century American wife was an economic arrow in her husband’s quiver—an economic asset. The notion of a woman as companion would come later; the notion of a woman as equal partner would come much later.


  For now, in the rough American landscape, in the underpopulated continent, a woman was one who could turn raw materials into the needs of the family, who could do it on a shoestring, and who bore many children. A good woman was a useful wife: desirable only as the bringer of goods and filler of needs, not as an individual. An amiable woman was not affable; an amiable woman was compliant and deferential. An attractive woman was not physically appealing; an attractive woman was an agreeable and obedient woman. A homely woman was not ugly, she was domestic. Domestication was the path to her becoming notable.
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  The meanings of the words such as notable, attractive, and amiable were different because the world was different. It is important to understand and remember the differences, important that we do not assume they were like us but that we become acquainted with them as they were.


  These women, unlike the women of today, rarely outlived their husbands. Their life span was markedly shorter; they were used up, buried, and replaced more than once in a man’s life.


  In eighteenth-century America it was not unusual for a woman to be identified only by her relationship with a man: Mrs. John Jones, the spinster daughter of Mr. John Jones, or the ward of Mr. Jones. Finding something as elementary as the first name of a woman in a household was difficult. Information about a woman’s life and accomplishments was even more difficult to discover.


  In New England a greater percentage of men were literate than in old England.2 Fewer women, but still a respectable 40 to 65 percent, were literate. The definition of literate is important. The Congregational Church encouraged all members to be able to read their Bible, and in Massachusetts, towns of over fifty citizens were required by law to have an elementary school where boys, and eventually girls, attended. Academies, secondary school, and universities were for men.


  The approved education of a woman related to hearth and home: how to make things, how to heal and repair things, how to do things—not read or write about doing them. All a woman’s efforts, whether in work or study, were meant for the benefit of her family, not her own enrichment—for her family members, not for those beyond that circle. Literate did not mean educated.


  In 1645 Governor Edward Hopkins of Connecticut consulted the first governor of Massachusetts, John Winthrop.3 He was concerned because he feared his wife had lost her wits and was suddenly insane. Winthrop said that the origin of the woman’s madness was reading books. “If she had attended her household affairs and such things as belong to women, and not gone out of her way and calling to meddle in such things as are proper to men, whose minds are stronger, [she would have] kept her wits.”4


  So the written record is often without the voices of women. Frequently the experiences of women are extrapolated from references to women made by men. Luckily there were exceptions, literate, educated women who kept journals and wrote letters, articles, tracts, poems, plays, and books. Many books about eighteenth-century women include (over and over again) biographies of these same few women: Abigail Adams, Mercy Otis Warren, Deborah Samson Gannett, Molly Pitcher, Nancy Ward, Rachel and Grace Martin.


  The list of women illustrates the problem. Repeatedly, authors selected the same women to write about because those were the few women about whom they knew enough, could unearth enough information about to write a book. Three of the women listed above—Sampson and the Martin sisters—distinguished themselves by dressing as men and actually fighting in the Revolutionary War. Mercy Otis Warren was a writer and propagandist. Abigail Adams was First Lady of the United States. Nanyehi, Nancy Ward, was a Cherokee in the Wolf Tribe. The name Nanyehi means “Beloved Woman.” The title meant she had power within the tribe, and it was she who negotiated peace between the Cherokee and the Europeans. Molly Pitcher did not exist.


  These women were written about simply because there was a record of their lives.


  One hundred years later, attitudes had not changed. Ever so slowly girls were accepted into elementary schools. And yet the education of women in the New Republic was thought necessary not for her enrichment but to increase her ability to raise the next generation of male citizens. The women selected for inclusion in this book were all literate. They wrote letters and kept journals considered worth preserving. Therefore it should be remembered that the women mentioned in this book, though hardly household names, were more than exceptions, they were exceptional.


  A final word: A “famous woman” was an oxymoron, an impossibility or at least an improbability. An infamous woman, perhaps, but the four corners of an eighteenth-century woman’s world precluded any real accomplishment away from hearth and home. The outside world was the province of men.


  II Remarkable


  Then in what way were these women remarkable? When Anna Bingham applied for a taverner’s license her intent was not to blaze a trail. She did not look over her shoulder to see if other women were following in her footsteps. Anna did not want to establish a beachhead, go where women had been forbidden to go. The Widow Bingham just wanted to feed her son and maintain the roof over her head.


  When Lavinia Deane married John Fisk she had no intention of reforming the Congregational Church. She may or may not have been aware that a revival in the Church was being adhered to and challenged in equal measure. She was certainly unaware that she would become the perfect poster child for the power struggle. The Widow Deane just wanted a husband and father for her children. She simply wished to marry the man she loved.


  When a goodwife5 from Vermont fought her husband for possession of the cow, she was not challenging a thousand years of feme covert. She did not mean to tear down a pillar of the law. She wanted control of the cow. The cow was a profit center and her husband was a drunk. In a world built on barter, dairy products were currency often traded for other necessities. For the goody, that cow represented economic self-preservation. If she lost control of it, and her husband drank the profits, she and her children could starve, simple as that.


  These women did not set out to be remarkable or to change their world. Their motivations were practical. Looking back, we commend their courage and understand how their actions altered institutions and challenged ideas, but they were blissfully unaware and probably pointedly uninterested.


  III The Four Corners of Her World


  
    In the well-ordered family, the wife will be “looking upon a husband as her guide . . . recognizing that they are but one mind in two bodies.” 6

  


  It was God’s will, and the will of her man, that a woman’s life was limited, bound by physical, legal, and social barriers.


  Before we meet the women, we might understand their physical world—the four corners beyond which they were discouraged from venturing at all and forbidden from going alone.


  The four corners of an eighteenth-century woman’s world were the home and garden, the church, the village, and the woman’s social circle. A woman could excel in any of these locations, but she had no role and no place outside of them. She was excluded from the village governing bodies. She did not vote or hold office. She might have been excluded from the shops and from the street itself, but that was impractical. Her lowered place in a social hierarchy was unquestioned. By God and man her place was limited; in religion and in law the limitation was justified.


  IV Revolution


  When this book begins, the definition of a notable woman is clear: there was a hierarchy. God was supreme and reigned over all. Men were subjects of the king, and women were subjects of men. As the text continues, there are rents in the fabric letting in light, and thus illuminated, one sees that things—even if small things—change.


  The American Revolution was a bold and heroic event “filled with sound and fury,” bloody and long winded. The revolution in women’s lives took place at the hearthside—quiet as the hissing flames, delicate as her tea cups, well mannered as Abigail Adams’s letters, and about issues as intimate as a kiss goodnight. During the revolution everything was questioned; is it so strange that she also questioned? In its own way, yes, it was remarkable.


  And in the end, there is just this: they were people. Before you turn these pages, place a foot in another era, dip a tentative toe in the eighteenth century, know that it was an intimate world; they all knew one another, rubbed up against each other causing friction or warmth, affected one another’s lives in ways significant and trivial. Their interactions reveal the peculiarities of an earlier century at the same time that they reveal their common humanity. What they do and say is specific to another time and generally human. Struggle to understand them in context; easily recognize them individually.


  Chapter 2 The Homestead


  
    Come tell me how you live.1

  


  
    Notwithstanding they have so large a family to regulate. The whole is done with less combustion and noise than many families.2

  


  Isaac Bangs was a young soldier in the Revolutionary War. He was introduced to the Schuyler household, and in his journal, he meant to heap praise upon the lady of the house. To do so, he credited Mrs. Schuyler with regulating her domestic affairs: “She as doth her husband takes pleasure in regulating the affairs of her family, which by her diligence & care is kept in the neatest order & the greatest harmony & decorum may be observed in every department of the whole.”3


  That which was wild and untamed was dangerous and potentially evil. That included the woods surrounding a settlement and the emotions and sexual urges of humankind. The settlement was the regulator of the countryside. Marriage was the regulator of passion. The church was the regulator of the people. The husband and father was the regulator of his household. The plowed field was closer to God than the wilderness, and God was vengeful. When God was redefined as a god of love, the wilds were his habitat. That, however, was in the coming century, for now the goal at home was regulation without “combustion or noise.”


  The wife was the helpmate of the husband. If she regulated what was under her hand, she was a notable wife.


  Within the house the woman’s domain included the kitchen, cellars, pantries, and any work rooms such as sewing or spinning rooms. Note that the nursery was not included. The children, like the many other things she labored to produce, were given to her husband. If she was capable, it was her part to teach them basic literacy—to write their names and read their Bible. After that the boys were turned over to the husband to prepare them for life. The girls remained with the mother to learn their place.


  The hierarchy placed her husband first and placed her above the children, but not for long. With the passage of time her sons would exceed her in importance, and grown daughters were her equal or perhaps, depending upon whom they married, her social superior.


  In the yard, the brew house, milk house, wash house, and buttery were in her purview. The gardens, animal yards, pig pen, milk yard, hen house, and orchard all fell under her watchful eye. Her domain did not extend across the yard to the fields of corn or wheat, and did not include fishing waters or the mills. While a mill, fields, and waterways may have been part of a homestead, they belonged to the world of men.


  In 1749 the General Court in Boston, the overseers of Massachusetts colony appointed by King George, laid out the boundaries of West Hoosac. The following year, the General Court established sixty-three twelve-acre lots that could be claimed by individuals. There was no cost to the claimant, however, to gain title, each had to promise to clear five of the twelve acres for cultivation and build a house in accordance with the regulations set down by the court—in short, build a “regulation house.”


  In earlier villages established by the court, it had learned its lesson. For example, in Sheffield, the first village established in what is now Berkshire County, land-grant recipients were required to build a road running north out of the village. In their own way, the villagers complied. They cleared a track that was a cart-width (the width of cart wheels), failed to uproot tree stumps or rock outcroppings or smooth the surface, and ended by blazing the trail (marking the trees that ran on either side) to assure that everyone knew that the narrow bumpy way through the woods was a road—of sorts. The villagers may have been satisfied with their compliance but the General Court was not.


  Lesson learned. The General Court wrote out the requirements for the houses to be built in West Hoosac. Each house was to be fifteen by eighteen feet. They could not be finished with rough-hewn planks or logs. The houses were framed out with white oak and the frame was covered with clapboard and shakes. There was no glass for windows, but the windows had wood shutters. If closed against the cold or wet, the shutters blocked the light.
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  By our standards, the regulation house was small, modest, and barely adequate. However, it took 700 clapboards and 1,000 shakes to cover each house. All were split and shaped by hand. It was a major undertaking and settlers were proud of the result.


  At the heart of a regulation house was a stone fireplace—the sole giver of food, warmth, and light. Against the wall, rungs were permanently affixed. At night the occupants climbed the rungs to hammocks slung between rafters—their “beds.” The floor was dirt; niceties like floor planks and coverings were impossible luxuries. At the center was a table for all work—sufficient for eating, reading, sewing, calculating, and tinkering. Refrigeration was a hole in the floor.


  In the winter of 1752, settlers built the first seven regulation houses in West Hoosac. The would-be landowners traveled far through woodland and wild country. They labored in the cold, huddled against the wind, framing, studding, and mortising without power, running water, or light after sundown. When completed, the interiors where hardly hospitable, but it was home, and the treasured land was theirs.
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  The population of West Hoosac grew to twenty-nine people living in fifteen regulation houses. When children were born or relatives were taken in, and the family became larger, the house was enlarged by the simple expedient of adding another fifteen by eighteen box. This addition was built on the other side of the fireplace making the chimney central, heating and lighting both rooms. Traveling through the new village of West Hoosac on horseback, in a wagon, or on “shank’s mare” (on foot), anyone could tell at a glance the size of the family by counting the number of fifteen by eighteen additions.


  Those were the simple, practical beginnings of a village that is called Williamstown, Massachusetts, today.


  Not all Colonials lived in such simplistic dwellings. Along the Connecticut River, the Connecticut “river gods” used their substantial wealth to build homes of surpassing beauty and appreciable size.


  Between April and July 1776, Isaac Bangs described the Schuyler estate. At the other end of the economic spectrum from the regulation house, it was equivalent to the Connecticut river mansion: “Mr. Schuyler’s house is a large, grand, and magnificent building, built partly of stone and the rest of brick; most beautifully situated on an eminence of the river.”4


  We think first of the government if a road has to be built or water provided to a home. They did not; the householder provided all the necessities for his own homestead, whether large or small. So when Bangs describes the road to the house as “straight and level”5 he is paying a compliment to Mr. Schuyler. The house has “beautiful groves . . . a most delightful prospect from the front. On the back part of the house is a large neat garden built partly for ornament and partly for convenience [edible and medicinal plants].”6


  The Schuyler family arrived in the New World two generations prior to the Revolution. Bangs writes that they were of modest means “in tolerable circumstances” when they “accidently discovered copper mines.” With the mining profits they bought “contiguous land until they were immensely wealthy.”


  The establishment that Bangs describes is the result of three generations of prosperity. The occupants of the establishment, described as “one of the first estates of the province,” consisted of Mr. and Mrs. Schuyler, their daughter, his sister, her mother, and a brother and his wife forced to flee from New York. There were also fifty to sixty blacks.


  “Mrs. Schuyler also seeth to the manufacturing of suitable clothing for the servants.”7 These servants lived in a separate large house built for them. The ringing of a bell turned them out for work in the morning. It rang again at 7:00 a.m. for their breakfast, at noon for their dinner, and at 8:00 p.m. to indicate they could leave work for their home.


  The estate had a farm, multiple outbuildings including barns, the servants’ residence, and a church. The economic circumstances of the family could be read like words on a page by looking at the house and grounds.


  Between the simplicity of the regulation house and the opulence of the Schuyler estate were the middle-class establishments. The arrangements in these middle-class households are gleaned from a number of disparate homesteads around New England. In Stockbridge, Massachusetts, John Deane made a sale in 1762. In Northampton, the Reverend Jonathan Edwards defended his household arrangements. In Hampton, New Hampshire, Samuel Lane set up housekeeping in 1741.


  
    The subscriber John Deane in consideration of thirty pounds to me in hand and truly said the receipt thereof I [John Deane] do hereby acknowledge do hereby bargain, sell, sell over and convey to Elihu Parsons of Stockbridge his heirs and consigns a Indian woman tenant named Jude aged thirty five years and do hereby deliver over as his servant during his natural life and to his heirs and assigns and do hereby covenant and agree with the Elihu that I have good right to bargain and sell the said Indian woman during her natural life in manner as aforesaid and I will warrant her services accordingly against the lawful claims of all previous whomever and I do hereby declare that I do not know of any sickness or malady of the body attending the said Indian woman. Witness my seal this 13th day—Stockbridge April 13, 1762 in the presence of Timothy Edwards, Justice of the Peace.8

  


  What was the woman’s life like within the Deane household and subsequently that of Elihu Parsons? There is no record, but this can be said: each of Jude’s roles was consistent and reinforced the other. As a woman she was considered a submissive, as a slave she was considered subservient, and as an Indian her social position, her wants, needs, and talents were considered inferior to the white man’s, for the proper use of the white man.


  Among the inventory of his estate in 1758 was a “negro boy named Titus . . . a negro man named Joseph . . . a negro woman named Sue wife to the said Jo[seph]. . . which slaves were lately the proper goods of said Jonathan Edwards.”9


  Perhaps the fifty or so slaves on the Schuyler estate were expected, but the Deane, Parsons, and Edwards households were middle-class establishments in New England. Titus, Joseph, and Sue were the property of a minister, a man considered to be “the great divine” Jonathan Edwards. His will was executed by his son Timothy Edwards and the slaves were sold for twenty-three pounds “in the open market.”10


  Edwards’s slave ownership was neither short-lived nor occasional, nor was it done with a guilty conscience. He owned slaves for at least a quarter of a century and defended the practice in a letter as follows:


  
    If they continue to cry out against those who keep Negro slaves, let them also fully and thoroughly vindicate themselves and their own practice in partaking of Negro slavery or confess that there is no hurt in partaking in it. Let them own that their objections are not conscientious.11

  


  Samuel Lane married Mary James on Christmas Eve 1741. He had raised a house in Stratham, New Hampshire, the previous spring in anticipation, and shortly after the New Year, he wrote: “To my great joy and satisfaction got comfortably settled in my own home with an agreeable wife.”12


  The house was twenty-six feet by twenty-nine feet with two chimneys, a great room, and a staircase to the chambers (bedrooms) above. In addition, one room on the ground floor was used as Lane’s tanning shop. Compared to a regulation house, Lane’s home was grand. Compared to the Schuyler estate, it was merely adequate.


  Through his tanning business and by serving as a surveyor, Lane had achieved middle-class comfort. Certainly he was satisfied with his economic position as he felt able to acquire a luxury. He wrote: “Having now got something beforehand [saved] I spoke for [ordered] the clock.”13 His pride comes off the page more than 250 years later: owning a clock was a sign of achievement. Its presence in his home testified to his position in the community.


  He and Mary had eight children, five daughters. As each daughter married, she was provided with basic household goods. At times these items were purchased; otherwise they were taken from the Lane household stores. Lane’s record keeping describes the daughter’s bridal portion; each list was simply titled: “An account of the things I give to my daughter [name] toward her portion.”14


  Lane’s lists help us understand how eighteenth-century middle-class households were equipped. Each daughter received two bedsteads. Each bedstead was supplied with cords, a bed, a bolster, and two pillows. The superior of the two beds had higher-quality ticking and more feathers of better quality. We know because Lane was very precise. For example, one bed is described as “made up of 9 yards of fabric valued as sixty-five shillings and 3½ yards more priced at fifty-five shillings . . . filled with forty-two pounds of choice feathers. Pillows have thirty two pounds of feathers.”15


  Each bed was supplied with “bed curtains.”16 Of equal importance, each daughter received a brass warming pan to
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