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his children wa‘swsoon remedied when he married Frances Sanford, widow, of
that town. Soon after he moved the household to Roxbury where he became a

prominent citizen.®

Pynchon’s work as an Assistant in the General Court was not outstanding
and his name is seldom mentioned in the Court records except for being &
member of one or two minor committees. But during this time he was gaininy
influence both by his position and by the lucrative fur trade he had developcd
shortly after his arrival. In August of 1632, he was made Treasurer of the
General Court and he held that post until 1634 when he resigned.® At that time,
the Court examined his books and records and announced that all was in
order.’

Pynchon had resigned from his post because he had joined a group ol meu
who sought to venture westward to the “Great Ryver,” the Connecticut, and f«
establish settlements there. On March 3, 1636, the General Court of the
Massachusetts Bay Colony granted a Commission to these men to establish «uuh
a settlement.® Since there were already people living along the banks of (li
river, the Commission might seem an unnecessary detail. However, il nwii
Pynchon among them, saw to it that this document gave them powers ¢
jurisdiction over the residents of the area by reason of the distancc trom t
General Court. The Commission granted that ‘“Roger Ludlowe Esq.. Will
Pinchon Esq., John Steele, Willm Swaine, Henry Smythe, Willm Phelpes, Wi
Westwood, and Andrewe Ward, or the greater pte of them, shall have fult j
and authoritie to hear and determine in a judicial way,...those differcnces w
may arise...”’ ®

“*Portrait of William Pynchen (all
provided through the courtesy of

illustrations in this paper are
| | - | the Springfield City Library)
With their Commission in hand, the party moved westward and s¢ '

the location then called “Agawaam,” after the local Indians. Settlementy
to spread up and down the river and, as they did, Pynchon’s fur trade exp
He dealt extensively with the Indians and the few white trappers wha vi
south from Canada. While he maintained some business with the Dufeli |
Amsterdam, Pynchon was stymied by the “rift” and rapids at Wini
compensate for this and to centralize his operations, he erected a lny
center near the settlement of Windsor at what is still known as ‘Wi
Point.” 0 ‘By the end of the first year, the extent of the Commisslon
and the other leaders were prospering.

During this time, Pynchon’s

I .
throughout the ares. personal power developed and he gained in

His personz.ll account books indicate that he was
th from his various enterprises. Further, they

goods purchased through him,2 B

) Is . y the end of 1
ng hostility between the Court at Hartford and Pynchon’s
chon was ordered by the Court to purchase corn
aam. When he reported that -he was unable to
Thomas Hooker, Governor of

638 there was
) . ‘ businesses. At

With prosperity came the feeling that the towns and hamlels il
need no longer remain under the control of the court almost o1 hiii
away. Therefore, at the end of the year, instéad of applying 1
Commission, the leaders of the settlements gathered and decli
of a General Court at Hartford which claimed jurisdicti
Connecticut valley.'t” ‘
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From ti...( until February of the following year, the Hartford Courl
attempted to limit or to regulate businesses that involved Pynchon. It was in
response to this that Pynchon began to exhibit the extent of his political skills.
At the start of the venture on the Connecticut River, the nominal leader of the
original Commissioners was Roger Ludlow, a gentleman of considerable means
and popularity. By 1639, however, he had been supplanted by Pynchon, whosc
businesses and general economic hold on the area placed him in a position of
greater influence than Ludlow. Based on this fact, Pynchon, and not Ludlow.
has always been acclaimed as the founder of Springfield, Massachusetts. This i
perhaps a moot point since without Pynchon’s burgeoning operations. the
settlement of Agawaam might not have expanded the way it did.

|
|
i

When the action of the General Court at Hartford became intolerable to
Pynchon, he gathered the leaders of the community for a meeting. O the
original eight Commissioners, only Roger Ludlow, Henry Smith, and Williani
Swain were present.’®> Smith was Pynchon’s son-in-law and, according li .
Pynchon’s account books, Ludlow was in debt to Pynchon to a moderate deyry
Therefore, it would seem that effective control of the meeting was in the hanidi
of William Pynchon. The meeting adjourned with the decision that Apwai
was no longer subject to the jurisdiction of the Hartford Cour
“reaffirmed”’ the ties to the General Court at Massachusetts Bay. '* "Il |

Ryl O the General Court grantin
: g Pynchon
the right to settle near the Connecticut River”

entry in the personal records of the settlement under Pynchon stated (lad

residents of “Agaam uppon Quinnettecot Being now by Godes providcnce 1 “misrecited”” and gave the corrected version. 20 .

into the line of the Massachusetts Jurisdiction” thought it best (o o were now rewritten. According to the col . Whole f?ctlons of the document
William -Pynchon “to execute the office of a magistrate in thig tid that those noble parsonages have ihtony records: “In the commission it is
plantation.” ' There followed a list of the powers vested in the position bl natent do require jurisdiction there: in 'i;est ln.the r.yvsar, & by vertue of their
were summed up with the acknowledgement that they tend to “the ¢longeth to their Jurisdiction.” 21 T}’le Chaxf reflta” .lt is, th.at we confesse it
peace, and the manifestation of our fidellity to the Bay Jurisdiction..."” re was no clear separation from the origin glebls obvious—without a “patent”
main thrust of the document was similar to the Commission of 10.36; li authority in the second version, but O oy There was a wider latitude
this time there was only one man exercising the power—Willium I'yi » Dut mot an outright commission

The members of the General Court at Hartford were anno
unilateral action taken by the Agawaam Plantation. They were, no i

more annoyed that the move took place under the auspices of the i m, wch was, that they

d still remain of our body.” 2 The General C

tried to contain. Though there was nothing they could legally do &tio? and formation of the Hartford Court as “d ourt characterized the
control, they continued to denounce the people of Agawaam fo il ‘Majistrates of each pte,” without “order or allo e (;uthonely by some
wance of this Court... * 23

They maintained that the settlement was not a part of Massicliu Iy unrcondog e, e Conrt mes

‘that the people could not make it so by their word alone. ! W | i e

that the people could not make it ecided that Springfield, “then called Aga
to belong to us...”, 2 [t was further agregdw

their comissonrs, that so much of the ryver

am, was claymed. by the
by the Court, and “yielded
of Conectcot as should fall
er our jurisdiction.” 2 The
of William Pynchon ‘g
to governe the inhabitants

In April of 1641 a petition was sent to the Massachusei
outlining the situation. On June 2, 1641 the Court responi ent should .
petitioners, claiming that the gounds on which the govir : it concluded by reafﬁrrl:lin COILtmew l.md
based its sovereignty were non-existent. In a lengthy ‘ te” and gave him “ful powerg artldea:glmc-iy

ori

claimed that the original wording of the Commissior ' : pfield...” 2
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Some i. .cation of the influence wielded by Pynchon can be gained by
noting the name of the settlement. Pynchon changed it from ‘“Agawaam” to
“Springfield” after his home in England. There are no records recounting a
meeting or discussion concerning the desirability of such a change. It suddenly
appears in the records of the Bay Colony. The change apparently took place on
the whim of the most powerful man in the area.

William Pynchon was a shrewd man who always looked out for his own
interests, even if they conflicted with the interests of others. In 1648, a group ol
Nonotuk Indians attacked two hunting parties of Quabaug Indians near what i
now Brookfield. Not wishing to initiate a war with the rival tribe, the Sachem ol
the Quabaugs, Quacunquasit, applied to Governor John Winthrop ol
Massachusetts Bay for aid in bringing the murderers to justice.2 Winthrop
wrote to Pynchon asking for a report and for his recommendations. Pynchon's
reply was that although the Quabaugs were within “yr line of yr pattcnt,”
Winthrop could not say that they were his subjects, “nor yet within yi
Jurisdiction.” ® "Until they had fully subjected themselves, Pynchon maintuined
or until the English had bought the Indians land, “they must be esteemcd s it
Independent free people.”.?° If, however, it could be proven that the Quabu
were subject to Winthrop, warned Pynchon, the Governor had best be cire
not to start another inter-tribal war into which' the English would be draw
They already had a bad experience in the struggle between the Narragutiy
and the Mohegans the year before. Therefore, he set forth a scheme by wliii
the Nonotuks would be induced to turn over the murderers at Pynchon's g
at Springfield. However this plan would net only two of the accused nativiy,
other two being released for delivering their partners to the English: * I'ysi
also requested force, from Boston to help carry out the plan. The comple
the plan, he claimed, was necessary to protect Springfield, for “our pl#
more obnoxious to their malice than the Bay by farr, especially the Mii
Indians are desparate Spirits for thay have their dependance on the M
who are the Terror of all Indians.” 3! In view of all the “necessary’ pi
and bother, he suggested that the matter be dropped.®

After his justification of the sovereignty of the Quabaugs, it woi
natural for Pynchon to suggest that the tribe solve its own problems, A
far more expedient to allow the Nonotuk suspects to go free than i
many people in such a complex scheme. The heart of the mattar, Ji
found in Pynchon’s account books. He had extensive trade withi tlig
Tribe, which was known to be relatively hostile and uncoopemtl\f@?
men. To assist in the arrest of members of the tribe would jeojiis
trade between Pynchon and the Nonotuks. Further, even if he
in the arrest, the interference of any white men in tribal &
damage his business. This conflict of interest indicates that:
about war and the Mohawks were specious arguments int¢i
personal interests. The Governor, rather interestingly, {60

o
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. It was claimed that the book contained

- generally condemned by all orthod i
wee have mett with,” 3 Vehemently denying any part in the writina

publishing of the work, they found that “on the contrary
}r]nany f’f th:, opinions and assertions therein as f:'l
aerettical...”*® The Court ordered Pynchon to appear, b

the writing or
wee detest and abhor
Ise, erroneous, and

Initially there were six “contradicenters”’
the book. They were vociferous enough to sway
cxtreme measures. However, when they had disp
moved that the reasons and arguments given b

who objected to the contents of
the entire Court to adopt these
osed of the entire printing, they
y the “contradicenters” not be

“Portrayal of the exploration of the arca pior to Pynchon’s arrival™
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. _ .
recorded. The vote was unanimously in favor ott striking that from ;h(e: rfii;)r‘c:;w
It is possible that the motives behind .the act19ns of the G%P}t:ra b(})itc { were
politically oriented, an effort to discred}t the aging Pynchon. The p};l lic recond
condemned his works without explanation except 1n.general terms. gf ! bC“:‘.
certainly not a novice to theology, Puritan or otherwise, and wasd, p:;r a;;e; ‘o
educated than most of his detractors. But he had bypasse]: . ehcn gy,
unpardonable move even for one of the politically powerful Pynchons.

When the Court summoned Pynchon in March'of 1651 he was ﬁxvu:'i f:c
right to confer with as many of the elders as he chose in ?rder to(;eatrr:hcls |\:1 " }4{
and to recant his heretical views.¥ Eventually he subr.mtted. an. Jea ay B,
1651 meeting of the General Court he presented this notice:

¢ i ith the Revercnd

i the Court’s advice, I have conferred wit g reid

M;A céngéﬁgﬁr. Norrice, and Mr. Norton, about some pomt.s of Hu‘

gre'atest cor,lsequence in my boo_ke},1 and h(t)peoflggl\;gcso% ey;p:)lgn:(c(:]':x‘.!\l

i "them as to take of the worst ¢ on, al

Irigggégthgd to lett me see that I have not spoken in my b(l)(;kl(‘ i:«.

Fully of the prize and merrit of Christ’s suflfl‘em}g; as {)Sc?i?:ll::c ‘v‘:*\ti
i but trjalls of his obediencc,

done; for in my booke I call them fis obediencc, vell

i di y d exalt the meditorjal obedic |

intending to thereby qmp!lﬁe an o Jal obadicuce

i nly meritorjous price of mans redemption. But et

gr}:arsl:;ta ? :1};? i(r)lcl)i’ned to thinke that his sufferings were appoinicd tiy
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Throughout his life, Pynchon made a start in .man)f c;are?nl-s. :'l:'« ;:;;
adventurer, fur trader, merchant, gov?rnment off.'lc1al,. dip ;)m.,n‘.l ;u‘ o
Pynchon is hailed as the founder of Springfield, Whlcl.'l, thou% ;1 1‘10, ’ ” ,
had a more concrete base than did the poplﬂar notion ,t,ha ..c \\‘ ;::,M m «
His success in business and other ventures at ‘““Agawaam”’/ Sptl ‘l?g.,; .
the rapid growth of his influence in the Colony demonstlra u; ‘ ’ (g;\{
and ambition far beyond that of the average settler. Pync.: 101: ul’ l: ‘ .
World to seek his fortune. He found it through a lucratlj/(? rul(‘tci.ui uﬁ
navigation of the political currents of New England. He wasl ;\o Mv,‘i i |
politician of the time, but he was a good example of 1'10\fv lq f “gg i
weaith, and Puritan religious precepts cquld .dove-tall 1r11 Ql‘m hfﬁam
remained in Massachusetts instead of retl.lrnu}g to E;ng ém](;ﬁ (
played a key role in the future history a}nd direction of t e l(cz } ‘yf
attraction of the Essex countryside, aided by thz? ﬁn'an;:m‘ l‘w‘i“* '
his ventures in America, were a greatt.ar attract}on in ﬂs. &} &i&! ¥
promise of more power in the still-wild colonies. Pcrlltlj?bjl {
Meritorious Redemption convinced him th.at SUC}.'I would n@lt be {
rate, his son, John, would carry on the family businesses tlm%l
did, not brilliantly, but adequately. Not many men had
political skill that William Pynchon consistently displayé
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