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Introduction
The purpose of this article is to consider whether a correction is called for in my HILDRETH lineage 
from Southampton, Long Island which has previously looked like this:

Thomas-1, Joseph-2, Nathan-3, Joseph-4, Joseph-5, MY DANIEL-6

When I say "My Daniel," I am referring to Daniel Hildreth, born 1787 in Southampton, NY, who 
served in the War of 1812, married Sarah Crane, lived in Minisink, Orange, NY and South Creek, 
Bradford, PA, the last place being where he died in 1876 at the age of 89. This Daniel and this Sarah 
were the parents of my second g-grandmother, Sarah Jane Hildreth who married Clayton Brown, and 
who together later migrated to Michigan. 

The research question being posed here, pertaining to the lineage shown above, is this:  Is it possible 
that the father of Joseph-5 was Daniel-4, a brother of Joseph-4?  This thesis arose from my 
understanding of one source: The Hildreth Family Association Second Publication1, published in 1922.  
This HFA publication contains a verbatim family history account of the Long Island Hildreth's told by 
Daniel Hildreth III (1800-1881), whom I refer to in this article as DH-III.  The DH-III account focuses 
specifically on two sons of Nathan Hildreth (1685-1746) who lived in Seven Ponds, giving these details 
about them:

• Nathan's son, Joseph, was married to Mary Post and had only two daughters. If this is true, then 
genealogies attributing him with a son named Joseph have been wholly incorrect. 

• Nathan's son, Daniel, had 12 children, including one named Joseph with the same general birth 
year previously attributed to a son of Daniel's brother Joseph.  It was this Joseph, Joseph-5, who 
was the father of My Daniel Hildreth.

If the account of DH-III is correct, my amended Hildreth lineage is shown below.  I include also the 
lineage of DH-III, whose account we are considering in this paper so you can see how he relates to us:

My old lineage, updated:
Thomas-1, Joseph-2, Nathan-3, Joseph-4 
My new lineage:
Thomas-1, Joseph-2, Nathan-3, Daniel-4, Joseph-5, MY DANIEL-6 
Lineage of DH-III:
Thomas-1, Joseph-2, Nathan-3, Daniel-4, Daniel-5, Daniel-6 (aka DH-III)

In this new paradigm, Daniel-4 is my new 5th g-grandfather, and his brother Joseph-4, my previous 5th 
g-grandfather, is now my 5th great grand uncle.  

So, for purposes of clarity, the subjects of study in this paper are:

• Joseph Hildreth, 1727-1788, aligns with Joseph-4 in the above lineage, and I will refer to him in 
this paper as Joseph-A

• Joseph Hildreth, 1753-1789, aligns with Joseph-5 in the above lineage, whom I will refer to in 
this paper as Joseph-B

1 Second Publication Hildreth Family Association, Genealogical and Historical Data Relating to Richard Hildreth (1605-
1693), Collated and Edited by John Lyman Porter, “The Long Island Hildreths; Daniel Hildreth's Family Record”, 
published 1922, included as reference with this article as a linked addendum (see 
http://www.yesteryours.net/brownhildreth/docs/DH-IIIFamilyRecord.pdf).
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The grandfather of Joseph-A, also named Joseph, died in the Southampton area in 1735.  Joseph-A also 
had an uncle named Joseph who died in 1742.  My focus in this paper is on the particular two Joseph's 
mentioned above, keeping in mind the possibility of other men of that name also in the area around the 
same time.

This article is a discussion of the account of DH-III as it applies to my lineage.  There are several 
historical events that come to light in this discussion, which I do not attempt to explain or comment 
about here, but I encourage readers to explore on their own if curiosity calls.  I save the fun of 
providing historical context for another story about Long Island Hildreth's still waiting to be written.

Please understand that this is a work in progress, and I caution anybody who copies this material 
believing there is currently any conclusion to this question.  There is not.  But by sharing my 
speculation and research publicly, it is my intention to connect with other genealogists of good faith to 
share our ideas, insights, and discoveries about the Hildreth family of Long Island.

A Word About Sources

How do the details given in the account of DH-III, as they pertain to my lineage, compare to other 
published genealogical sources, named below?  That is the focus of this article.  But first, let me say 
why I think the DH-III account is itself a source that deserves attention.

The family history account of DH-III is apparently a first-hand account of the memories of a Hildreth 
family member who was close in time to many of the people and events described, or at least closer in 
time than other genealogical sources I've seen so far. Even if we find some false facts in the account of 
DH-III, his family history might still offer some details and insights that we could corroborate in other 
ways.  Unless we find a good reason to discount this source altogether, like discovering DH-III lived in 
an insane asylum, for example, I believe his account carries both credibility and weight. 

With that said, the details in DH-III's account are essentially records of memory – which are fallible – 
made by a man who was 67 years old at the time he wrote them down (1867).  Since that time, his 
account might easily have been modified or mistranscribed or misunderstood by any number of people, 
well-meaning or not.  I admit it all.  And yet, given that primary sources seem to be either scarce or not 
yet known (by me or others), this source, secondary as it is, seems to hold some threads of plausibility.  
Why not explore them?

This article will look at the following previously published sources to compare with the details given in 
the account of DH-III:

1. Howell, George Rogers, Early History of Southampton, L.I., New York with Genealogies.

There were two editions of this book, the first published in 1866, and the second published in 
1887.  I refer to this book in my article as Early History, including sometimes the edition.

2. Mather, Frederic Gregory, The Refugees of 1776 from Long Island to Connecticut. Albany, N.Y.: 
J.B. Lyon Co., printers, 1913

I refer to this source in my article as simply, “The 1776 Refugees.”

3. Hedges, Henry P., Pelletreau, William S., Foster, Edward H., compilers, The Third Book of 
Records of the Town of Southampton, Long Island, NY with other ancient documents of historic 
value, published 1878.

I refer to this source in my article as, “The Third Book of Records.”

Schaefer, May 2015 Page 4 of 13 



Finally, even though I have studied online renditions from the following record groups, this article does 
not yet contain any analysis or discussion about them:

• wills, that of Nathan Hildreth is relevant 

• census, 1689 and 1790 are particularly relevant

• 1799-1803 Southampton tax lists

My comments about several of these sources appear on my research blog.2  For the time being, I want 
this article to focus on previously published genealogical works, with these questions in mind:

• Does the source support or contradict the account of DH-III?

• Because these sources are compiled historical works, do they themselves cite sources?

References to Joseph Hildreth

Talking about this family is challenging enough, not just because there are multiple people with the 
same name, but also because the sources use their own terminology to differentiate such people.  So I 
present the following table for clarification and for keeping my own sanity.

In the following table, the first column identifies the Joseph Hildreth's of interest in this article by their 
vital dates. Note that the vital dates provided in this table are all from secondary sources.

The second and third columns show how Daniel Hildreth III referred to the people identified in the 
Vitals column.  And likewise, the fourth and fifth columns give the name references used in the 1776 
Refugees source.

Vitals DH-III Notes Other Sources Notes

Joseph-A 
1727-1788

Joseph, son of Nathan shoemaker, currier; 
wife Mary Post, 2 dau 
m. Sandford's

Joseph 4 m Sarah, had 6 
sons, one named 
Joseph (apparently 
Jr.)

Joseph-B 
1753-1789

Joseph 2nd, son of 
Daniel First

2 wives, 2nd named 
Polly Post, brother 
Philip lived with him, 
they both died of 
small pox

Joseph Jr. only mention was 
as 1775 
Associator.

Joseph 1778-
1855

Joseph 3rd, son of 
Joseph 2nd, brother of 
“Our” Daniel, b 1787

m. Beulah Sayre

Regarding the term “Junior,” I would here like to include a comment from a paper authored by one of 
my new Hildreth correspondents, S.H. Ball:

“...it is well known among genealogical researchers that the terms 2nd, 3rd, Jr., etc., may also 
mean that the person was the second youngest, or the third youngest of the same name in the 
area.  The designations were not necessarily evidence of familial relationships, and when they 
were, the designations did not necessarily indicate a father-son relationship.”

2 Brown-Hildreth Investigations at www.brown-hildreth.blogspot.com.
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A Word About Wives

If, indeed, there has been a mix-up in this particular area of the Hildreth genealogy, it might be at least 
partly attributed to the two Joseph Hildreth's in question having both apparently married a woman 
named Mary (nickname of Polly) Post.  We do have a record that Joseph-B married a Post, and another 
record that says her given name was Mary3, but I have not yet found another reference besides that of 
DH-III regarding the name of the wife of Joseph-A.  I would argue, however, that it is completely 
within the realm of possibility for there to have been two women named Mary Post in the same general 
time and place, just as we seem to have established there were two men named Joseph Hildreth in the 
same general time and place.

3 Aldrich, James M., “Southampton Calls a New Pastor”, Long Island Forum, October, 1971. Thanks to S.H. Ball for 
sharing this source; it includes a transcription of vital statistics kept in the diary of Rev. Joshua Williams; Pelletreau, 
William S., “A Complete List of All the Brown-Stone and Slate Tombstone Inscriptions in the North End Burying 
Ground, Southampton, LI, NY”, New York Genealogical & Biographical Record, Volume 46, 1915, page 21.
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My Analysis of Compiled Genealogical Sources
This section gives specific details about my analysis of the three sources mentioned in the Introduction 
as they pertain to the Joseph Hildreth men also defined in the Introduction.

Howell's Early History

Before discussing my review of Howell's book, I first want to acknowledge that the opening paragraph 
of DH-III's account points to an apparent disagreement between George R. Howell, the author of Early 
History, and our DH-III about the name of the original Hildreth settler to Long Island.  I think most 
Long Island Hildreth researchers might agree that Thomas Hildreth was probably the original settler to 
the Southampton area, and I have my own theory about who was the John Hildreth mentioned by DH-
III.4 But the apparent incorrectness of DH-III's belief about the name of the Hildreth man who first 
arrived on Long Island 150 years before DH-III was born should not, in my opinion, weigh heavily 
when considering the correctness of DH-III's account of family members much closer to him in time.  

Knowing that Howell and DH-III disagreed about Hildreth history, I find it interesting that Howell's 
Early History is such a heavily cited source for many modern Hildreth genealogies.  And yet Howell's 
Hildreth genealogy plainly differs from the account of DH-III.  Here is Howell's version of Long Island 
Hildreth genealogy, showing a comparison between the two editions of the Early History book.

First edition lineage:
1 Thomas

2 Joseph

7 Nathan

16 Joseph

18 Daniel

ch: daniel, shadrach, joseph, samuel, nathan, philip

 (aka "6 Sons")

Second edition lineage:
1 Thomas

2 Joseph

7 Nathan

21 Joseph

ch: daniel joseph shadrach samuel nathan philip (6 Sons)

25 Joseph d 1789

ch: joseph, john and daniel

We can see that somebody figured out that those I call the "6 Sons" was off by an entire generation in 
the first edition, but it's interesting that the 6 Sons were at that point attributed to a father named 
Daniel.  But then it all got shuffled around in the second edition for reasons we can't know, and the 
revised genealogy now represents what we have all come to believe as true in the seeming absence of 
other sources.

It's worth mentioning that this source names the wife of Joseph-A as Sarah, and the account of DH-III 
names her as Mary Post.  To date, I've not been able to find any other document to support either case.

4 See my research blog, John Hildreth of Bridgehampton, www. brown-hildreth.blogspot.com.
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After studying this information at length, here is my objection to using this source as the key to 
Hildreth genealogy. The Howell book (second edition) is 200 pages of the history of Long Island, and 
over 250 pages of abbreviated family histories of countless families.  The account of DH-III, on the 
other hand, is a personal chronicle of one group of related people who happened to live on Long Island 
since long before the American Revolution. To me, there is a big difference not only in the intent of 
each source, but in which source carries more weight for a genealogist interested in the Hildreth family. 
Although the Howell book is unquestionably valuable in its historical content, it simply does not cite 
genealogical sources, and I cannot rightly include the Howell genealogies as a viable source when 
attempting to verify the account of DH-III.

But what about the historical content of Howell's book?  I found one section of the Early History 2nd 
Ed. book about Early Churches, which applies to this discussion.  On pages 112-113, Howell included a 
transcription of the document that was written and signed in 1784 by the Southampton citizenry who 
were hiring Joshua Williams to be their minister.  In the list of signers appears the name of Joseph 
Hildreth, followed immediately by the name Joseph Hildreth Jr., and then later in the list appears 
Daniel Hildreth.  This grouping of names in the list certainly gives an impression that the two Joseph 
Hildreth's could be father and son, which does not agree with the account of DH-III.

Given that none of the information about Rev. Williams appeared in Howell's 1st Ed., I feel sure that 
Howell must have located the original Williams Agreement, which he transcribed for the 2nd Ed., but 
again no source is cited. The transcribed list of signers to the Williams Agreement is generally 
alphabetic, but not strictly so, which is to say, all the "H" surnames are listed together, but with some 
variance in strict alphabetic order within the "H" surnames.  Nevertheless, it's hard to imagine that the 
Southampton citizenry lined up alphabetically by surname to sign the Williams Agreement.  I could be 
wrong.  But if I'm right, then Howell committed a genealogical disservice by alphabetizing the signers 
of this list (and to be fair, the alphabetizing might have resulted from Howell's publishers/editors and 
not from Howell himself).

So in summary, the Howell book contradicts the account of DH-III, but it does so, in my opinion, with 
no citations and potentially misleading transcriptions.  We should not discredit the account of DH-III 
based on this source.

The 1776 Refugees Sources

The 1776 Refugees book also carries some family genealogies, including one for the Hildreth family, 
which also mimics the genealogy found in the previously mentioned Howell source.  Considering the 
1776 Refugees book was published after Howell's book, this does not surprise me. So the Hildreth 
lineage predictably looks like this, according the 1776 Refugees source:

Thomas 1 – Joseph 2 – Nathan 3 – Joseph 4 (who m. Sarah and had the “6 Sons” including Joseph 5)
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Even though the genealogy itself is not sourced, the narrative about Joseph Hildreth cites the following 
sources:

1. Accounts of the Auditors  , claims against state of New York for removal to Connecticut, page 
734. There seems to be some confusion of the transcription of this source as to whether the 
name on the entry of interest was for Joseph or Joshua, or possibly both.  We would have to see 
the original documents to decide if this source is useful to the topic of Joseph Hildreth.

2. 1775 Association of Suffolk County,   County Hall, Suffolk County, May 1775.  There are two 
listings of interest to us.5 In Group 11, page 1055, are the Hildreth names of Daniel, Peter, and 
Peter Jr. appear.  In Group12, page 1056, are the Hildreth names Daniel Jr., Joseph, Joseph Jr., 
and Shadrach.

The only thing I find arguable about this source is that, like the Williams Agreement name list in 
the Howell book, this list has been alphabetized, which, in my opinion, could imply to the 
reader incorrect relationships.  However, it places the names listed in Suffolk County in May, 
1775.  In fact, along with the list shown in the Howell book, this source clearly identifies two 
adult males of the name Joseph Hildreth in the same time and place.

I will make comment about the appearance of the letter “R” after the name of Joseph Hildreth's 
in this list.  In looking back to the introduction material for the Association Lists in this book, 
the abbreviation “R” next to a name means Refugee.

I would also like to make an observation about the Group 12 list.  If we can guess that Joseph 
Hildreth Jr. was the younger of the two Joseph's listed, then it seems likely he was the Joseph-B, 
while the other Joseph in the list was Joseph-A, son of Nathan.  Given the approximate birth 
year we have for Joseph-A, he was 48 years old when he signed the Association.  Joseph Jr. 
(Joseph-B) was 22 years old, and along with Daniel Jr., and Shadrach, the three younger men 
were either the sons or the nephews of Joseph-A.  According to all other genealogies, they were 
his sons, and according to the account of DH-III, they were his nephews.  Unfortunately, this 
source cannot answer any speculations.

3. Woolworth Agreement,   between the inhabitants of Bridgehampton and Rev. Aaron 
Woolworth, signed in 1787.  The Hildreth names in this list include only Joshua and Peter Jr. 
and therefore, I don't find this source helpful to our question.  There is already reason to debate 
whether Joseph and Joshua were the same person, and my opinion is that they were not.

4. Census of 1776,   enumerated in July, 1776, pages 706-708:

• families of Southampton West, westward of the place called the Water Mill; household 
of Joseph Hildreth listed as one adult male, one adult female, and two females under 16; 
no other Hildreth's listed.  The makeup of the Joseph Hildreth household does not at all 
match the description given in the Howell Hildreth genealogy of a man who had 6 sons, 
but it does match the household makeup described by DH-III for Joseph-A.

• In Southampton East, was Joshua Hildreth, a family of two adults and one girl

• Also listed was Daniel Sandford, who was the father of Samuel Sandford who would 
marry one of Joseph-A's daughters, according to the DH-III account.

5 Another group of Hildreth's was found on another Association List for Southampton, which included:  Isaac, James, 
James Jr., John, Joshua, Luther, and Noah.
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A point of interest is who was NOT found in this 1776 census.  I would fully expect to find at 
least Daniel Hildreth Sr.  This point will reveal an error omission in this source, as we will see 
in the next section about the Third Book of Records.

5. Misc. Reference  , additional comments about Joseph Hildreth that were attributed to people:

• Joseph 4 “lived at Flying Point (Miss Addie Sayre)”. This must have been a 
correspondence with the author, or perhaps a comment included in the Sayre genealogy.  
We know that the Sayre family married into the Hildreth family at least once, so there is 
probably some credence to the reference.

• Joseph 4 “returned to Southampton and has many descendants there (William S. 
Pelletreau)”. This person was a genealogist who wrote extensively about the Long Island 
history and Long Island families, so I think this comment probably comes from a 
credible source.

So in summary, three of the five sources that the 1776 Refugees book cited for Joseph-A carry value to 
this discussion, two of which are immediately insightful.  One clearly tells us there were two Joseph 
Hildreth's in Southampton in 1775, and the other clearly tells us the household makeup of one of them 
in 1776.  None of these sources, however, can establish any familial relationships.

The Third Book of Records

I would say that the bulk of information in these Books of Records is deed-related, which is just what I 
was looking for.  But to my great surprise, this particular volume also includes a copy of the 1776 
census, also mentioned in the previous section.  And look what we have:

Here is the Daniel Hildreth who was not listed in the census transcription found in the 1776 Refugees 
source!  Were there pages missing that the author of 1776 Refugees did not see or were there different 
copies of this census?  Did the author or an editor mistakenly drop a line during transcription?  
Whatever the reason, I include this experience here as a reminder to us all that we shouldn't be taking 
any secondary source at face value.  

So, isn't this version of the 1776 census interesting?  Of the 12 children that DH-III attributed to Daniel 
First, three had died by 1776, and potentially several of the older children were out on their own and/or 
married by that time.  I think it's fair to say that the households of Daniel and Joseph Hildreth look very 
much like the households that DH-III described in his family account.
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And for our future research purposes, here are some of the POST families in the same area of 
Southampton with the count of males/females in each household noted:

Hennery Post, 2-6

John Post Jr, 3-3

James Post, 2-1

Joseph Post, 1-1

Jeremiah Post, 4-2

Isaac Post Esq, 2-5

Joseph Post Jr, 3-3

As you can see, there were no shortage of Post families, and I'm speculating that more than one family 
had a member named Mary/Polly.

On to the deeds.  I am including in the addenda a collection of deed abstracts6 pertaining to Daniel and 
Joseph Hildreth taken from the Third Book of Records.  There are records pertaining to these names 
found in other volumes of the same work (there were eight Books of Record published), but I found 
this particular volume seems to contain most of the records from the time period we are interested in.  
That said, there were several deeds showing the trail of ownership of land in an area called Seven 
Ponds from Joseph Hildreth (the grandfather of Joseph-A) to his sons Joseph, Ephraim, and Nathan, 
and later between apparent grandsons Daniel and Joseph in the same place.  

In addition, here is a special highlight in this source that pertains to this discussion:

• In 1763, a survey was taken of the Little South Division in Southampton.  Within this rather 
long account, we find a description of land lying among the seven ponds “between Daniel 
Hildreths and his brother Josephs”.  Voila – a family relationship defined within a particular 
time and place.  Cool.  But there's more.

• Remember that this particular volume of records was published in 1878.  With that in mind, let 
me here quote directly what we find at the end of the survey just mentioned in the previous 
bullet:

“The report of the Survey of the Little South Division, for its explicit minuteness, may 
challenge comparison with anything of the kind recorded in Suffolk County.  But after the lapse 
of more than 100 years, it is not surprising that most of the landmarks should have become 
obliterated, and the difficulty of identifying the various lots and amendments can only be 
appreciated by those who have attempted a similar task.  The information in the following notes 
has been gained by a personal visit to each of the localities named, by a careful examination and 
comparison of old deeds and other documents, and from data furnished by aged persons of 
retentive memory and careful observation.”

6 The link to this addendum is here: http://www.yesteryours.net/brownhildreth/docs/OldSouthamptonTownDeeds2.pdf.
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And here is one of the survey notes that followed:

It seems apparent, at least to me, that DH-III provided this information to the compilers of this source.  
The sentence talking about Daniel Hildreth is written in the present tense because DH-III was still alive 
in 1878, and he clearly identified himself as a grandson of Daniel First.  

Conclusion
Based on this study of the genealogical sources cited here, is the account of DH-III pertaining to my 
lineage credible?  I would say yes.  Not only do I find the account credible, but we have also 
succeeded, I think, in verifying several of the relevant details from the account of DH-III:

• In 1713, Nathan Hildreth was given land by his father, Joseph Hildreth, in the Seven Ponds area 
of Southampton, and that same land can be associated with two people of the names Joseph and 
Daniel Hildreth in 1742.  We can't be certain the two persons named in that land transaction, 
Joseph and Daniel Hildreth, were the sons of Nathan, but in 1763, a survey recorded two men of 
those names in that exact place as brothers.  Also that same property would later be sold to the 
Dimon family, another detail explicitly mentioned by DH-III.

• The 1776 census of Southampton shows both a Daniel and a Joseph Hildreth with households 
that closely approximate the family makeup of the Hildreth brothers as described by DH-III.  I 
find this point particularly convincing in favor of DH-III's account.

On the flip side, have we found anything in this analysis that explicitly proves the story of DH-III to be 
wrong, or in any other way faulty?  I would say no.  But there are still some points from DH-III's 
account that remain inconclusive, specifically this:

• Regarding Joseph-A, son of Nathan, and the story that he had only two daughters, I find a great 
deal of circumstantial evidence to support the account of DH-III7, but the evidence found so far 
is still not quite proof.  That two Hildreth women who were apparently sisters married two men 
with the Sandford surname seems both possible and probable.  Were these two Hildreth women 
daughters of Joseph-A?  We have only DH-III's account that says they were, and now the 1776 
census to add a shadow of support to his story.8  

7 See my research blog for more specific details of Sandford-Culver research; http://brown-
hildreth.blogspot.com/2015/04/the-mysteries-of-aunt-phila.html, and the-sandford-culver-mind-boggle.html.

8 The 1790 US Federal Census also supports this case, showing Samuel Sandford living between two Hildreth households, 
who would have been his wife's first cousins, according to DH-III.
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We have not proved in this article that the grandfather of My Daniel Hildreth was Daniel Hildreth 
(1715-1784) rather than Joseph Hildreth (1727-1788), but proof is something else altogether.  Even if 
every word of the DH-III account is true, the account of DH-III cannot stand by itself as proof.  But, I 
believe, we can, and should include the account of DH-III into the body of evidence that remains, and 
give the lineage therein recorded the weight of importance and value it deserves.

Finally, there is yet another conclusion we should contemplate after this preliminary study, and that is 
about the published sources used so widely to support the genealogy of the Hildreth family and 
countless other families.  Everything we have just read about here comes from a compilation of 
abstracts, transcriptions, and unsourced genealogies, and while valuable, we can see for ourselves how 
these sources potentially contain errors, omissions, and mistakes that skew the understanding of 
modern researchers who are used to finding answers quickly.  To this point, we must admit that the 
account of Daniel Hildreth III is itself a transcription.  Does the original writing of DH-III still exist 
these 148 years later?  I hope so, and I intend to keep the search alive.

Topics of Future Research

• It seems to me that the “6 Sons” are pivotal to the research question presented in this article – 
were they the sons of Joseph-A or were they the sons of Daniel First?  I would argue that if we 
find the parents of any one of the 6 Sons, we have some clue as to the parents of all of them, 
including and especially Joseph-B, the father of My Daniel.

Daniel First died in 1784, and he had apparently owned a good deal of real estate.  Three of his 
six sons were still alive when he died, and I am unknowing of the history of his daughters.  
Nevertheless, there should be some trace of his estate either in probate or in deeds, although I 
have to admit that I'm starting to realize how great was the impact of the war with the British 
during Daniel's lifetime.  If such records were kept, there's some chance they have not survived.  
Even so, any records that turn up pertaining to the immediate family of Daniel First could 
confirm or dismiss the account of DH-III.

• It would probably count for a lot to find more evidence related to Post families, and women 
born of that surname named Mary, and whether any of those Mary's married a Hildreth.  I don't 
hold a lot of hope that there is anything to be found on this point.  If there is, it would probably 
be in the form of a letter or diary.

• DH-III specifically listed the 12 children of Daniel First, including a son named Philip, and later 
mentioned that Philip lived with his brother Joseph and they both died of small pox in 1789.  I 
keep feeling this is a detail that should help to prove the story of DH-III, but so far, nothing has 
emerged.  If there were specific records kept about those who died from the small pox in that 
time and place, I haven't yet found them, but I'm keeping an eye peeled.

• Finally, the 1776 Refugees source introduced a character named Joshua Hildreth, a name which 
then seemed combined or confused in places with the name and/or the person of Joseph 
Hildreth.  I believe Joshua Hildreth was a descendant of James Hildreth, a brother of the senior-
most Joseph Hildreth who married Hannah Jessup.  The lineage of Joshua Hildreth is not an 
important point for this particular research except to be aware of the possibility of some mixing 
up of these names and possibly these people (Joseph and Joshua) in the sources.
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