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IN pursuing this very interesting inquiry as to the direct ancestry of pe

the Hon. John Hart, the Signer, our attention was first called to a book F s

recording the descendants of Deacon Stephen Hart, of Farmington, Conn, fu
It is therein stated that he, with his supposed brother, Edmund Hart,

arrived at Massachusetts Bay about 1632, and located at Cambridge and in

Dorchester.  Nothing further is said of the brother’s descendants, who { al

doubtless settled in New England or thereabouts, possibly in Weymouth, : ir

Mass. Nor have we been able to conclusively prove that any of them was w

the ancestor of our line, though indications do certainly point in that W

11

* Nore.—This picture of John Hart is a reproduction of the one in the well- W

known collection of Dr. Thomas A. Emmet of New York city. While for years such ' 0

a picture was not supposed to exist, it is sufficient to say that this authority is good I

groof of its authenticity. *‘ Mr. Charles Pascal of Philadelphia, who, during his :

life, was probably the best informed on the John Hart line, accepted his picture a5 ‘
a_llthentlc, fmd was quite positive on the subject, on account of inherited similarity of

lll_cenes's existing among living descendants.,” ‘¢ The picture corresponds geperal]y r

Wltl:l pictures foun-d in various branches of the family in several States, said pictures C

having been cherished for many years and accepted without question as correct like= :

nesses of John IHart,”

b
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of the Hon. John Hart, of Ifopewelz, N.J :
might qubicklgf bftthdete_rr;lined but for th
<ure that but for the misfortunes befall;
s:,l;?j ancient town of Flushing, L. I.El?egcltcl?:ssarlg records
house of John Vanderbilt, October, 1789, due tg h_EStro'yed
tion to this problem would have been offered uys. De;isld&_ves,
A _upon the Colonial Records 9f New York State and such ofInE,
 ords as may be found, for information, we learn byt littl the
“and its people, though the fact that an Edward Hart g e of
the former, as 2 re51d§nt th:erelp, causes us to feel that that ;2:1111_
lace from which our investigations should begin. The firs; WY
e him is January 17, 1648, when it appears that Edward Hart ]ohrel
AT ® end, Thomas Styles, John I:awrence, and John Hicks were sum-
ned to appear before Governor Stuyvesant and Council, on January 23
e principal Pe.rsons.who resisted the Dutch mode of choosing a sheriff
® « pretending it is against the adopted course of the fatherland, and who
 refuse to contribute t’helr share of the maintenance of the Christian pious
B e minister.’ .In 1957, a_certain Henry Townsend being con-
 demned for calling a Friends’ meeting, a lﬁ:tter of remonstrance was drawn
up by the people of Flushing ar!d _]ammca,.and signed with others bjr
Fdward Hart, Town _Cl;rk. It is not certain that Edward Hart, who
doubtless prepared this interesting paper, was one of that sect, since his
‘arguments, based upon the large and liberal ground of Christian liberty
fortified by Scripture, do not prove any other interest than that of a large-
hearted Christian citizen, who, as a public servant, would plead the liberty

PE. rightly belonging to each and all, The many names attached testify to
OF the intense feeling of the community regarding it, and perhaps explain
: why, as a protest, the New York government should arrest and imprison
the rebellious official, and release him only when the people exhibited
signs of real penitence. Edward Iart secured his freedom through the
activity of his neighbors, who pleaded that his large family was suffering

in consequence of his confinement.

To us the vital question at the moment is as to the members of his
family, and it is here we most deeply regret the lack of those town records.
Nor can we say what relation the other Edward Hart, who also signs this
of petition, might have been to the Town Clerk. Indications would have
ok us think a son, but fail even then to connect him directly with this the

. fully proved line, though but the bounds of a township separated them.
Tt, ~ Our first John Hart lived in Newtown, L. L., which borders on Flush-
nd ing. Where he came from is not determined. He was an original settler
1;0 - anda large land-owner in a region called Maspeth Kills—a territory reach-
Pt . -':'_mig_dOWn to a creek that bounded the town on one side, and containing,
B With much good meadow, salt marshes, an island, and low land. His
g ill, recorded in the New York Probate Office (Vol. L., p. 153). and proved

N 1671, names the children, with the exception of the eldest son (']ohn),
‘baving already received his portion, is given one shilling: & Lotk

—Samuel, William of Menticock (Matinicock, near Qyster BahY’
an old Friends’ settlement), Sarah, and Susan—Wwas given the

ch information is gleaned of the Newtown Harts from the o}lld :g:g
nd deeds at Jamaica, and from an old book found :wuhlv; fch o
wtown., Our knowledge of John Hart (151) begins USRS

Selitad ; d James Way
SRS i, dlic A0 i isedf iy vhen e 24

e lack of fecords,

P - e




S

- the meadow land at Maspeth Kills, whi
between Bushwick and Newtown. b Eh
~ Of his son John, July 1, 1678 : ““ Land laid out for Jot s
father’s right, ten acres Or thereabouts, on the east siq ohn Ha?rt‘@h“f'
roughs’ land.” e of Joseph %
~ Of his son William, August, 1679 : William Hart, of _ B“ﬁ
.., o the North Riding c_Jf Yorksheer in America 5elf (¢ Memih‘eﬁﬁ“
John Hart of Newtown, in the West Riding ol sktg “ wa.EhI:;_
land formerly my father’s, John Hart Oée(s:hfel. ShE L."Ir‘;

ad beep i,

Records, Vol. [ p: 200.) (Newtq@;

Of his son §amuel, Octqber 1, 1679, John Hart sells ¢ .

of Maspeth Kills, land with building which belonaedotThomas il
=] Q &«

ohn Hart deceased ; and made over by bi L &
'II)rother Samuel Harte, who was adminis}trat‘)c]cﬂ ;)Of sale to Casayb;atl,fr
My brother William or my sister or other children ofm,y father, | y
my father, dec.” ye said John e
A little more light is thrown upon th : :
Harts, as we note that in ————, 1284, Jz}?r?ssﬁziltm;?ind famil)’ of the
pf Newtown, sell part of an island formerly called Smj h_’IOSeph Sachet
in bounds (_)f Net.vtown, and bounded by the creek whinh s 0 I)’ingl
and Bushwick ; it being Hart’s estate of i11}1~~3ritar1c,=eC s Ne""lﬂwn
January 5, 1690, John Hart and Mary his wife, of Ne. Also, that on
sell land at Ouldfield’s Neck (near Oyster Bav), In Wtown, carpentey
John Hart sells a certain tract or neck of land a.t southI 793 We find tha’t
Queens County, called Massipdaque Neck, or more COi Oyster Bay, ip
by the name of Fort Neck. It was formerly property Or?monly_ known
Townsend, 1696. It is very evident that the above tl‘:inszc!g;pstam Johin
are thoge

of John Hart (zd), who by t :
; rade was a carpenter
) S G , and whose wj :
ife wag

Mary. We also find that
: 2 on June 24, 1701, land w i
¢ 4 ; o1, ras |
H?rt, of Newtow'n; in two lots, one of :(:imunine acre s Jetn
thlrj:ercll acres. (Town Book, p. 128.) :  and et
nd at another time sixteen acres
Xt acres and a half wer i
‘Heart, of Newtown, near Philip Ketcham's land (p 1f9)]ald£]l;t t? ];hn
- 129). of these

pieces were recorded in May, 1705, at tl
) 035, at the request of

. 5 . ; 1705, at Juest of John He
tg yce a?ove named John Heart). Evidently John Hart (3d) nart, el
onfuse us in our search ; but a distinction has b : I o
us;, as we note on p. 33, Town Book, that -11 Ay ]‘ cen well m
00k, thatl o ril 27, 1704, John Hart
% o

y ma 3 N 3y S S by 4 € e 5 p
o Ph ]p I{EtCha[n, 1T be]”g h|3 csiate I]!](‘IllanCe. And agalll, I\Ta?
I l h i .t -~ : ; ‘ . . V ’i
3 I 704 onn Hal Of Ne\vt(]\\' A V€ irlall ‘36”“3 Q ‘ 1 Ilalll \ est 0
3 ) ) y 3 ne-

half acre of | i '
! and, with house, barn. and barr : : ]
il eibaince. s , barn, and barrack, it being his estatetof
If, as we have ri '
- e rightly assumed, thi hn [
BE Tohn ’ , this John Hart, the yeoman, wasthe
J Hart, the carpenter, the year 1704 At not)eworth)” one in st?l?e

family, with i
y 1S numerous recor ; :

L ded transactions :
appeared to be the sale of the old | Insactions, among them being what
to assume that John th e 1omestead estate. Nor is it necessary
very well understand th e carpenter was at this time deceased. We can

that those were busy years with one whose trade was

much in
demand. Carefully must he have planned the care of his house:

hold, and the dj
G, e difficult task of successful removal to a new country. When

his son Joh

v i n .

farm at {“Iewttl;:?l b:;gme of sufficient age to attend to the duties of the
: care for the younger children, John the carpenter
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 the Hon. Jokn Harl, of Hopewell, N J. 173

ome in the

d to prepare that new and more attractive h
What we have seen recorded here upon the Newtown
act, as it were, since after this date the Harts disappear
e follow them to Jersey, let us record what we find at New..
ate 170I. :
uest tZ the inhabitants of Newtown to hang gates to the
4. with many others, by Raulph Heart, John Coe, John Heart
s Robert Field, Nathaniel Field, John Hunt, Josiah Furman’
Moore, Joseph Sachett, Joseph Sackett, Jr. Since we shall have
refer to this name of Raulph or Ralph Hart at Hopewell, as
o John, and by it have been assisted in identilying the line, it jg
Jrtant to note it here. It is the only mention of Ralph to be found
-1l the Newtown records. The other names are quite familiar in the
search. . :
t just what time the 'mhabrtanlg. of Newtown and surrounding parts
made acquainted with the fertile lands of WeSF ]_ersey, it is difficult
ctermine. That they had for years been much irritated by the sever-
of the Dutch in New York. is readily understood and appreciated, and
onsequence an opportunity for larger and more favorable religious
ties was naturally sough_t for. The people h_efe_, coming in from the
ward, had located at a time when, under the jurisdiction of Connecti-
i, the New England ideas accorded them more sympathy and encour-
.ment in their religious views. But, later, Newtown, Flushing, and
amaica became border lines much in dispute between the Duich and
inelish control, till those poor Englishmen who dared to locate so very
the reach of Dutch influence were sure to feel what to them was the
nd of oppression. While it was the Dutch Reformed Church that pre-
ailed about New York, the inhabitants of Newtown were largely Presby-
erian, amidst some hardship bravely persisting in the organization of a
parish that still stands as a monument to their zeal. At that time there
vere lines of communication between New York and Philadelphia and
he several localities in Jersey. Not only the constant movements of
onaries and travelling preachers, but the fresh arrival of new settlers
England, kept constantly in their minds the undeveloped territory
Under such circumstances, therefore, our ancestors were
estive, and in view of the greater inducements offered in those rich and
ile fields, hardly to be compared with their present choice, a change
uickly accomplished.
he Rev. Dr. Hale, some years ago pastor at Hopewell, N. J., in a
written and published in the History of the Presbyterian Church of
ica, says: “ Hopewell was settled about the year 1700, principally by
ants from Long Island. These emigrants were founders of the First
rian Church of Hopewell, which formed part of the old congrega-
idenhead (Lawrence) and Hopewell.” In this connection we
d also quote from the History of the Presbyterian Church of Newtown,
‘Rev. J. P. Knox, Rev. Samuel Pinney was pastor between the
and 1744. ‘“‘During his ministry, in 1715, he, with his
received into the Presbytery of Philadelphia ™ (the first
organized in this country, and at the time in its infancy).
S Was an immature Presbyterian Church, but now entered the
omination,” :
y indicates how close was the association of Newtown with
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| ;;hzcés#}’ of the Hon. John Hart, of Hopewell, ) y i

~ the territory toward Philadelphia, and how readily access waq

desirable a s
us note that
town, 1673, and S
property at Hopew

loh Hunt of Jamaica, 1688 Theophi . Hopewe 2
Ra Pamuel HuI{t, named in the fOIFOWli?,ingigps of B%I
ell, were all, about the year 1692, i;habit of ch“l'cﬁ_ :
S rownship, that bordered Hopewell and Lawrence Ogntths of Not.

How instrumental these men may have been in 'the settlement ofe};somh‘

township must be left to conjecture. The earliest records of thl € ney

well country appear in conpectlon \\'lt.h the deeding of the Chureh Ope-
erty at Lawrenceville (Maidenhead) in 1698, as noted op . SC prop.
fory of Burlinglon and Mercer Counties. It must have beep 5044’ His.
before this that the first settlers located thc?rg, and at the earljeg, (;ne time
nity proviided themcslelvfc?st;:'lthstretI;g;)c;l;i'ngleggg. * Pporty.

he first record o e ota 1 upon this subj a

Lib;[; A. A. A. of Deeds, office of Secretary of State a??:eftofg“nd in
August 26, 1(7103, w}l:ergin it Sta}:eat}]la; tI}jIe grant 1(\}{ Hopewell to’wg:}tﬁd
was confirmed at the house ol Kkalp unt, in Maiden :

To this is signed some thirty or more names, ‘‘that heardhriicgl :}?\:"Slu ;
ment between Dr. Daniel Cox, Esqg., and Thomas Revell, ip behagree-
the purchasers of the land within Maidenhead and Hopeweh A aalf (:[
Most of the names found on the above-mentioned deed of church l.gre:e._
reappear here, with others in addition, among them being the Ea?lperty
John Hart. Now, without going into detail, it may be said that e;e of
it be accepted as a fact that the large majority of these settlers Ca;ne fCl’:pt
Newtown and neighboring townships, it is a remarkable fact hoy rom
these names agree witl; narges of }t]hose localities. After a carefy] inv:’sﬂl

ation we have been forced to the conclusion, therefore 3
%—Iart herein mentioned was the John Hart of Newtown w};ot};]aats ;he g:hg
before, with Mary, his wife, as a carpenter, and whose services m&)sli h::,
been much in demand in this new and growing territory, wherein so mane
of his friends and neighbors were happily interested. The more is thi};
view confirmed ?.SN\IVE: find in the old Town Book of Maidenhead that ata
town-meeting of Maidenhead, called January, 1712, for the ¢ :
of a county in the upper part of the province fabove ASSinpir?lim:ggntg
subscribe,” John Hart, Jr., subscribed fifteen shillings; while i’n Liber
C P Dee)dS’ e readi that on *‘February 17, 1710 (thoughmot
signed till 1713), at Burlington, John Hart of Hopewell, County of Burling-
ton, yeoman, being in the great meadow be 1-.\-1:gi}:g to L\Iaiden}}lead. sel]l:tgo
G. Cooke for £200, one hundred and seventy acres of land in Maiden-
head, which was John Hart’s absolute estate of inheritance.” Showing
that John Hart the yeoman inherited property there even as early as 1713,
and that even as late as 1712 he had signed himself as John Hart, Jr.
~ Under the circumstances of those early and crude beginnings, in a new
country, afar from their county seat, with no Trenton (but six miles away)
Ln existence, and a form of government hardly established, it is not to
pfef:li’;gtig that tl}e records of the period should be in any sense com:
must attribl?t prt(l)n0 SIWe f o need readily found SN fac g
knowledge ofean e loss of the will of John Hart tk}e carpenter, and all
ot o estate that must have been of considerable value. Our

on is that Ralph Hunt and Theophilus Phillips had much to do

ter wen i : : i
_. t there some time before his family, to prepare the way, leaving his
- New York Genealogical and Biographical Record, Vol. 26 ( 1895), pages 170-177

ettlement. And ere we turn to the records of HfO“-“d tﬂﬁ? '

- with the settlement of the Hopewell region ; that John Hart the carpen=
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of the Hon. jJohn Harl, of Hopewell, N o
with Ralph, both old enough now to
the time of removal, probabg]y about f;;if:;éh’e farm at
an, aided much in the settlement of affairs theresé ]dOhn’
7 the family to the new settlement, wherein his abilit“ the
well displayed, and where the other children still in nzegs af
rsight grew to manhood. 0
what date John the carpenter died we cannot say. Oy Ay
12 [ There might have been special meaning aa;lg
n in the naming of Edward Hart’s child “ John " at the bab =l
enhead, December 21, 1713. In the absence of other progf “"2
to believe that Edward, as well as Ralph (both old eHougR oS
), should, upon the birth of a son so near the time of the death of
r honored father, have given him the old fgmlly ancestral name, It
a day possibly long-sought-for by those pioneers with no settled pas-
and when the Rev. Jedediah Andrews, the pastor of the First Pres-
n Church in Philadelphia, came to preach to them, they presented

:lihildl‘e“ to the Lord : Baptized December 21, 1713,

i Theophilus Phillips, Anna, Philip, Richard, Abigail, and El;

e i‘-lgrl:een o Philip Phillips (Maidenhead). ; o i
i " David, son of Robert Lanning.

o Richard, son of Richard Lanning.

B Richard Scudder, at Hopewell.

t Ralph Hunt, son of Ralph (Maidenhead).

\ John, son of Edward Hart (Maidenhead).

] Abigalil, daughter of Ralph Hart (Maidenhead).

S ~ Now, in all this, we are contending for what in all previously prepared
] papers and histories has never been presented, and are even obliged to
[_ dispute an old Bible record, which has to former historians had more
: weight than any evidence found. In a long and difficult search, extend-

ing over a period of several months, in which all possible clews to Hart
had been followed, letters from eminent genealogists and local historians
have either assured us of the utter impossibility of solving the problem
* other than as left, or of complete reliance upon what had already been
~ published of John Hart's ancestry, till it would seem as though no case
ever appeared more hopeless. It, however, properly belongs to the persist-
ency of one of John Hart’s descendants to have pressed the issue to the
-';Verée_nd, to whom likewise the public is indebted for these happy results.
" Rev. Dr. Cooley, in his Genealogy of the Early Setilers of Ewing and
nlon, a valuable book, the manuscript of which, prepared largely by
f was after his death taken in hand by his son, Professor William
oley of Philadelphia, and finally, upon his decease, completed and
, in 1883, by the granddaughter of Dr. Cooley, Miss Hannah L.
states: ““ John and Joseph Hart came to Hopewell township
beginning of the eighteenth century, as the name of John is
‘an agreement dated August 26, 1703. They are believed to be
s, from the fact that they came together, purchased farms adjoin-
ch other, and, above all, from the striking resemblance that their
ts bear to each other even to the fourth and fifth generation.

and Joseph Hart were brothers is evident. That they came
y also be true. The really important statement in dispute 1s
, s is said further on in the book, the descendants of John

281l High i el g ARl were called «White Harls,™




‘with Ralph, both old enough now to car

\t the time of removal, probably about 17oif:;ct1h'§fainiaat
yeoman, aided much in the settlement of affairs there a:ndotl!:,
the family to the new settlement, wherein his abiliy 5 x
was well displayed, and where the other children still in neeq cf
oversight grew to manhood. .
st what date John the carpenter died we cannot 7. SO gy
BT e 1o Tocrc Might have been special meaning and
ion in the naming of Edward Hart's child ““ John  at the baptism
enhead, December 21, 1713.  In the absence of other proof we
iy to believe that Edward, as well as Ralph (both old enough now
Jry), should, upon the birth of a son so near the time of the death of
e honored father, have given him the old family ancestra] name, ]t

']

< 2 day possibly Iong-soughl_;—for by those pioneers with no settle -
ed f :nd izl?en the Rev. Jedediah Andrews, the pastor of the Firstd P‘iii_
lip "-'By-t-’eri-an Church in Philadelphia, came to preach to them, they presented
D. these children to the Lord : Baptized December 21, 1713,
o " Theophilus Phillips, Anna, Philip, Rlchard, Abigail, and Elizabeth
of ~ children of Philip Phillips (Maidenhead). :
T " David, son of Robert Lanning.
ty Richard, son of Richard Lanning.
of Richard Scudder, at Hopewell.
pt Ralph Hunt, son of Ralph (Maidenhead).
m John, son of Edward Hart (Maidenhead).
11 Abigail, daughter-of Ralph Hart (Maidenhead).
i~ Now, in all this, we are contending for what in all previously prepared
n : . papers and histories has never been presented, and are even obliged to
d S dispute an old Bible record, which has to former historians had more
e - weight than any evidence found. In a long and difficult search, extend-
y w ing over a period of several months, in which all possible clews to Hart
s " had been followed, letters from eminent genealogists and local historians
a have either assured us of the utter impossibility of solving the problem
g other than as left, or of complete reliance upon what had already been
0 published of John Hart’s ancestry, till it would seem as though no case
E ever appeared more hopeless. It, however, properly belongs to the persist-
t ency of one of John Hart's descendants to have pressed the issue to the
- very end, to whom likewise the public is indebted for these happy results.
) ; Rev. Dr. Cooley, in his Genealogy of the Early Settlers of Ewing and
- - Zrenfon, a valuable book, the manuscript of which, prepared largely by
i - himself, was after his death taken in hand by his son, Professor William
o S. Cooley of Philadelphia, and finally, upon his decease, completed and

rinted, in 1883, by the granddaughter of Dr. Cooley, Miss Hannah L.
oley, states : ‘‘ John and Joseph Hart came to Hopewell township
r the beginning of the eighteenth century, as the name of John is
ned to an agreement dated August 26, 1703. They are believed to be
thers, from the fact that they came together, purchased farms adjoin-
€ach other, and, above all, from the striking resemblance that their
dants bear to each other even to the fourth and fifth generation.

and Joseph Hart were brothers is evident. That they came
nay also be true. The really important statement in dispute 1
use, as is said further on in the book, the descendants of John

s d % & . "
ph Hart had light hair and eyes, and were called “ White Harts,
%nd Biographical Record, Vol. 26 ( 1895), pages 170-177
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 Ancestry of the Hon. fohn Harl, o Hopm-ezz, le._a
E and the descendants of Ralph and Edward Hart had

d 5
therefore they probably were not of the same ark or black

zni ?ue%cient refutation of this to refer to the wil] ;fnﬁ?ttﬁl line, Ral
proved March 5, 1742, and on file at Trenton, Liber 0 glP.l Ha
mention is made of the wife, Elizabeth, and of the childréna L
Moses, Anne, and Elizabeth ; and names as executors, <y phfa‘im; 3 i
Joseph Hart and John Hart, son of my brother Edward Hart y brﬂtheﬁ J
Evidently, therefore, the John Hart mentioned by Dy, C.ool : No
brother Joseph, and also brothers Nathaniel and Edwarg E)[(had.a e
again to Dr. Cooley, p. 100, we read : ““ Major Ralph Harg yae  i0E nt
the earliest settlers of Hopewell, and is believed to have Come ;};as One of upoin ;
ington, Conn., preceding his brother, Captain Edward, a fey eom Ston. ";’le i
purchased a laril adjoinin.gl;l the Léwrence Iin]e, on the road 1ead?1:§' o :v: reas
Ewingville to Lawrenceville.” Consequently another .o Irom . AT
addedg to those above mentioned, and we have an inte?ésottizir G'S to be } > ::rt
sons, all located in the same territory, without a yisible ances?orbl;ocu { zaPrI: g
ing to Dr. Cooley—a point that may well be disputed, in viey Fiy ! advant
disclosures. By the evidence already presented these two linw of our i o
so-called Black and White Harts are united. There is sti]] to E‘Z Ohf the .» e
the e‘;idenf“:elllhai"tt::mn]d make John Hart, the carpenter of Newtm:n 0312 self af
ancestor of all o . ’ elatior
I’n the absenqe of all records.bear_ing upon that early period of Hope.- | :he SCC
well’s common life, our success in this would be most problematical by Co!
for the fact that we have found by close examination that the fa record
Ralph, Edward, and John, and Nathaniel also, were all in the Sam;ms o .'j' John,
eral locality. The Hislory of Burlinglon and Mercer Counties statesgtin- } a rule,
“‘John Hart’s farm was on the west side of Rogers road leadin i 3 ington
Tre.nton from Hopewell.” Presuming this to be the first Jo,hn Hartg ._:,g compls
again note the fact that John E{a_r‘t, 01s son, in 1713 disposes of,one ! that Bi
hundred and seventy acres to G. Cooke, and the land is described a il
located in the great meadow belonging to Maidenhead—a section o? i el
country quite well defined as being between Lawrenceville and Trenton : ervatic
with the Rogers road on the right and north. A more recent investiga. Newto
_ ) _ very road leading from Lawrenceville to I Lo
Trent(_m, and, what is more interesting still, the Temple farm, whereon E‘,aster_
now lives the last surviving member of the Temple family, into which g
Sarah Hart, Lhe.d_a.ughter of Edward, married, is in the neighborhood bl
of where the original John Hart propertv as above stood. Aged Miss h :
Temple, ]wmg: on the old farm, states that she had heard her deceased
bhrother, Jesse Temple, say that eight acres of Edward Hart's farm was
;—I:?t atgiréiof the Temple estate, and, more interesting still, that John s
e ,on theg;m:r, wa(s: born in a housg that stood near a spring do_wn the
LT t?lrm}:.) honsequently, while not, to be sure, conclusive, yet
e t:h rot el;'s are found located S0 near together accor(.:ls. well 3.
E at John Hart the carpenter’s estate was thus divided,
o7 ring in _the original farm.
foundi attach herewith names and dates of such of the brothers’ wills a .

Nat%apiel Hart of Hopewell. Will proved March s, 1742. Wiley |
llzabetb ; children, Ephraim, Moses, Anne, Elizabeth—the threé
latter children were minors at the time. : :

g
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flﬁe Hon. ]akn Han‘, qf'_%pewezf, Mj: L

of Trenton To;{vr;sl;)ip.B Will proved Ay
children, Ralph, Benjamin, Samuel, Jos; :
nter), Sarah (Akers), Mercy (Tindal), Marthgo(sg;:tlliunagy
h (Jones), Abigail (Lanning). &)
irt of Hopewell.  Will proved March 7, Vree  aWaE
. children, John, Richard, Mary, Elizabeth, Joxuna,
d of any will of Joseph'or Edward Hart has been foun.d
be proper to state h.ere that while all authoritjes tou;:hin
ubject seem to have relied large;ly upon Dr. Cooley’s recordsg
sense conflict with what he has written as the well-proved facts of
- Unfortunately, he did not live to complete his work. nor have
{0 believe but that, had he been able to follow all the clewe
nind, he would have succeeded in solving many of the problems which
- in his work as “ probable.” It may rightly be said that no one
complete the genea.logical manuscripts of another without great dis-
ges, among which must be named that of the impossibility of
ng of those many clews carried in the mind, because not sufficiently B
ed for any record. In regard to the Harts, Dr. Cooley has not him-
affirmed positively as to th'eir origin, nor even as to their early
relationship ; so that what questions he failed to solve now come within
 the scope of our research. :
‘Considerable prominence has been given by some to an old Bible
d in the family, wherein it states that Edward Hart, the father of
ohn, came from Stonington, Conn. While such testimony does not, as
le, admit of question, still it may be said, first, that nothing at Ston-
ngton reveals any clew to the Harts, even though the records are quite
omplete ; second, according to the statement of one who has examined
at Bible record, the note as to Stonington origin was the insertion of a
er hand than penned the family record. When and by whom written
nnot be determined, but evidently it was a tradition recorded for pres- i
ion, and may still be true of the line back beyond the first John, of
lewtown. Some of those early settlers at Hopewell did originally spring
m New England, even as far east as Salem, Mass., and it has been our
npression that there was a connection between the Harts located in f ot
tern Massachusetts and our own lines, even though a diligent search o
ailed to reveal the link. ‘
he established line :
. John Hart’, of Newtown, L. I. :
Children : i. John, ii. William, iii. Samuel, iv. Sarah, v.
Susan. '
- John Hart?, of Newtown, L. I., and Hopewell, N. J., carpenter,
~ married Mary : '
Children : i. John, ii. Ralph, iii, Nathaniel, iv. Edward, v.
Joseph.
dward Hart®, of Hopewell, N. J., married Martha : :
‘Children : i. John, the Signer; ii. Sarah, married Temple
- Burroughs ; iii. Daniel, iv. Martha, v. Edward.
 Hart *, the Signer, married Deborah Scudder ; died 1780
~ Children ; i. Sarah, ii. Jesse, iii. Martha, iv. I\.Tatha'mel, \E
~ John, vi. Susanna, vii. Mary, viii. Abigail, ix. Edward,
X. Scudder, xi. Daniel, xii. Deborah.

.
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