John Newport & Susannah (née Brookes)
(1754-1813) (1759-1846)

My 4 x Great Grandparents

4x great grandmother, at the church in Barham, Kes#t out to trace both their ancestries badialas

as | could. The following information, up to thetelaf the wedding, is what | subsequently found
though it has not been proved beyond a reasonaiibt.dl don’'t know that it ever can be but it doas,
regards names and dates, fit into the family texg well.

Starting with the marriage in 1780 of John Newpory, 4x great grandfather, to Susannah Brookes, my

I'll start first with the details of Susannah’s astors, then John’s and finally from the date efwedding
down to the burial of both great great great ggeahdparents.

The spelling of ‘Brookes’ varies according to whiguyister you read and the period in which theyewas
written. | have tried to use both spellings exaettythe particular register entries but | may haeaele a
mistake in places. However, the spelling is reatignaterial, as both spellings were interchangeable.

Susannah Brookes

In 1725, on October 15th, a William Brookes marrgedlary Goldfinch at the church in Barham. These
were, | believe, Susannah’s grandparents, whichldvmiake them my great great great great great great
grandparents (for ease, generally designated gseéit grandparents).

Over a year later, on December 11th, 1726, a Willgrooks was buried at the same church. This wgd no
am sure, the same William, but William and Maryistfchild. There is no record of his baptism beitiaps

the child was dead at birth. It would still haveebeunusual not to have baptized William even is tfase,
especially as he was obviously given a name, sdaps, there were other reasons, such as baptized a
another church.

On February 2nd, 1729, James, the son of WilliaooBs was baptized, in Barham. The mother’'s name was
not given. This was usual in church register eatatthis period in history but by the 1750s theeee signs
of change as entries began to include the motharise.

In 1732, on January 30th, Mary, the daughter oflis¥il Brooks (probably named after her mother) was
baptized in Barham but, in the following May, seam#iave died as the following simple entry appéars
the burial records.

‘1732 May 17th Mary Brooks, buried in Barham’

| don't think this was the mother, as William wemt to have other children. He may have got re-redriin
a different parish but | don’t think so. Howeveshall keep searching for more information wheari.c

On February 18th 1733, William, the son of WillidBnooks was baptized in Barham. This starts to get
confusing, but | think that what we have here B llaptism of another child, born in late 1732 oeamly
1733. Though we wouldn’t do that today, rename & baby after one that had died, this was common
practice up until about the middle of the 1800’s.

In the year 1736, on February 20th, Elizabeth ddngghter of William Brooks was baptized in Barhdine
child was possibly named after her grandmother, Whelieve was Elizabeth, the wife of @&@mmanuel
Brooks. The registers get less informative at imetand it is difficult to tell whether the record®re not
well kept or whether the family was moving arouhé parishes, perhaps following where the work was.
While | am convinced that Emmanuel and Elizabethewthe parents of William Brooks (the dates arbtjig

| have not found an entry for William’s baptism.



In 1749, on June 25th, there is an entry in théabtecords as follows:
‘Elizabeth Brooks buried in Barham’

No further information is given. No age, no indioatwhether the deceased was a child or an old woiha
could be either the child who was baptized in 1@8the wife of Emmanuel.

On October 15th, 1755 the marriage took placehatchurch in Barham, of James Brooks to Susannah
Cullen. Both are noted as being ‘of this parisid éoth signed their names (they didn’t have togpcitoss).

Four years later, on December 23rd, 1759, Susatimallaughter of James Brooks was baptized in Barha
Again, there is no mention of her mother, but éme obvious to me that she was the daughter ofslantk
Susannah Brooks, née Cullen, and was, therefonegchafter her mother.

| am also absolutely sure that this is my 4x gggahdmother.

John Newport

The ancestry of John, my 4x great grandfatherpleas very difficult to discover. It took me six ygafrom
1991 until now 1997, to prove, at least to my $atison, who his parents were and from where thaye
Even now there is an element of doubt (very srball there) because the evidence is only circumsatant

| have written down, separately, what | believééahe history of John’s parents and, also, givenesidea,
at least, of the proof | found and the thought peses which led me to conclude that these peopie e
parents. You will have to read that to see howunfb John. It is a complicated story so | will not to
précis it here. Instead, I'll start with John’s miage to Susannah Brookes, in 1780.

The Story

In 1780, on September 17th and 24th and on Octbsterthe banns were called for the marriage of John
Newport and Susannah Brookes, in Barham (which gigen in the records as being the parish in which
they both were living).

The couple were married, at the church in Barhdevea days later, on Thursday, 12th October. The/en
in the registers gives the following information:

1780 October 12th  John Newport, of Upper Hardres, to Susannah Brookes, of Barham.

In the presence of: Elizabeth Browning.
Elizabeth Browning was probably John'’s sister-wvlthe wife of Robert Browning at whose marriaghrlo
had been a witness. | have no proof of this bse#&ms a reasonable proposition. | intend to re-thsi
archives to check on the signatures of the twoaBkths (assuming they did both sign — they may haste

left their mark) and this may, perhaps, prove tbietp

John gives his parish as Upper Hardres which igjookly, where he was living. His father had mairie
again, in 1777, but exactly where he was livingl 780, | don’t know.

| looked at the Rate Books for Upper Hardres coxgethe period form 1780 to 1799. There were ndearl
books and none later but the ones | saw gave sueesting information.

From 1780 to 1786, a John Browning is listed asabeupier of cottage — the proprietor being given a
‘Major Hardres Heirs'. Major Hardres, who, by thise had obviously died, must have been a descénden
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of the family from which the village and the areaund take their names. The cottage was assesaathiat
of 3 shillings, quarterly.

From 1787 to 1788, the occupier was John Newpdris Thay have been the father (married Elizabeth
Browning) but could have been the son (married Sula Brookes). | have found no way of telling which
so far but shall keep looking out of interest justase there turns out to be some way of idemifyvho
was renting the property.

From 1789 until the 1799 Rate Book (the last atdlat the Archives Office) John seems to have move
The occupier, from 1789 onward, is given as Thohlidchcock. From 1791 until 1795 the proprietor, who
takes over from Major Hardres Heirs, is a Mr. Sammo

From 1796 to 1799, Thomas Hitchcock then appeabstisproprietor and occupier.

The village of Upper Hardres is named after a famihich came over with William the Conqueror. Anthu
Mee, famous for his books on England states tHitere in the church lies the last of them, Sir Velith
Hardres, who died in his prime at Hardres Coudt6i4’.

Well, he seems to have been wrong, unless Majodridarwas, in fact, no relation and his being in the
village, just coincidence.

The church is dedicated to Saints Peter and Pallitarfirst two registers, which began in 1566, ever
destroyed in a fire in 1908. Luckily, the Bishopranscripts have all survived. However, | have fibuo
Newports mentioned here before my 5x great grahdfatn 1754.

Their first child, baptized at Upper Hardres chyrah June 9th 1782, was my 3x great grandfathén.Jo
have written his story, as far as | know it, sefeyao this so | won’t spend anymore time repegatin

Their second child, Catherine, was baptized orLflik.September 1784. She was, eventually, to peavie
proof that her brother, John, was my great gresditggrandfather, and by so doing, moved my famég tip
one generation to include her father and mothdm dmd Susannah. | have always said, and try tonyse
'theory', that relationships can often be identifie confirmed through other relatives or friends.

Susanna, the third child, probably named aftemiather, was baptized on 4th.February, 1786 at hinect

in Upper Hardres. In the Brookes family the namea®nah was fairly common, going back to a Susannah
Brookes born, in the same parish, in 1699. Whatrétationship was | don’t know as yet but | shadl b
looking into this during the coming year. Susaratard married but died in the early years, perhapshild
birth.

Another son was born and baptized, James, at the shurch, on 14th.June. 1789.

On Oct 7th. 1792, their fifth child, Mary was bagetil at Upper Hardres church. | have followed theysbf
Mary, through all her descendants, down to a ngeria 1963. | contacted the family with high hojpes,
while they were polite, it was obvious to me that ane of them was interested in the family histdrge
story of Mary is written as a separate history salllinot go into it here.

On May 10th 1795, their sixth child was baptizedl\#in, at Upper Hardres. William was married in 931
on August 22nd. He married an Ann Munns and | hariten their history as a separate history. lidats
them up to the death and burial, in Adisham, ondbdmer 6th, of Ann. She was aged 77 years.

Elizabeth, was the seventh and last child of theptmo (at least last of those that appeared in Hréslp
registers of the village of Upper Hardres) and Wwaptized on 24th.June, 1798. | have for the moraént
least had to assume that she was the last childhage found no reference to other children in ahthe
parish records | have searched. Family history,éwvew is full of surprises, and today or tomorrgwaight
out of the blue, some other item of information naall turn up to cause me to re-write all this.
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About Elizabeth, | still know nothing at all. | eVe | have found her but can't prove it - yettHa parish
registers of Herne is a tantalising entry referrtogthe marriage of an Elizabeth Newport to a James
Hammond. The year in which this marriage took plaes 1824, by which time our Elizabeth would have
been 26 years old - obviously quite an acceptaipet@ be a bride. However, the entry gives no egfeg to

the bride's father or mother, so no proof of relahip is possible. | checked the banns but these wo
more enlightening.

The intriguing part of all this is that the only Wgorts to be found in the village of Herne, unglan the end
of the 1800's, are ours - with the possible exoeptf this one. | find it difficult to believe, but's not
impossible that another family of Newports moveglist long enough for their daughter to marry.

What | believe may have happened, and this cosla eékplain why my great great grandfather setthede,

is that John and Susannah moved to Herne (perhagesaarch of work) sometime between 1819 and 1824,
obviously taking their children with them. Theihildren' would all have been, by that time of cersf
marriageable age, if not in fact married. By 188 great great great grandfather John was certainly
married and had been for fourteen years so he tsayhave taken his family, at the same time andHer
same reason (whatever that was), to Herne.

The result of all this is, | believe, that we aeeigg in the parish registers, first the marriagéd,824, of one
of great great grandfather's aunts, and then, 39,18is own marriage, followed by the baptism afteaf
his children.

There are several more aspects of this Elizabethiaga which are difficult to understand. On theesgh

of May 1826, two years after the marriage in Hethere are, in the registers of St. Mildred's churc
Canterbury, the banns and marriage of another Jatmesnond to an Elizabeth Newport! Or are there? Is
this the same couple who, for some reason that't @aagine, is going through the marriage ceremony
again! Alternatively, are they another pair of widuals of the same names just put on this earthaike my

life difficult? Too great a coincidence? Well, paps, but now how can | be sure that any Elizabeth
Hammond | find (and I've found several) is, in fdglizabeth Newport married in Herne? Well, thereme
way. | could comb through the 1851 census lookorgafl Elizabeth Hammonds, and, should | find a&liyk
candidate, check the parish of birth. If ‘Upper #fas' appears in the appropriate column, | could be
reasonably sure that | had found our Elizabeth swided the mystery. On the other hand if some other
parish appears in that column, there would be @mattystery to solve.

There are two problems. Problem one is that thedl t@hsus takes up approximately 50 reels of mionofi
and each microfilm takes about an hour to an hadraahalf to look through. In addition, the neardate
where these films can be viewed is about 100 naiesy from Worthing - in Maidstone to be exact.

Problem two is that Elizabeth, who, in 1851 woutvdn been 53 years of age, might, by then, have died

In 1813, on February 11th, John Newport was burdggd 61 years, in the same church in which he had
been baptized, in 1754. His stated age doesn’editithe facts. Assuming he was born and baptined
1754, he would have only been 59 in 1813. If, havekie was actually born in 1752 then this would/ no
fit. All it would mean is that he was not baptiaedtil the age of two.

The last part of this story is really the beginnbegrause this is where | began to realize who mgréat
grandmother was.

It started when | was going through the parishategs of Littlebourne.

In 1845, on 31st.May, William Newport (who turnedt o be the grandson of Susannah, married an Eliza
Bridgeman at Littlebourne. The entry in the panspisters reads as follows:

‘William John Newport, of full age, bachelor, lalven, Ickham, father John Maple, labourer, to Eliza
Bridgeman, of full age, spinster, Littlebourne hiat George Bridgeman, Labourer. In the presencé .of:
Sutton and Susannah Newport.’
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| have written the full story of William, his moth#&ary and John Maple in a separate section sogweiiho
deeper into this marriage, etc., than | have to.

In my notes, made at the time | extracted thisyefiom the parish registers (in August 1989), lomeied
that the actual spelling of 'Susannah’, was 'Susatime second 'a’ was missing. | also noted that t
handwriting itself was "very shaky as though writtey someone who was either ill, not used to wgitior
old and perhaps infirm". Well, I'm very glad | mattkat note as, many years later, it started mekitignand
eventually lead to my identifying my 4x great grpacents.

It happened this way. When | discovered, some yiahes, the relationship between the bridegroorthist
wedding and my own ancestors, | began to wonder thisoSusannah was. | felt that she, too, had ta be
relative of some description. With the marriageirigkplace only six years before the national censfus
1851 | decided to check these records first fopafisible Susannah Newports.

| had better explain here that one of the projedigh | set out to do in the early years of begignimy
family history was to comb through this censusawting, and recording, all the information relattogany
Newport living in Kent at the time of the censusalMeen helped me, and, | must admit, without hgr he
may well have given up. Kent has something likerfboundred and thirty parishes with some, like
Canterbury, Rochester, and Gravesend, being vagg ladeed. Spending a complete day, from nineakcl
in the morning until chucking out time at four ock in the afternoon, doing nothing else but regdist
after list of names requires both patience and eatnation! In all it took roughly a couple of years
complete this particular project, but it was wdtth

Anyway, | searched my records and found only oneyemdowever, she was a woman of 38, living in
Elmstead at the time of the census, and had beenibdorset. | could see no earthly reason why she
would attend a wedding of one of our Newports, iblitdismissed her as unlikely then who was left® A
there were no other Susannahs recorded | was ilkftonly three possibilities; the one | was lookfiog had
either died by this time, moved out of Kent, or le&n missed by me when searching the census.

| felt that | had been thorough enough not to n@egbody in the census, but this must always be a
possibility however many checks are made. Nevetebg | put this on one side for the moment.

If she had moved there was nothing | could do afo@®he could have gone anywhere - even emigrated.
also decided that this idea could be safely putrmmside!

| was left with only the first possibility, whichag also the easiest to check. She had died. latthss time
that | also realized who she could be. There whist all, one person who could be expected to btheat
wedding, who would have a reason for having a siakd, and who may well have died before the census
That person would be my 4x great grandmother, SisahNewport.

The next step was to try to prove this. | had &ststomewhere so | first tried to get an idea, ftbmdata |
had, of how old our Susannah would have been ib.1Bdssumed that she was twenty years of age when
she married in 1780 (she could have been oldeponger but it gave me a reasonable starting poiinig.
year in which she would have been born, therefases 1760. By 1845, therefore, if my assumption was
correct, she would have been eighty-five yearswhich was an acceptable age that would obviously h

to explain the shaky handwriting.

Based upon the same assumption, her first childbeas in 1782 when she would have been twenty-two,
and her last child (at least the last that | hasenbable to find), in 1795 when she would have likety-
five. These statements caused no problems witthtay.

The next move was to check the St. Catherine's ¢1®agjisters where the recording of all deaths iaffic
commenced in July 1837. Only one death entry wasddetween early 1845, before the wedding, and
December 1851, after the census. | sent for a ofphe certificate and when it came it gave me the
following information.
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This Susannah died, on the 20th.August, 1846,dditthe hamlet of Derringstone, which is in theiph of
Barham, and in the registration district of Briddehis all fitted very well indeed. Our Susannah was
baptized in Barham church and also married thedey Berringstone, however, | don't know for suret, bu
would suggest that this is most probably where cgirae from, where her roots were. Not Barham at all.
After all, Derringstone was a hamlet and Barharilage.

The difference between a village and a hamlet & the former has a church while the latter hasn't.
Therefore, those living in Derringstone would havause the nearest parish church for all occadiam
baptisms to burials. The nearest one is in Barless,than half a mile away.

This Susannah was also eighty-six when she died¢dhwvhiade her eighty five years old in 1845, and
therefore born in 1860! Not a bad guess on my part!

She was also a widow which, while being likely aayw(women then as now tending to live longer than
men), fitted in with what | suspected.

In conclusion, | believe that the lady who signedaawitness at the wedding in 1845 was my 4x great
grandmother, Susannah Newport, the wife of Johnpdety

| haven't as yet found where Susannah was buri¢d believe that this must be either Upper Hardves
Barham. However, | have so far been unable todimgentry in the registers.
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