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CHANPIO N.
FIRST AND SECOND LINGS
10 & 11. UARTHA CHAWMPION 835, 1,735

m. THOMAS BELLISON
son of Lawrecnce Ellison and o

She was born about 1641, although where has not been estab-
lished.

She married about 1659, and probably at Hempstead, New York,
to Thomas Ellison, a resident o Hompstead. She was still
living and a resident of that Place in 1698, as listed in
the census for Hempstead taken in that year.

The date of her death ig unknown. She was presumably buried
at Hempstead.

For descendants, see ELLISON, under #834 ang 1,734,

NOTES

The proof of this comnection is taken from The Records - of fhe
lowns of North and Bouth Hempstcad, New York, vole I, po 171; and
the New York Genemlogical and Biographical Record, vol. 45, pages
54 and thosc following.

Martha Champion was the daughter of

11 & 12, THOMAS CHAHPION 1,670, 3,470
m. FRAHCLSH

He was born about 1610, perhaps somewhat later, and perhaps
at Ashford, Kent.

He 1is Provisionally identified as having been the Thomas
Champion who emigrated from Ashford,Kent, and sailed on the
Herculegs of Sandwich for New Bngland, in 1634. After 1655 he
was already a resident of Heupstead, New fork, waen, 29 May
of 1665, he was called the father-in-law of Thomas E11i-

*For a discussion of stotements that she was Franses Jacocks, sac the
noteg following thz “i~rv--" - of Thomas Champion,
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son. In 1658 ne was charged with "G gattes"; was allotted 13%
acres of land as a & "particular 1nhabitant" in the same year.
This land was described 10 April, 1659 as being on ilTrs Coe's
neck, and Champion sold it at the time to Robert Marvin of
Hempstead. He took up also 10 acraes of land elsevihere in Hemp-
stead in 1658 and was 1isted for it in the town records on 29
?gvember of that year. He bought land of Robert Coe, 2 May,
59.

He exchanged land with Thomas Hicks of Flushing, 18 February,

1668/9; both men signed the indenture, showing thab Thomas

Champlon was 1iterate. He had decoased not very long  pefdre

15 February, 1682/3, wnen his widow c0ld land at Rockaway bo

Jonathan Smith junior. The son John Champlon confirmed the

gage on 2 January, 1687/8, the widow having died a short time
efore.

Thomas Champion and hig wife were probably puried at Heunp-
stead. The will 1s referred to (see NOTES following) in the
Town Rocords, but gvidently it has been long sim e lost. His
wife wasg Francas, maiden name nob proved.

Issue?l

1. Marthe, merricd Thomas gllison. Sec page 579-

5, Bareh, born aobout 164k, merried Richard Totten of Hempstcad,New
York, by whom she had et least (TOTTEN)

i. Peler.
and probebly:

) ii. Secpuel.

" %, John, born about 1647 ot Hempstead, NeW York, wes granted land
Yhere 16 Januorys 1672. He is the subjact of coneidaerable dis
cussion in zgg_champion_Genealogl_by Francis Bacon Trowbridge,
(1891), which etatos inoorrectly thet John Champion came  from
England about 1670 with his brother Thomas. srs Trowbridge Wwad
concarnad prinmarily with the conncctiouns of Henry Chaopion of
Connecticut and that pcrtion of his work which dealt with John
and Thonas Chempion Was furnishad by Richard B. Champion of Cam~
den, Hew Jerseys The account is not only incorrect but inc o
plete. Rather more detailed is the account in Sketches of  the

) Firs?t Emigrant‘Settlggg_;E Newton Township, 0ld Gloucester Coun”

Ly, West New Jersey: oy Jobn Clement; and, somewhat abridged,
we quote it here somewhat at length, a8 the book is rare. On
1% May, 1700, Henry Frepklin conveyed to John Chempion, of xHemp”
gtead,; Qusend county, Long Island, a tract of land lying on
the north side of Cooper's creeks ir Weterford (now Nelawars)
township, Camden county, New Jersey, to which place the gaid
John removed (Liber G, presumably of De=da, page 465). This
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tract conteined three hundred and thirty @cres of land; it was
the same a8 that which Henry Franklin hed purchased of Mordeecai

Howell thres years before, and which in that deed is  described

88 belng situated at "Livewell", .... Part of thie estata is
What hes, for many years, been known as the "Barton® farm, and
thereon stood the residence of John Champion, Thie was >  near
where one of the roade crossed Cooper!s creek in going from Bur
lington to Philadelphia, and where travelers had much trouble
in crossing the stream. It is recorded -in one of the minute
nooks of Old Gloucester, that "John Champion makes great. com-
plaint of his great eharge in setting people over Cooper's creek
&t his house; whereon ye Grand Jury propose that in case ye
5aid John (hampion will find sufficient convenience to put peo~
ple over at all seasons, the said Chempion may take for ferri-
age 88 follows: For two persons together; two pence per  head;
for one single person, three pence, and for a man snd horse,
five pence, To which ye bench assents," Mr., Clement thinke that
the coming of John Ghampion from Long Islend to New Jersey may
be accounted for by the marriage of his deughter Elizabath %o
Jaohn Wright, a gon of Richard Wright, who had purchesed lsnd of
Thomas Howell, on Cooper's Creck and settled there. The minutes
of the Gloucester county courts of 1687 show a dispute between
Richard Wright and Thomes Howell about the conveyance of  this
land. The verdict of the jury wae in favor of Wright, The ap-
plication of John Champion for a ferry license is evidence that
he came hither soon after his first purchase; and here he re-—
sided during the remainder of his life. In 1718 he divided hie
landed estate between his sons Robert and Nathaniel, by a line
running from the creek "into the woods" and made cach s daed
bearing the same date (24 April, 1718). He died in 1727, leav—
ing a will dated 11 November, 1717, proved 21 August, 1727 (4r-
chives of New Jersey, lst Seriee, Vol, 23, Vol. 1, Calendar of
Wille; original Libzr 2, page 437, Gloucester Willa). John
Champion married Ssrah Williasme, daughter of Robert and  Barsh
(#ashbournc) Willjams, according to Long Island Gencaloglaes, by
Mary Powcll Bunker, p. 328; she died in 17.8. Issua:
i. Thomas, cldest son, who joinad his fathar in :confipm-
ing the title to lend about 1700. Not traced further.
ii. John; recordead at Hempsteed in the Census of 1698. No
further record; perhaps died youngs
iii. Barah, born probably about 15674 and at Hempotead, New
¥6rk; marricd about 1696 to William Eastland, and re-
moved to Cohansey, Cumberland county, New Jerseys her
husband died in Jemuary, 1714/5, loaving s wife surviv-
ln a
A 2 Mafy, born about 1676 at Hempstead, New York, married
1 September, 1698 at Westbury Friends Maecting, long
Islend to idartin Jervis, son of J&hn Jervis, of Oyster
Bew, Tor 2k ond Cape May, New Jerscye. Issue.
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Y. Elizabath, born at Hempstcad, New York about 1678, snd died in
Glouccster vounty, New Jersey, in 1737; marricd John Wright,son
of Richerd and Constance Wright of Gloucester county. John
iright died in November, 1736, Issuec.

vi. Henneh,

named in the Ocnsus of 1698 at Hewpetead, New York;borm.

there about 1680.

vii. Robert,

born at Hempatcad, New York about 1680; died in 1727;0f

Cepe liay county. On 13 Scptember, 1720, Robert Champlon sold
“his part of the real cstate given to him by his father, to Tob—
igs Halloway, but the latter rcconveyed the same to him on 24
July, 1723 .(Liber A, page 236). At the date of the dced Robert
lived on the property at Cooper's Creck; = Hisr wife . was noy

e party %o the conveyancc. He morried 17 June, 1715 to Mary
i?(Corson) Meyps, widow of Joscph Mayps end daughter of Pe ter

¥ Corson,

After the death of Robert Champion his widow married >,

by a liccnsc dated 19 August, 1728 ‘o Jonathan Belton, as  his

sacond wife. The date of her. death is unknown. Issus, by Robert
Championt ‘

A,

vili, 8 anue 1,

Pt Skt e

Peter, bora about 1716/7, married in 1740 to Hanneh
Thackara, daughter of Benjau in and Mary (Coopsr) Thack-
ars. Afer her death before 1746, he merried 2, in ‘that
vear, Am, daughter of 8imcon Ellis. Poter Chempion died
intecstates and administration was granted to the widow
4nn Chempion of Waterford, New Jereey, 3 Jenuary, 1749.
Subsequently the widow Ann (211is) Champion married 2,
John Btokes and 5, Semucl Murrell in 1761, Issuc of Pe-
ter Champion by his second wife:

a. Joseph, who married Rachel Collins,daughter of

Bamuel and Rosannae (8tokes) Collins.

born at Hempstead, New York about 1688; wes a . _Witness

to th: marriage of his brother Robert. No further record.
ix. Nathaniel, born about 1690/1, at Hempstcad, New York. In 1723

he sold

his lends on Cooper's Creck to James Parrock, who, soon

after the death of Nathsniel Chempion, conveyed the same to hia
widow Mary, She remaincd the owWner thereof during her lifetime
and devised it to Jobn Barton in her wille He marricd in 1716
ot tne Newton, New Jc.scy Friends Meeting to Mary Conbe. She
died in 1772. The wiil of Nathsnicl Champion was dated 19 april,
1748, end ~¥firmed 10 Junea 1748 (Calendar of Wills, iI, p. 90).

Issucy
A,
B.
Ce
D.
E.

5lizabeth, married John Barton.

Nathaniel, married

Sareh.

Benjarin.

Thomas . He was a tailor, and resided in Haddonficld: N.
Js, where some of his descendants were known to the in-
habitants living there in 1876, His will, dated 1 Dccen™
bor, 1765, was filed at Liber 12, page %382. The nard
of hig wifc is reported to have bean Decborah. Issue-
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Z. Phoebe, born about 1694; married 11 Nowember, 1717 at
¢ Newton, New Jersey ionthly Mceting, Gloucoster

county, New Jersay, to Josaph Hinchwman, died in 1731,
gon of John, jr.. and Barsh (Clement) Hinchman.
4, %annih, born about 1650, married John Johnaon -of Hempstead,N.
s EB8UE . " .
5. (a8 we believe) Thomss, grented land in Hempstead, New York,
16 Janusry, }672, died shortly after his presumed marriage to
a daughter of Francis Jecocks of Heupatead, New York; and
whose given name is not found. Possible issuet
ie. Jonathan, of New York éity, who married Frances,maiden
name unknown. They had, baptised in the Dutch Reformed
church in Manhattan:
A« Francis, baptised 7 January, 1682, sponadrs
Jamee Twysfort and Els Kerbet.
And probably: : ‘
B, Frences, who married by a license dated 10
" Oetober, 1703, John Jussell, :

NCTER

The present writer published in The American Genealogiat, vol.
X%, page 43, an outline of some of the conne¢ctions of Thomas
Ohampion, Therein it wgs stated that chronology rendered itmms?
improbable that the present Thomas Champion (senior) married
a daughter of Francis Jecocks of Hempatead. In a footnole S re”
ferring to this a brief aummary of the connections of Francis
Jecocks was given, together with records of this fami ly in
gtraford-on-Avon, Warwickshire, a discovery made, so far ap Wwe
know, by ourselves.

In The American Genealogist, voles XXI, page 215, the late He
0lifford Camplon junior extended the records of this family of
Jecocks in America, using the later varisnt of the name, 1. &
Jacocka. It i slso spellad Jaycox, In this article Mrs Camplon
takes issue with the writaer's opinion that the senior Thomas
Champion could not have married a dasughter of Francis  Jacooks
in the following words:

ihen the town of Hempetead granted Thomas Chempion lamd
on Jenuary 16, 1672/3 additional lands ad jacent to  hie
father, it undoubtedly mean® his Pather~in®law, Francie
Jacocks. His wife was called Joody Champion at an early
period in these town racords, There i& no mention of Tho-

mas Champion, Jrs in these rscords; there was but one
Thomas €nd -hé.®aes dead before February 1%, 168%/3  when
his widow Frances sold land at Rockaway to Jonathan

Smith, Jre (Under the then Inglish Law of Inneritancethe
aldest son inherited all his father's lands if the fath-
or diad witrout & will, but if the father died with B
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will and leaving property not epecifically devised in the
will, the land automatically went to the eldest son,) Con-
sequently, John Chempion as heir at law of Thomes gave his
release confirming seme on January 2, 1687/8; proving that
Prences, the widow, was his mother and Thomas his * father.
Thig confirmation does not prova the widow was deed, al-
though she may have been. Hence, we must conclude thet Tho-
mes Chespion's wife was Freonces daughter of Francis Jacocks
Br,

The rest of iir., Campion's article is devoted to the Jecocks fam
ily, to which the reeder is referred if interested.

Buch opinion as to the ancestry of Frances, wife of Thomas  Champ~
ion, coming from a genealogist of long and seasoned gxperience mer—
ite every consideration; but the reader must be informed that  we
disagree with it categoriecally and point—-blank as being thoroughly
in disaccord with the weight of the evidenca. The disagreement ar-
iges admittedly from differing interpretations of incomplcte avi-
dences; for, werc the latter sufficient, incompatible opinions could
not arise, To assurc that we are not mistaking the question at is-
gue, the following is this writer's understanding of the premisea,
given or implied, in Mr. Cempion's article:

1. That Frencis Jecocks scnior, father of the children bap~
tised in the parish church at Stratford—-on—Avon, Warwickshirc, was

the onc of that name racorded in Hempstecad, New York 20  Februarys
1672/% as the f ather—in—lew of Thomas Champion.

5, That .rancis Jecocks junior is not to be identificd as the
father—in-law of any Thomas Champion, despite the fact that this
Frencis Jecocks is otherwisc not accountad for.

3, That Francis Jecocks Benior had 2 daughter named  Frances,
whose baptismal rccord is not found; and who married the ~sgnlor
Thomes Champion.

L, Thet, as John Cheoupion reccived the Champion property by
primogeniture (sic), and further, as no Thomas Champion junior Was
ever so recorded, there was no such Thomas Champion junior who

could have merricd a dsughter of Francis Jecocka, either the  serr
ior or junior of that. namec.

Before presenting our case, it is conceded that
5, at no time is it possible to determine from eny prasent av-

eilable racord, the exzct age of the Francis Jacocks who first ap-
pears in New Lnglend. ’
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6o No known resord is found of Thomep Chsupion junior,wsare-
in he is designated as such,

i
relates to Francis Jecocks senior. Attention is called to th
Loatnote on pege &4 of The American Genealogist, vol. X¥:

s 8

The first consideration we shall teka up is the chronology as it

Francis Jecocks was the son of a senior Prancis Jecocks (Gee-
cocks, Jacocks, and other variants), who had been a resi-
dent of 8iratford-on—ivon, #arwickehire, England, Francig

genior had the following children baptised at Stratford-on-

4von: Francis junior, baptised January 4, 1617, undoubtedly

the one of that nane who appears in 8tratford, Conneoticut,

in 646 and later in Hempstead, New York; Thomes, “bBaptieed

20 March, 1619, a resident of Hempetead, New York snd bro-

ther—-in-law of Robert Ashman; Hugh, baptiged 2z Adugust,;

1624; ang #illiam, baptised 12 August, 1627, alag of Hemps-

tead, New York. Richard, baptised to Francie arch 18, 1604,
may belong to Francis 8enior or to some other Francia, 1t

Will be observed that Francia Jecooks junior was g contemp-

orary of the first Thomas Champion, It may be possible that

Frances, wife of the latter, was g daughter of the é¢enior

Francis Jecoocks; nevertheless there is o proof that this

wan gver 1eft'Warwickshire. No daughter named Frances ia

found dn the registers of Stratford-on-avon,

4nd in his article jr, Campion adds some entries which wae did
not quote in the foregoing (as we were of the convietion that the
Jecocks family were not of concern in the present premises ):

s«sthe Jacocks burial recordé frém the Btratford*on~Avon..v
Register seem to have been omitted, and are as follews;

June 27, 1518, burisd, Simon fili-
ffrancisei Jecockes

July 27, 1633, buriad, infans
ffrancisci Jeacokes

May 6, 1634, buried, Hugo filius
ffrancisci Jiccokes

This seems to indicate (eays Mr. Campion} that he may haw e
had children who were not baptised in this parish,

In correspendence with the present writer Mr. Campion at one time
challenged the sex of the child baptised as Francis Jjunior in
1617/8. However, there can be no doubt as to the #ex of the child
unless gross error is charged to printed record) as it is speci-
ically éusignated a8 filius (son) in the register, It is not
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contested that Thomas, baptised 20 March, 1619/20, was the one
of that name who later appears on Long Island; this is also trus
for Williem, baptised 12 August, 1627, There wera two other bur-
iale of children of Francis Jecocks which Mr. Campion seenms to
have overlooked: both called infants, one was buried 16 8eptember,
1607, and the other, 27 July, 1623. The burials of infants in 1607,
1623 and 1632 without entries of Christian names indicate - that
these children died before baptism; they may have been stillborn.
Hugh, who lived long ¢nough to be baptiszd, was recorded by his
given name at the time of burial.

These entrics esteblish that

7. The interval between the burial of the infant in 1607,
and the crtimated birth of Simon Jecocks in 1615, shortens the
intervel betwecn register entries of children of this generation
to about cight ycars.

8« The infant (infans)* who was buriesd in 1625 is probably
not Francis Jecocks junior; and the burial entry of 1632 is con—
sidered definitely not to refer to him. It was customary to de-
signate a son who was beyond infancy as filius or puer; and if
approaching manhood, a8 juventis or adulescenbulus, As an infent
of Francis Jecocks was buricd in 16073 &5 a Francis Jecocks had
& child born before 1617 (say 1615), and further as from the in—
tervals between baptisms only one Francis Jecocks is apparently &
record from 1604 to 1632, a premise can be. maintained with  feir
reasonablencss that Richard Jecocks (baptised in 1604/5) was a
brother or half-brother of the later children. It is not even ne-
cessary to postulate two wives for Francis Jecocks, for if he had
his first child when his wife was about sixteen, she would be at
the close of her child-bearing period twenty—cight years . lataer.
Let us now examine thie situation to see what light it sheds on
the age of the man who was father-in-law of Thomas Champion in
1672/%3, sinee the assumption has been wade by Mr., Caapion . that
Francis Jecocks senior was the father—in- law.

If Richard was the eldest child, and born about 1604, we may est—
imate rcasonably that his father was born not much lator than
1885, although if a later date is insisted upon, we can only say

*To esteblish the limitations as to the interprctation of this word, W
quote from Cessecll's Latin Dictionary, revisced by J. R. V. ilarchant, ifi.4.,
and Joseph F. Charlee, B. A,:

Page 731. infant, n. infans, filiolus, filiola.
infancy, n. infantia, ' ‘
sage 058. child, n. filius, filia, liberi (chlld?en). . .
277. infans, ~fantis. A little child. ..infantia: childhood,

224, filiue, =-ii. i, 90N,
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that northern Epglishmen arc not usually so precocious. AT
Richard and ths infant buried in 1607 are held to he children
of another Frencis altogethar (and we do not deny the possibil-

ity) then Simon becomee the eldest probable known son, born
8ay 1615, This would brimg the cetimated date of the birth of
the senior Frencis down not mach later than tan years, gay
1596,.%

Per contre it could be maintaineds and we belicve . more just-
ifiebly, that$ the senior Francis Jecocks wos born .about 1580.
If this was the father—in-lew of Thomas Champion in 1672/3, he
was then approximately ninety-two years of age; a vory ripe
0ld ageo Perhaps a shede too ripe; a2® wa shall sea.

We tale up next the son Francia Jecocks junior, baptised in
1617. In view of the thesis maintained by Mr. Campion, we muat
assume thet he disappcars from record, and is not the Francis
Jococks who appears in Hempsteeds New York, or at any rate is
to be otherwise disposed of in thet nether-nether land of lost
genealogical souls whose cpitaph consistas of the sad  phrasa,
~"no further records" It is necessary now to cxeamine the chrom
ology of the carlier genecratioms of tha Jecocks, Champion and
Ellison familics, to see if Francis Jecocks junior might not
have been, after all, the father—in-law of Thomasl Chempion.In
considoring the poesible dates of birth to be ascribed to the
third generation, let us advert to the Zllison family of Hemp-
stcad, descended of one of the daughters of Thouas and Franccs
Champion. In volume I, pages 197, 211, 212 and 215 of this
work, the present writer has cstablished the recasonable cert~
éinty that Goorge Baldwin aliss Benham was born in 1656. .1t is
also true, from en examination of the recorde, thst wife
wee born about 1660-2. She was Mary Ellisony daughter of Tho~
mas Ellison, and undoubt:dly of his wife Martha Champion, a
point upon which students of genealogy in the Haxmpstead local-
ity have uniformly agreed., If Mary (fllison) Baldwin was  ths
oldest child of Thomas and Martha (Champion) Ellison, end it
is most probable---~her parents were married about 165%/60. On
this basis we eatimate & birth date of 1641 for liartha Champ~
ion, eand consequently @ birth date of about 1615 for her fath~
er Thomas Champion. At the same %iwe we have, fortunately, an
other check, for the foregoing estimates would indicate - Tho-
mas Ellieon was born about 1635. There is evidence to show hat
his brother John Ellison was born in 1625, as on 27 Septembar,

¢Indeed, we could not deny that there were as many different pcremts  of
the name of Francie Jecocks as there were entries of baptisme to-a man of
this name. We assume, however, that the patent nature of this quibbls re-
guires nw further discussion.
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1686, he depossd that he was abomt sixty-two years of ags (Prin-
ted Records of the Towns of North and South Hempstead, New York,
11, page 95). It may pe that both Thormas E.lison and his wife ar-
tha were born at an even earlier date; the dates we have atip—
ulated were given, as a matter of fact, to render a chronology
which would substantiate Mr. Campion's thesis if at all posaible.
However, if liartha (Champion) Illison was born about 1641,it does
not permi% her mother Frances to have been the deughter of a Fran”
cis Jecociks beptised in 1617, unless he wae then a youth of about
twelve or better.. It will be obvious. however, that we are rais-—
ing more issues than we are disposing of, to assume the fore~
going to be the case; and we certainly believe it to be L ubhen-
able that the jinior Francis Jecocks was the grandfather of ihha
chiidren of this Thomas Champion (it should be noted, in this gan”
nection. “hat Mr. Campion does not say that Francis Jecocks  jun~
ior wes the father-in—law).

Therefore, to return again to the consideration that Frances,born
about 1620, wife of Thomas Chempion, born about 1615, wes a daugh
ter of the seniovr Francis Jecocks. The first factor against this
is the lack of uny baptismal record to prove the existence of
such a daughter., To reason from the foregoing (i. e. that there
were other children for whom no baptismal records are found and
whose existence is proved) that the lack of & baptismel record is
not significant, would appear to be au attempt to establish a pos-
itive conclusion from negative premises. Such conclusions are, of
course, subject to challenge,

The next factor which we take up is the statement in Mr. Camp—
ion's article (page 215) to the following effect:

¥hen the towa of Hempetcad granted Thomas Chawmpion on 16
Jamary, 1672/% edditional iunds adjacent to his father,itd
undoubtedly meant his fathers iy g, Francis Jacocks.

In corrcspondence Wil ir. Campion during October, 1944, the pre-
gent writer was inforo.. of further interpretations of record
made by the Former in support of his thesis. He wrote that

wse» you entirely overlook the fact that the description

of the land granted by Francis (sic) Champion was idenbie

2l with the land that was granted by Francis Jacocks to

his son—in—law Thomas Champion, and that the adjoining oW
ers of the land granted by the town to Thomas Champion, rext
to his father, werc the same owners that were adjacent to

the land Fraaeis Jacocks granted to his son-in—law,  thus

supporting my statewent that he was his father-in—law imr

gtead of nis fathar. In thesc grants by the town it doas

b ORI PRI B o T e aen
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© If ge unfergtend Mr. Campian corvectlys theaz stetements cmbrace

the €allawing meanings:

* 10« Franeis Jecacks held land at the south side of proper—
Uy owned by John Cerman, characterized by the latker as - - his
Tl laone.

. 1ls When the town granted land to Thowas Champion next to
hie "father", 16 Jonuary, 1572/3, it was at the south side of
John Cermen's "Toilscnme®. o

12, When Franeis Jcecocks sold the land he held at the
@outh side of John Carmen's "Toilsome" to his son~in~law %Thonas
Champions 20 February, 1672/3, the reserd inplicd that the "fath-
er" mentioned in the grant by the town was Franeis Jecotks, not
Thomes Ghempion. We quote from the printed Town Regecords to worc
fully illustrute the point:

Yol, i’ P 290&
| (16 Jenuary, 1672/3)

sspe AL the seame townd meting wes given to thomas Cheampin
8 pese of land Joyneing to his fathers feld at the south
8id of John Cermans tilsowm the Land Centaining three or
four akers, : : '

Ibidum, page 29L.

Hempsted Febreuary +20: 1672-3 Thesc presence Witnis that
I Franse Jccoeks of Hempsted upon long Island in the North
Riding of New Yourcksherc heave erd do by these | rprenonce
Give to my sone In-law Thomas Chempin of Hempsted &  pecc
of land lying on %thc south sid of John Carmans toyleum the
Land containing two or threc cak:rs .morc or less I the a-
bovenanid frances Jeacockds have and do frely Jdive 1t to my
sonc in lew thomas Chempin

'Nathanic 1. arsall
' Ularck

Mr. Campion's interpretation may he corrcct. However, if thera
were two Thomes Champions, father emd son, there are other pos-
gible interpretations, Ther: is nothing to show that the Thomas
Champion whom we shall cell senior (assuming that there was asm
of the same name) cver had property on the south side of John
Carman's Toilsome, There is nothing on the other hand %o show
that he didn't, ond i+ he did, the word "father® in the town
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greant quotcd above could be interpreted either way (as father or
as father-in-law) and at this latc date it is difficult to under-—
atand how any definite conclusion can be drawn af to which mey
be meant. Indeed, some implicetion is to be found that the town
fathere were being quite accurete, for John Chempion was  given

lend by the town et the same time that this Thomge Champion ro~
caived it :

Ibidum, page 289,

... A4t the scame townd Meting wae glven 1o John Chempin &
home Lot Ether by John Jonsons or Eis by Bamucl Emorye and

privilig to kepe half a dusen Cattcll on the Commons in the
Buner

The two entrice relating to John amd Thomes Champion are oonse-
cutive, and the phrascology of the cniries is not so_oonatructed
as to lecad this writer to belicve that the son (Johnz) was ment~
joned first and then the father (Thomasl)s The impression given
to us is that Thomas Champion had two sons John and Thomas jun~
ior, and thot they were rcceiving land grants from the town for
%heir gemeration. In further gupport of the foragoing, there io
the fact that John Johnson, husband of Hanneh Champion and don—
in-law of the first Thomsze Champion, also reccived a grant of
land ab the some time (16 Jenuarys 1672/3). 1t would scem rcasom
able clso that the town grantors would not trouble %o character—
igze the father and son relationship mora apecifically if the two
men in question bore the same naue, wherefore the refercnece ‘o
the father would certainly not be ambiguous, nor would the town
clerk be, by implication, a8 carcless es he is considercd tohsve
been. However, it is recognized that this viewpoint is purely .&
matter of opinion; at the same time it muat be stressed forcibly
thet the foregoing circumstances do not prove that Thomes Champ—
fon junior did not exist.

However, let us sgain for the moment give Mre. Campion's  thesis
the benefit of the doubt, eand assume that Francis Jecocks is the
ffather® in both instances, znd of the senior Thomas Champion.We
are then confronted with the spectecle of 2 gentleman getting on
in years, independently appearing at Stratford, Connecticut when
he was about seventy; who perambulated to Hempstead, New York a~
bout 1663 { he first appeers in the calves! list for 25 May »
1663) and who was in 1672 reasonably at/least minety yeors of
cge if not older. He wes a pretty tough old gentleman, this immi-~
gront who would be, presumebly, this writer's ancestor; in fact
me would be proud to descend of him, if we only couldl Francis,
if the senior, must have settled all of his finencial . afifaire
with his putative sona Thomas apd Willism in documents complete—



CHAMPION

591
ly lgat to racord, Far it is a fact that this PFrancis Jecocks, sal-
though he could record e grent of land to & somin-lew, in no

case of record was ever moved to do the same for his own sone; and
this circumetance mekes us doubt also thet this was the 9denior

Frencis Jecocks, If Francis Jecocks were junior, and brother of
Thones and Willlem Jecocks~--~and note that this postulate would

account for the long-lost son of that name-——-it would not be ne-

cessary/to expect that these three brothers would manifest  their

relationship to one another in documentary record, But if we  aet

up that this Francis Jecocke is the junior, then he could not reas~
- omably be the grandfather of the children of the first Thomas

Champion.* : .

#e bring Frances Champion's own traneactions in the Records of
the Towns of North end South Hempstead next under acrutiny. After

Thomae Champion died, the widow sold property, which had been that

of her husbend, %o Jonathan Smith, 15 February, 1682/3. The fore-

going instrument wes confirmed by John Chempion (a8 the  presumed

gurviving son of Thomee Champion), 2 January, 1687/8. The entry of

sale is tranecribed twice in the. town records. This land, howevear,

was not that given to Francis Jecocks . at any time of record, and

there is nothing %o show that Frances Chaupion had such land by in-
heritance from Francis Jecocks. We have not found -the implications

in the statement in Mr. Campion's letter to us borne out by the

c¢ircumstances. In no record that we have seen, does Frances Champ~

ion ever manifest that she was related to any of the Jecocks fam-

ily. In the published Records of the Towne of North and South
Hempstead, vol. VIII, pp. 420 and 489, it ie shown that Jonathan

8mith, Rock, had land which had been laid out to the patent right

of William Jacocks, The description of this land does not support

any observation that it was land that Frances Champion had sold to

Jonathan Smith, Other entries (ibldum, vele. VIII, pages 131, 137,

141, 42, 157, 160, 161, 186, 247, 5423 and 491) show nothing dif-

ferent.

I therc was a Thomas Champion, junior,. and he dicd before his
father, on the face of +things that would leav: the only surviving

*Our good fricnd Arthur 6, W#ardwell, who at this writing agrees with he

ease prepared by the present writer, has pointed out that possibly Fran-
ces night have becen the second wife of the Thomas Champion of the pres-

ent generation, If Bo, and if shc was a generation younger than her hus-
band, she may have been after all, daughter of Francis Jjecocks junior.

In this event shae could not have been the mother of the known children
of the first Thomes Champion, which is after all, ocur cesc. ¥We expross

appreciation to Mr. Wardwell for suggestions usad in the preparation of

the foregeing casc. »
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(and perhaps clder) son John to ipherit-the Cnempion property and

to ratify deeds performed by his mother. The fact that John Chanp-

ion would mutomatically inherit if Thomas Champion left no nill

does not prove that no son Thomas ever existed, and in turn  does

not permit the c ompelled comelusion that it was the senior “Thomes

who wag Jecocks' son—-in-law. However, Thomas Cheampion did leave

a will, now c¢vidently los%te In vol. II of the Hempstead Town  Re-

cords as given, page 78, it specifically refers to the grangohiild

Peter Tottens who rccordad lend on 8 April, 1685, which he had re-

ceived according to the provisions of the lest will end teetasment

of his grondfather, Thomas Champion. Thercfore the sequence of pre~-
nises consisting of linece 2 to 12, page 216, vol. XXV of The Amer—

jcan Genealopist eare invalidated on the basis of their own essump-
tions vy this circumstance. We may not know, 83 Thomas Champion's

will is lost, how his property wes davised in hie will.

The question muat be asked, in view of the many issues raised by
Mr. Compion's statemente, what actual evidence is there againstthe
present writer's case? A reconsideration of the statemente made by
ourselves in our article in The American Jeneslogist discloses no
non sequitur of logic, so far as we have been able %o ascertain.
It accounts for Francis Jecocks junior with his brothers; it per-
mits of a satisfying collocation of associations between the Je-
cocks and Champion femilies; and it does not raise the number of
question-begging assumpiions which are necessary if Mr. Campkon's
construction of this genealogy is to be maintained. It must also
be pointed out that the c¢onnections given for Jonathan and Frances

Champion 'on page 583, while hypothetical, fit in nowhere else very
readily.

We reiterate, therefore, that the mother of the children of thiha
Thomas .Champion, including Martha, the wife of Thomas Ellison, was
not daughter of ary Francis Jecocks. Furthermore, we maintain our
construction of the Chempion-Jecocks (Facocks) relationship to be
the most probably correct interpretation of the available evidence.

L A2 L

It becomes our sad duty to record the death of Mr. H. Clifford

Campion in November, 1945, while the foregoing comments Wwere be-

ing prepared for publication. Mr. Campion contributed a consider—

ablc amount of information for the foregoing counections,  before

the illness and accident which led to his untimely death. The r ead-
er should know that, despite the differences of opinion exprzeosed

hercin, the writer admired snd respected Mr. Campion for his many

contributions in the genealogical ficld with which no one could

possibly take issuec.
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A Goady Chompions the wife of the senior Thomas Champion tegtbi-
£icd in a dispute between Cornelius iott, plaintiff, end Timothy
Halstced, defendant, before a €ourt held at Hempstead, New York,

5 January, l675. We quote:

ve»s this deponent testifis that last sumer ehe wes ab tim

othy Hellsteds and shc asked timothys wyf for sume
and she bid her go into the hofcll an gett sume an

f,0baco

she

went and Gott sume. tobaco an when she Cume into the hous &

gaine she asked timothys wife hose tobaco that was an

she

said it was between Cornclus en then an further saith nott

(Town Records, vol} I, page 346)

And in the Town Recofds es given, vol. II, page 95, is recited a

docunent of intercst, dated 27 8eptenber, 1686:

" The testimony of John Ellisson Sc aged sbout 62 yeares this
deponent testifies that at a towna meting about time of ye
Sccond devision of med was to be Laid out Mr Hix Willianm

Jecocke Thomas Champion entrd into a contest about

ve

Right of frences wixes medo et merosk that wee but William

Jecockes and thomas Champion made ye@ ... apeare to
ye Right of franscs wixes medo of merock that was
Right wap nede epecare before ye towne et a generzll
neting before by wrighting that was brought into ye
neting and further 8aith not ‘

Hempated Beptember ye 27 1686

Sworn before me John Jackson Juste of ye peace

5k Hoals %

half

this
t owne
townae

A cursory cxenination of such records of Xent as are available
show thot the Champion family lived there in the sixteenth and

scventeenth oenturies. The will of Thomas Champion, gent.,

af

Upton, Bexley, Kent was proved in 1610 and filaed in the Preroga-
tive Qourt of Canterbury at 37 Wingficld. And in . Anchacolbgia

Cantiana, vol. 38, there is reported the will of Richard
ion, priest, at page 178: '

(Eestry Wills)

anp-

Richard Champion pricet (Vicar of Zastry 1534-43), Prebend-

iary of Christ Church, Centerbury (1541-3), 20 May,
Buried in christiar buriel.... to Richard Bird 40s;

1543,
Rob—

ert Clarke 40s; Richard Huffam 26s 8d; Zdmonde Eglesta
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have double new apparcl and 268 8d. Robert Clarke also have
two of my old gowns for his wife and children. Richard Be#d
heve the bargain (sic) of stuff at fastrye, he paying no-
thing thercfor. dMargaery Champion oy nyce and goddaughtaer oy
gold ring with a sparke of a diamond. Mr. Drom, my  special
friend, thc works of St. Augustine. Dr. (Lancelot) Rydleye
the Precacher "@t. ambrose" or some other work. Dr.(Nicholas)
Rylleye the Prebendare "Complutens editio" otherwise called
the panish bybles (sic) or such like token of old amytie
and frieadship. Bir Hery Awdwyne (4wdoen, one of the Pety-
Cenons ) same honest memorial of friendship.... To my friends
ir. Broke and lir. Scorye some convenient book.... Reaidue
eeee to my brothers Thomase and John Chempion, my ex'ors.

#itneoses: Drs Nicholas Ridley, Dr. launcelot Ridley and Ri-
chard Berd. Proved 20 June, 1543. (Cone Vol. XVIII, fol.T7)

It seems to be true, from all information aveilable at this writ~

ing,

that Thomas Champion of Hempstead, New York, and Henry Champ—

jon of lLyme, Connecticui, were not related in any immediate sensel
For a discussion, in passing, of the possible English connectlone
of Henry Champion, see under GROMBRIDGK.

The ancestry of Thomas Champion is unknown.
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