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I. I was able to spend three days in Randolph and Perry Counties, pursuing new information concerning the three generations of Hueys and related families, who lived there between 1804 and 1878. At the Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library in Marissa, Illinois. (www.marissahgs.org), I found information about the Huey, Couch, and Ewing families, an excellent historical summary of Presbyterian churches in the area, the Hill Prairie Cemetery records, and a detailed paper on the origins of the Reformed Presbyterian and Associate Reformed Presbyterian Churches in Chester County, South Carolina. At the Perry County Courthouse I copied plat maps that helped me locate farms of the Hueys and the Craigs. I visited Preston, Swanwick, Hopewell, and Hill Prairie cemeteries and found graves of Hueys, Craigs, Couches, and Ewings. At the Sparta Reformed Presbyterian Church I reviewed session records about ancestors who were members at Old Bethel and Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Churches between 1840 and 1878. I visited the farm of Alvin McMaster where I photographed the site of the original building of the Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church and found new information about the McBride family. I am very much indebted to Martha McIntyre who lives in the Sparta area. She provided wonderful tour guide services and arranged for access to the Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian records which are stored at Sparta Reformed Presbyterian Church where she is a member. Martha remembers with great appreciation my aunts Kathryn Wuthnow and Mildred Alexander. Subsequent to my visits to Randolph County, I have received some very helpful materials on the Ewings and the Lynns from Kay F. Jetton, a researcher at the Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library. A summary of what I learned about my ancestors in Illinois follows.
II. Huey Family

A. The Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library contained several items of interest about Huey origins. One is an unsigned handwritten note which says, “I have John Huey’s family Bible with birthdates as far back as June 1769; May 10, 1770; also 1772, 1774, and ‘John H. 1778.’” There is no mention of names to go with the other dates. The note includes additional information that is well known to the family and one item that is new. The writer says, “Margaret Craig’s mother was Mary McIntyre and her mother’s maiden name was Morrow.” Margaret Craig married John H. Huey in Mecklenburg County, North Carolina in 1804. An 1850 census record says that she was born in Ireland about 1776. 
B. I was also interested to find two articles about the Hueys in a Randolph County Bicentennial Book published in 1995. One article submitted by Hazel Lipton recounts the standard Southern Illinois version of Huey origins and reports that Huey descendents hold an annual Huey cousins picnic at Fort Kaskaskia State Park the fourth Saturday of August. Another article submitted by the family of David Belmont Huey and Hazel Craig Huey offers a variant of the usual story of Huey origins. It reports that John W. Huey married a Miss Sloan in Scotland before immigrating to Ireland. It goes on to say that the first immigrant to America was their son John Huey who married Catrin Austin in Ireland in April 1760. This variant fits well with the recorded passage of John Huey on the Lord Dunluce from Larne, Ireland to Charlestown, South Carolina in 1772. The Austin spelling for John Huey’s wife could point to a Huguenot identity for her family. Many Huguenot refugees went to Ireland around 1685 and assimilated with Scots Irish Presbyterians. This article mentions the family Bible (printed in Edinburgh, Scotland in 1747 by Richard Watkins) which was buried in the ground during the persecution in Ireland to keep it from being destroyed. Both articles are written by families which trace their lineage through William Maben Huey (1853-1938), younger brother of my great grandfather Samuel Millington Huey (1844-1935). 
C. I was able to locate and photograph the farm which John H. Huey acquired in Randolph County in 1834. It is located a few miles east of the village of Preston. It is planted in corn and looks to be an excellent farm today. I also visited Preston cemetery where family records report that John H. Huey and his wife Margaret Craig are buried in unmarked graves. They arrived in Illinois in 1831 after living in Tennessee and Kentucky. They died sometime after 1850. They were Associate Reformed Presbyterians and members of the Preston Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church which was the first Presbyterian church of any kind in the state of Illinois (organized in Kaskaskia in 1810 and relocated to Preston in 1823). I photographed the site where the 1823 church stood on the east side of Preston cemetery. John H. and Margaret Huey would also have worshiped in the building which was erected in the village of Preston in 1841-42. With the help of Alvin McMaster I acquired a Hill Prairie Township History Guide which includes a seating chart of this church (also known as the Old Springfield Congregation). The Huey pew is on the right side facing forward, eleventh row from the front. It lists John and wife; sons Samuel, William, and Alex; daughter Polly, Polly’s husband Thomas Anderson, and daughter Katie. The seating chart is dated 1843. The 1863 seating chart lists only Uncle Billy, Aunt Katie, and Sarah North in the Huey pew. The 1863 chart also has a Couch pew, listing names of some of Jane Couch Huey’s nephews and nieces. 
D. I also found the farm acquired by John H. Huey’s son, John C. Huey, in 1838 in Perry County. Perry County had been the home of Alexander Craig (husband of John H. Huey’s sister Agnes) since 1835. These families traveled together at least from the time of their double marriage in Mecklenburg County, North Carolina in 1804. Census records show that they were together in Tennessee and Kentucky before arriving in Illinois in 1831. John C. Huey acquired land adjacent to the farms of his cousins, William and Joseph Craig (sons of Alexander Craig and Agnes Huey). These farms were near Swanwick about five miles Northeast of Alexander Craig’s original land just west of Pinckneyville. William and Joseph Craig’s land overlapped the present day village of Winkle which in 1853 was known as Craig. I obtained an 1853 plat map from the Perry County Courthouse which shows where these farms were. John C. Huey’s brother, Samuel, also had a farm in this area. I had to hike a quarter of a mile through a field which had been owned by William Craig to reach John C. Huey’s farm which was planted in beans. This looks to be very good farm land today. The plat map shows a school on John C. Huey’s land. Could this have been the schoolhouse where my great-grandfather, Samuel Huey, taught as a young man? 
E. According to a published history of area churches, John C. Huey, his brother Samuel Huey, and his Craig cousins worshiped at the Hopewell Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church. This congregation, located five miles west of the city of Pinckneyville, was first organized in Perry County in 1831. The first building was under construction when the Blackhawk War broke out in 1832. Construction was interrupted because the carpenter in charge took time off to serve in that conflict (in which John C. Huey participated as well). I visited the site of this church which is adjacent to the present day Hopewell Cemetery in a grove of stately trees. In 1847 John C. Huey and his cousin Joseph Craig transferred their memberships from Hopewell to become the first elders of an Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church being organized near their farms. The Swanwick Bethel Church served the “Grand Cote (i.e. beautiful prairie)” area which included the villages of Swanwick and Craig (now Winkle). John C. Huey’s brother, Samuel, was one of the first trustees of the congregation. The first communion for the new congregation was celebrated on October 12, 1850. I photographed the site of the original building which is now a picnic area in a grove of trees adjacent to the Swanwick Bethel Cemetery. The church was moved to the village of Swanwick in 1890. It is still operating as a congregation of the Presbyterian Church (USA) in a building constructed in 1912. 
F. I was able to spend some time at the Swanwick Bethel Cemetery to locate the graves of John C. Huey (1804-1873), his wife Jane “Jennie” Couch (1815-1864), and her mother Elizabeth McBride Couch (1782-1852). Elizabeth’s daughter, Mary “Polly” was married to John C. Huey’s brother, Alexander Huey, and her daughter Rachel was married to John C. Huey’s cousin, Joseph Craig. Census records from 1850 show that Elizabeth McBride Couch was living with her son-in-law, Joseph Craig, who was by then a widower. It took quite some time to locate these graves in 101 degree heat with no shade and no breeze in the cemetery. One very interesting gravestone located next to John C. and Jane was that of their son John A. Huey who died of wounds suffered at the Battle of Fort Donaldson in 1862. At the top of the stone is a carving of a Union soldier with distinctive cap and rifle. My great-grandfather, Samuel Millington Huey joined his brother’s regiment when he came of age in 1864.
G. In 1873 my Huey family line began a transition to the Reformed Presbyterian Church. On January 1, 1873 Samuel Millington Huey married Mary Jane Ewing. Her family’s membership in the Reformed Presbyterian Church is believed to go back to Ireland and Scotland. Samuel began attending the Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church in the Hill Prairie area west of Sparta where Mary Jane’s family had been members since 1842. The Old Bethel records do not have an entry for Samuel being received into membership. There are records of Samuel subscribing his financial support for the salary of the Old Bethel pastor. This was undoubtedly an important and possibly necessary step toward membership. On January 8, 1876 an entry shows a contribution of $2.50 from S. M. Hughey. On April 3, (year not readable in my photograph) S. M. Hughey donated $2.50. A third entry lists a contribution of $10.00 from S. M. Hughey on January 1, 1877. Samuel and Mary Jane moved to Kansas the following year. The Old Bethel session minutes from April 1, 1878 orders that certificates be issued to Mr. and Mrs. Huey. On April 7, 1879 the minutes state that Mr. and Mrs. Huey had been certified for membership in the Sterling, Kansas congregation.
III. Couch Family

A. The Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library had several documents in a Couch family file. There was a very extensive Couch-McBride genealogy by a researcher with the initials M.E.W. It states that the parents of Jane “Jennie” Couch Huey (1815-1864) were James Couch (1776-1827) and Elizabeth McBride (1782-1852). James was born in South Carolina and Elizabeth in Ireland. They married in South Carolina, moved to Tennessee in 1803, and Randolph County, Illinois in 1806. They had eight children:
1. Fanny Homes Couch Scott, born 28 November 1800 in South Carolina.
2. Elizabeth Couch Gaston, born 21 April 1803 in South Carolina.
3. James McBride Couch, born 2 December 1805 in Tennessee.
4. Millington “Milton” Couch, born 28 January 1808 in Randolph County, Illinois.
5. Margaret Couch Elliot, born 9 August 1810 in Randolph County, Illinois.
6. Jane “Jennie” Couch Huey, born 22 March 1815 in Randolph County, Illinois, married to John C. Hughey 24 September 1835.

7. Mary “Polly” Couch Huey, born 6 June 1818 in Randolph County, Illinois, married to Newton Gaston in 1838, who died in 1848. She married Alexander Hughey 27 March 1851. This researcher did not have the names of their children.

8. Rachel Couch Craig, born 5 August 1821 in Randolph County, Illinois and married Joseph Craig (incorrectly listed as born in Ireland in 1812).
The names and dates provided by this document are confirmed by another document assembled in 1875 by Reverend J. E. Elliott and published in A History of Randolph, Monroe, and Perry Counties in 1883. The use of the name Millington for the second son is significant because this is the middle name of my great-grandfather Samuel M. Huey. The variant spelling, “Millintun” is found in some documents.

B. There was also a handwritten copy of the will of James Couch filed in 1827. Millington Couch is mentioned prominently because he is the only surviving son. Each of the surviving daughters is also mentioned.

C. Also of interest was a document listing births, marriages, and deaths from a Couch Family Bible. It lists a death of Millinton Couch in 1827. This would not be Jane Couch Huey’s brother who died in 1849. It may be her grandfather. The document includes a note that Harriett Walker’s book Revolutionary Soldiers Buried in Illinois lists the name of Millintun Couch among Revolutionary War veterans buried in Randolph County, Illinois. 
IV. McBride Family

A Randolph County Historical Atlas from 1900 includes a historical summary of the family of Elizabeth McBride (1782-1852) who married James Couch. The McBrides are described as one of the oldest families in Randolph County, having moved to the area about 1804 when most settlers were of French origin. Elizabeth’s father William McBride was born and raised in the north of Ireland. He immigrated to South Carolina about 1784 (two years after Elizabeth’s birth). A few years after Elizabeth’s marriage to James Couch in South Carolina, her father and other family members began the journey by wagon to Randolph County, Illinois. Couch records indicate that Elizabeth arrived in Illinois with her husband’s family a year or two later, though, it is possible that they were all traveling together. William McBride settled first a few miles south of the present day town of Baldwin. Later the McBride family moved to the west side of the Kaskaskia River to section 30, township 4, range 8. William McBride died in 1818, having lived to the advanced age of 78. His son William served as a captain of the local militia in 1813 and his grandson John T. served as sheriff and later as county clerk of Randolph County.
V. Ewing Family
A. One of the most significant discoveries in the Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library was a document on the Ewing family assembled by Gene Hays and Thelma B. Campbell in June of 1972. My information on the family of Mary Jane Ewing, who married Samuel Millington Huey in 1873, has been very sketchy. Kathryn Wuthnow’s research stated that Mary Jane’s father was David Ewing, that her mother died when she was young, that she was raised in part by her grandmother Lynn, and that David moved to Canada. There has not been any definitive information about David Ewing’s family, place of birth, or what happened to him after he left Illinois.

B. Hays and Campbell have listed David Ewing’s father as William Ewing, born 1777 in Scotland or Ireland and died 22 May 1840 in Chester County, South Carolina. David’s mother was Mary Weir, born circa 1781 in Chester County, South Carolina and died 17 January 1840 in Chester County. William and Mary were married circa 1799-1800. Mary was thought to be from a family which came to America before the American Revolution. William Ewing is described as immigrating from Ireland to Fairfield County, South Carolina and later moving to Chester County. William Ewing was a farmer and president of the first Temperance Society organization in South Carolina. Both are buried in Paul’s Graveyard in Chester County. Marissa researcher Kay F. Jetton provided me with a copy of a 1986 letter from William J. Ewing (grandson of William Alexander Ewing, who was the son of John Ewing and Mary Jane Weir). The letter confirms the information from Hays and Campbell about the first William Ewing and identifies his father as Robert Ewing who immigrated from Antrim County, Ireland in 1774. The letter states that Robert had a second son (unnamed).
C. William and Mary Ewing had nine children, seven of whom came to Illinois, and four of whom later moved to Pope County in west central Minnesota (including David). 
1. Jane Ewing was born circa 1800, married James Clark Lynn, moved to Illinois, joined Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church, died in 1860 in Randolph County, Illinois. 

2. Robert Ewing was born 1802 and died in Bloomington, Indiana in 1869.

3. James Ewing was born in 1804 and died in Ohio in 1836.

4. William Ewing was born in 1806, went to Illinois, and joined Old Bethel in 1844. Hays and Campbell list his death in 1845, but Old Bethel church records refer to William Ewing being investigated for intoxication in 1852. 
5. John Ewing was born in 1808 and moved to Illinois where he is listed as a member of the Reformed Presbyterian Church (congregation not specified by Hays and Campbell but Old Bethel records list him as a member). He married Mary Jane Weir, daughter of Joseph Weir and Jane Neill of South Carolina. He died 30 August 1845 (same date of death and place of burial offered for brother William). His widow would become the second wife of his brother David.
6. Mary Ewing was born in 1811, moved to Illinois by 1831, and joined Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church after 1842. She married Robert A. McMillan on 28 December 1837 in Randolph County, Illinois, and after his death married William Johnston on 23 November 1854 in Randolph County, Illinois. They were charter members of Lake Reno Reformed Presbyterian Church in Pope County, Minnesota in 1869.

7. David Ewing (my ancestor) was born 21 September 1815 in Chester Country, South Carolina, and died 13 January 1889 in Pope County, Minnesota. He married Mary Jane Lynn (1817-1847) in South Carolina in 1838. They moved to Randolph County, Illinois in 1842 and joined Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church on 1 August 1842. He became a Deacon at Old Bethel in 1846. After the death of his first wife 19 November 1847, he married the widow of his brother John, Mary Jane Weir Ewing, on 20 April 1850. They left Randolph County in 1866 and moved to Pope County, Minnesota, where he became a member of the Lake Reno Church 18 September 1880. No explanation is given for David delaying his membership to 1880 when other family members joined in 1869.  His second wife died in 1872 in Ioni, Michigan. Hays and Campbell offer no reason for Michigan being Mary’s place of death. William J. Ewing’s 1986 letter states that David and Mary left Minnesota to live with her son Joseph (not named by Hays and Campbell) who was a professor at Alma College in Michigan. Joseph was not listed in the 1850 census, but could have been away for college at the time. The Old Bethel session minutes report that a Joseph Ewing was cited on October 23, 1852 for “countenancing and patronizing a vagrant showman” for which he confessed his sorrow.  After Mary’s death in 1872, David moved back to Minnesota where he died 18 January 1889. David’s residence in Minnesota is confirmed by Pope County Census records from 1870 and 1880 and a Minnesota State Census record for 1885. 
8. Ann “Nancy” Ewing was born in 1817 in Chester County, South Carolina. She married William Craig (not the cousin of John C. Huey). She was a member of Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church and later moved to Pope County, Minnesota to become a charter member of the Lake Reno Reformed Presbyterian Church in 1869. 

9. Margaret Ewing was born in 1817 in Chester County, South Carolina. She never married. She joined Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church on 19 April 1842 and became a charter member of the Lake Reno Church in Pope County, Minnesota in 1869.

D. Much of the research done by Hays and Campbell is the product of church records of Old Bethel and Lake Reno Reformed Presbyterian Churches. It is clear from these records that these Ewings were firmly rooted in the Reformed Presbyterian Church. Hays and Campbell state that William Ewing is from a family that was Reformed Presbyterian in Scotland and Ireland. The fact that they followed one another from Chester County, South Carolina to Randolph County, Illinois, and later to Pope County, Minnesota demonstrates that they were a very close knit family.
E. Another intriguing aspect of this new information on the Ewing family is a possible connection to the settlers who came to South Carolina from Ireland with Reverend William Martin in 1772. These settlers were Seceders and Reformed Presbyterians from the area around Ballymoney, Ireland (including John Huey and members of the Sloan and Craig families). Jean Stephenson’s research lists William Ewing, Andrew Ewing, and John Ewing being part of William Martin’s party. John Ewing was a passenger on the Lord Dunluce with John Huey. All of the Ewings received land grants in 1773 in the same area of Fairfield County, South Carolina where Hays and Campbell say David’s father originally lived. Stephenson’s research also shows that this William Ewing later moved to Chester County, South Carolina where Hays and Campbell trace the William Ewing whose children moved to Illinois. This suggests the strong possibility that William Ewing’s father Robert may have come to Chester County, South Carolina in 1774 following brothers who came with William Martin.

VI. Lynn Family

A. The Hays/Campbell paper also provides an important link to another family from Chester County, South Carolina on which I had no previous information. They identify David Ewing’s first wife as Mary Jane Lynn. David and Mary Jane were married in South Carolina in 1838. They came to Illinois in 1842 and joined Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church with Elinor Lynn. Kathryn Wuthnow’s research refers to Mary Jane Ewing Huey’s grandmother Lynn, who helped raise her after mother’s death. Elinor is clearly grandmother Lynn. She is also the mother of James Clark Lynn who married David Ewing’s older sister Jane in Chester County, South Carolina before 1835. The 1840 Chester County, South Carolina Census lists Elinor Lynn as head of household with five sons and one daughter, thus establishing that Elinor was a widow by 1840. Elinor’s daughter Mary Jane was married to David Ewing in 1838 and would not have been listed in her household in 1840. Adjacent Lynn households on the record are headed by a Matthew Lynn and a John Lynn. Old Bethel Church records in Randolph County, Illinois list William Riley Lynn, Munro Lynn, Matthew H. Lynn, Nancy Elinor Lynn, John Lynn, and James C. and Jane Lynn as members. These are Elinor’s five sons and her second daughter and daughter-in-law. The 1850 census for Randolph County, Illinois lists Elinor, age 59, William R. Lynn, age 30, Matthew Lynn, age 21, Monroe Lynn, age 24, and Mary J. E. Ewing. age 2. The 1860 Randolph County Census shows Elinor, aged 69, as head of a household which includes Matthew Lynn (physician), age 31, and Joseph Lynn (farmer), age 29, and a Mary Lynn (born in Ireland), age 20. Joseph was the son of James Clark Lynn and Mary Lynn was the wife of Matthew. The entry above Elinor’s household is W. R. Lynn, age 40, with a wife, child, and boarder. Another entry on this page lists the household of John Lynn, age 46, with a wife and seven children. The 1870 Randolph County Census lists Elinor Lynn, age 79, as head of household with her granddaughter, Mary Jane Ewing, living with her.
B. The Lynn family also has deep roots in the Reformed Presbyterian Church of South Carolina and Ireland. There is strong evidence that Elinor’s husband was the son of a member of Reverend William Martin’s group of settlers who came to South Carolina from Antrim County, Ireland in 1772. The Lord Dunluce had a passenger named John Lynn who was granted 200 acres in Craven County and later moved to Chester County, South Carolina. Some very interesting details about this family are provided in A Historical Sketch of Union Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church of Chester County, South Carolina written by Reverend R. Lathan in 1888, which I found in the Marissa Library. Lathan describes the John Lynn who came with William Martin to South Carolina as one of the original elders of the Union Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church in Chester County. Lathan lists three sons for John Lynn, who died in 1820. His oldest son, John (1780-1851), also died in Chester County. His son, Henry, married a daughter of Reformed Presbyterian minister, James McGarragh, and immigrated to Illinois. His third son, Matthew, is said to have married but left no offspring.  The listing of John and Matthew Lynn’s households as adjacent to Elinor’s in the 1840 Chester County census suggests that her deceased husband was their brother Henry. The case is strengthened by the fact that the Matthew Lynn in this census listing has no children as reported by Lathan. The 1850 Randolph County Census indicates that David and Mary Jane Lynn Ewing’s first child was named Henry. Other records list him as William Henry (possibly named for both grandfathers).  Their second child was named John Lynn Ewing. In addition, Elinor’s son, John C. Lynn, had a son named Henry (as shown in the 1860 Randolph County Census). Elinor had another son named Matthew Henry. The 1840 census information and the choice of names fits Lathan’s description of the Lynn family which moved to Illinois and makes a strong case for Mary Jane Lynn being the granddaughter of the John Lynn who came to America on the Lord Dunluce in 1772. Since Lathan was writing 46 years after Elinor Lynn’s family moved to Illinois he could easily have missed the fact that Henry died just before his family made the move. 
C. Kay F. Jetton, researcher at Marissa Historical and Genealogical Library sent me a copy of a published article about the Lynn family. The article, written by James H. Lynn was published in The Bulletin of the Chester District Genealogical Society in September 2000. The research described in this article confirms the conclusions I have drawn from other sources concerning the family of Henry and Elinor Lynn. The article traces descendents of John Lynn (1736-1820) and his wife Jennet Malcolm (1747-1813). They are identified as part of the group which immigrated with the Reverend William Martin from Larne, Ireland to Charlestown, South Carolina in 1772. The article identifies nine children of John and Jennet Lynn:
1. Jane Lynn, born 22 August 1771 in Antrim County, Ireland. Died 27 July 1840 in Washington or Randolph County, Illinois. Spouse: John McGuire.

2. Margaret Lynn, born 8 January 1774, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 29 July 1798. Spouse: Patrick Finney.

3. Mary Lynn, born 22 March 1776, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 1820. Spouse: ___ Minnes

4. Agnes Lynn, born 27 October 1778, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 19 December 1799, Chester County, South Carolina.
5. John Lynn, born 31 March 1780, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 10 July 1852, Chester County, South Carolina. Buried Paul’s Cemetery, Chester County, South Carolina. Spouse: Sarah McCullough.

6. Henry Lynn, born 15 March 1783 (twin), Chester County, South Carolina. Died 24 November 1834, Chester County, South Carolina. Buried Paul’s Cemetery, Chester County, South Carolina. Spouse: Eleanor McGarragh.

7. Elizabeth Lynn, born 15 March 1783 (twin), Chester County, South Carolina. Died 8 June 1788, Chester County, South Carolina. 

8. Jennet Lynn, born 16 September 1786, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 6 December 1849, Chester County, South Carolina. Spouse John Barber.

9. Matthew Mason Lynn, born 6 August 1790, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 20 December 1861, Chester County, South Carolina. Spouse: Patience Morgan Westbrook.

The article notes that the first John Lynn was thought to be a close relative of the Reverend Matthew Lynn who immigrated from Ireland to Pennsylvania. Since Matthew was born in the town land of Corkermain, near Cairn Castle in County Antrim, it is possible that John Lynn hailed from there as well. 
This article was my first source to provide dates of birth and death for Henry and the name and dates of his mother Jennet Malcolm. It also confirms the identification of Henry’s wife, Elinor, as the daughter of the Reverend James McGarragh. This article follows Lathan in listing the Reverend McGarragh’s first name as William. I have chosen to follow Jean Stephenson and some ship passenger records from 1791 to identify him as James. McGarragh is described as succeeding the Reverend William Martin as pastor of the Covenanter Church at Rocky Creek, South Carolina. The article notes that Elinor McGarragh Lynn immigrated to Randolph County, Illinois sometime after Henry Lynn’s death in 1834. This was part of a more general migration of Reformed Presbyterians to southern Illinois to separate themselves from the institution of slavery. The article quotes sources reporting that the Reformed Presbytery took action in 1780 that no slave holder could receive communion in the church (this actually happened in 1800). Some remembered that $1,500 worth of slaves were set free on a single day in Rocky Creek (Robert Lathan, Associate Reformed Presbyterian, September 13, 1888). In Illinois these Reformed Presbyterian settlers were sometimes called “South Carolina Irish.”
The article lists the names of Henry and Elinor Lynn’s children as provided by Randolph County sources. My ancestor, Mary Jane Lynn, is not listed. Her marriage in 1838, prior to immigrating to Illinois, her death in 1847, five years after arriving, and the departure of all her children by 1878 left a very faint footprint for future Randolph County researchers to track. Henry and Elinor’s other children include:
1. James Clark Lynn, born 4 December 1811, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 23 June 1853, Sparta, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois. Spouse: Jane Ewing (David Ewing’s sister), born circa 1800, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 17 March 1862, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois.
2. John Lynn, born 13 August 1814, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 11 April 1861, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois.

4. William Riley Lynn, born 24 April 1820, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 1 April 1864, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois. Spouse: Nancy Elizabeth Donnelly (1818-1897), daughter of the Reverend Thomas Donnelly, Reformed Presbyterian minister in Chester County, South Carolina.
5. Nancy E. Lynn, born 20 March 1823, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 15 October 1848, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois. Did not marry.
6. Monroe Lynn, born 5 April 1826, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 9 April 1856, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County. Did not marry.

7. Matthew H. Lynn (physician), born 25 November 1828, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 20 November 1865, Randolph County, Illinois. Buried Hill Prairie Cemetery, Randolph County, Illinois. Spouse: Mary Reid (1840, Ireland-1885, Randolph County).
To this list should be added:


      3.   Mary Jane Lynn, born 15 November 1817, Chester County, South 

Carolina. Died 19 November 1847, Randolph County, Illinois. Spouse: David Ewing (brother of Jane Ewing, above), born 21 September 1815, Chester County, South Carolina. Died 13 January 1889, Pope County, Minnesota.

This information clarifies another issue with respect to Elinor Lynn. She survived all of her seven children. None of them lived beyond the age of forty two. Matthew Lynn was the last of her children to die in 1865. Elinor was listed in the 1870 census and may have lived some years longer since Kathryn Wuthnow reports that she witnessed the birth of some of the children of her granddaughter Mary Jane after 1873.
D. The identification of Elinor Lynn’s husband as John Lynn’s son, Henry, means that Elinor was the daughter of the Reverend James McGarragh (some sources identify him as William). According to a biographical sketch written by W. Melanchthon Glasgow in his History of Reformed Presbyterian Church, McGarragh was born in Donaghadee, County Down, Ireland in July of 1752. He graduated from the University of Glasgow, Scotland in 1781. He studied theology for a year in Scotland under the Reverend William Stavely. He was licensed by the Reformed Presbytery of Scotland to serve at Bready, County Londonderry, Ireland, 20 August 1783. He was ordained at Bready 28 August 1789 after accepting a call to serve the Covenanters in South Carolina. He sailed from Belfast late in the Fall of 1790 and arrived in Charleston after a tedious and stormy passage. He settled in Chester County near Beaver Dam. McGarragh and William King, another Reformed Presbyterian minister newly arrived in South Carolina, joined with the Reverend William Martin to form a committee to manage the affairs of the Reformed Presbytery in America. Jean Stephenson reports that the relationship between the three men was not harmonious. Reverend Martin could not accept the leadership of these younger ministers. Within a few years the committee was dissolved by Martin withdrawing as the other two were preparing charges against him for intoxication and the sale of a negro slave. Lathan reports that Reverend McGarragh was soon confronted with his own charges of ethical impropriety. His wife died a few years after arriving in South Carolina. He then contracted for a second marriage which was considered disreputable. The woman was from a respectable family but at the time of the marriage she was in an advanced state of pregnancy. No minister could be found who would agree to marry them under these circumstances. Reverend McGarragh arrived at the creative solution of performing the ceremony himself. Charges were then brought against McGarragh by church officials for marrying a woman who had been defiled. It is likely that these charges were based on chapter XXIV of the 1647 version of the Westminster Confession of Faith which reads “Neither should such as are godly be unequally yoked, by marrying with such as are notoriously wicked in their life…” He was then suspended from ministry for a period of several years. While Lathan reports that McGarragh’s suspension was lifted, Glasgow paints a very different picture. He writes that after the death of McGarragh’s first wife, Elizabeth Clark, who he married in Ireland:
…he married an intemperate and worthless woman, who was his housekeeper, and who lead him to fall into intemperate habits, for which conduct he was suspended by the Committee, June 24, 1795. He was deposed from office by the Reformed Presbytery, February 5, 1801, but was afterward restored to private membership. He taught school and cultivated a small farm for a livelihood, died in great despondency, September 6, 1816, and was buried in Paul’s graveyard, near Mount Prospect, Chester District, South Carolina. He was a proficient scholar, an apt teacher, and a very acceptable preacher. 
The combination of ethical problems of Martin and McGarragh resulted in a major loss of momentum and members for the Reformed Presbyterian churches in Chester County. Lathan reports that on a per capita basis there were at that time more Reformed Presbyterians in Chester County than in any other section of the United States. People like John Lynn began moving to or organizing Associate Reformed Presbyterian churches during this period.
E. Lathan reports that this Lynn family was related to the Reverend Matthew Lynn who played a prominent role in the merger of some Reformed Presbyterians and most Associate Presbyterians to create the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church. Lathan writes that Matthew Lynn was a native of Larne, in County Antrim. He was educated at Glasgow and ordained by the Covenanter Presbytery in Scotland and became pastor of Reformed Presbyterian churches in Londonderry and Antrim Counties in Ireland, one of which was the church in Coleraine. This was only 15 miles from the church William Martin served near Ballymoney. One year after Martin led his group to South Carolina Matthew Lynn immigrated to Cumberland County, Pennsylvania. After the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church was formed in Pennsylvania, Matthew Lynn made a visit in 1787 to his friends and relatives in South Carolina to invite them to become part of the newly merged church. He stayed with his kinsman John Lynn and preached regularly in the Lynn house. He did not succeed in convincing South Carolina Reformed Presbyterians of the benefits of this merger. It would take the ethical problems of William Martin and James McGarragh to make that happen a decade later.  The lasting importance of this family relationship is seen in the choice of the name Matthew for the third son of John Lynn and one of the sons of Henry and Eleanor Lynn.
VII. Weir Family

A. The Hayes/Campbell paper introduced me to another family which was part of the Reformed Presbyterian pipeline from upper Antrim County, Ireland to Randolph County, Illinois. William Ewing (1777-1840) married Mary Weir (1781-1840) circa 1799/1800 in South Carolina. They both died in Chester County, South Carolina.  Their son John Ewing (1808-1845) married Mary Jane Weir (1813-1872) in Chester County in 1832. She was the daughter of Joseph Weir and Jane Neill. No information is offered about the relationship of Joseph Weir to the first Mary Weir, but we can assume that they were either siblings or cousins. Joseph and Jane Weir appear on the Randolph County, Illinois census records in 1840 (birth dates between 1770 and 1780) and the Old Bethel Reformed Presbyterian membership list in 1841.  We can assume that their daughter Mary Jane and her husband, John Ewing immigrated to Randolph County at about the same time since they also show up on the Old Bethel membership record in 1841. 
B. Other members of the Weir family were arriving in Randolph County by 1840. My cousin, Robert Wuthnow, sent me a Weir pedigree which has been passed down to a Weir family member of his acquaintance (see Appendix A). It does not include dates but is clearly linked to this Weir family. It identifies five generations of Weirs making the journey from Scotland to Ireland to South Carolina and finally to Illinois. This pedigree lists seven children of Robert Weir and Jane Boyd who were married in South Carolina and moved to Illinois. Robert and Jane appear in the 1840 Randolph County census with dates of birth listed in the 1790-1800 range. They also appear on the 1841 membership list of Old Bethel along with their sons William, Thomas, and James B. Weir. William and Thomas Weir also appear in the 1840 Randolph County census with birthdates listed in the 1810-1820 range. William was elected elder of Old Bethel in 1846. Weir family members continue to appear in Old Bethel records through the 1870s with William Weir, John Weir, Thomas Weir, D. F. Weir, and J. T. Weir subscribing support for the pastor’s salary. Robert Weir and Joseph Weir are clearly the patriarchs of this Weir clan who arrive in Illinois before 1840. They are probably closely related with an age difference of 10-20 years according to census records. Since Joseph does not appear among Robert’s siblings or Weir uncles on the pedigree list, they may be cousins.
C. Early South Carolina records offer several possibilities for the parentage of David Ewing’s mother Mary Weir. A Passenger Record for Protestant Immigrants to South Carolina (Janie Revill) lists a Robert Weir arriving in Charlestown in 1767.  This Robert is two generations earlier than the Robert who immigrated to Illinois and at least one generation earlier than the Joseph Weir who went to Illinois. Four Weir men were among the settlers who arrived with William Martin in 1772. Since their land grants are listed in sequence in the same area they were clearly immigrating together. Jean Stephenson’s research identifies Thomas Weir, Sr. as a passenger on the Lord Dunluce who received 150 acres in Laurens County. Stephenson also lists Thomas Weir, Jr. receiving 100 acres in Laurens County. Thomas Weir, Sr. (wife Elizabeth Faulkner) and Thomas Weir, Jr. (wife Mary Withrow) also appear on the Weir pedigree list. They are grandparents and parents of the Robert Weir who married Jane Boyd in South Carolina and moved to Randolph County by 1840. John Weir is also one of William Martin’s settlers. He received a grant of 100 acres in Laurens County which he sold in 1786 and moved to Chester County, South Carolina. This John Weir may well be the brother of Thomas, Sr. who is listed on the Weir pedigree chart.  David Weir was another settler who received 100 acres in Laurens County and later moved to Chester County.  The name David does not appear on the Weir pedigree list but he could be the son of John whose children are not on the list. It is not unreasonable to conclude that these various records point to three sons of the James Weir who heads the pedigree list. These sons immigrated to South Carolina, with Robert arriving first in 1767 and his brothers John and Thomas, Sr. following in 1772. While these records do not provide the specific identity of the parents of David Ewing’s mother, they do offer clues on how she may fit into the Weir clan. Since Mary Weir is not listed on the Weir pedigree among the children or grandchildren of Thomas, Sr. she is most likely descended from one of his two brothers, Robert or John (see Appendix B). The pedigree list, Jean Stephenson’s research, and the Illinois Census Records offer a convincing link between the Weirs who traveled with William Martin to South Carolina and the family that later migrated to Randolph County.
VIII. David Ewing Controversy
A. My review of the Old Bethel Session Minutes yielded a very unexpected finding about David Ewing. His second marriage placed his relationship with the church in serious jeopardy. Hill Prairie Cemetery records list the date of the death of Mary Jane Lynn Ewing as 19 November 1847. On 20 April 1850 David Ewing married for the second time. His new wife was Mary Jane Weir Ewing, the widow of his brother, John, who had died in 1845. Before my trip to Southern Illinois I had seen the 1850 Randolph County Census record for David Ewing. It confused me because I assumed the Mary listed as his spouse was his first wife. But there were two daughters named Mary (one aged 10 and the other age 3). I had not anticipated that this was, in 1850, a blended family with the first four children, Henry (12), John L. (9), Robert C. (6), and Mary J. E. (3) belonging to David. The last two children Mary J. (10) and William A. (7) belonged to Mary Jane Weir Ewing. For some reason the census record does not list Mary Jane Weir Ewing’s older son, Joseph, who is described by her great-grandson, William J. Ewing, in a letter in 1986. 
B. The Old Bethel records indicate that the Session met on 2 May 1850 (twelve days after David’s second marriage) and passed a motion that David and Mary Jane Weir Ewing be “libeled to appear before the next session.” The Session met again on 22 May 1850. David Ewing was present and was cited for “incestuous marriage.”  After the charge was read, David admitted his guilt. The Session postponed any disciplinary action until the June 5 meeting. A motion was passed to cite Mary Ewing to appear at the June 5 meeting to answer the charge of incestuous marriage. No explanation was given for Mary Ewing’s failure to appear. The next entry in the Session minutes comes on 22 July 1850. A motion passed to depose David Ewing from the office of Deacon. The following motion was then passed: “Resolved that Thursday two weeks be appointed as a day of fasting for the purpose of excommunication.” The next entry in the Session minutes was 11 September 1850 at which no mention was made of David or Mary Jane Weir Ewing. Instead a paper was presented to the Session calling for dissolving the relationship with the pastor. This recommendation was referred to the Presbytery. 
C. Since there was a one year gap in Session minutes following the September 11 meeting, the record does not indicate the final disposition of the case. No mention was made in the July 22 action whether excommunication was proposed for David, Mary, or both. Mary’s refusal to appear to answer charges could in itself be grounds for excommunication. Session records from the same time period at Westminster in Springfield, IL include several cases where members refused to appear to answer charges and were excommunicated for “contumacy,” that is, not accepting the authority of the Session to discipline them. Part of the answer to this mystery is found in the membership list provided in the 1840 session record book. The names are listed with dates of reception into membership. Later someone went through this list with a pencil or lighter ink pen and made notations beside some of the names indicating death, transfer, left the church, etc. The notation next to Mary’s first husband, John, says “death.” The notation following Mary’s name says, “cut off,” with a line drawn through her name. This makes clear that in the memory of the annotator Mary was indeed excommunicated. David Ewing’s name is listed with his first wife. The note following Mary Jane’s name is “death.” For David’s name there is no note. Was this an oversight by the annotator? Had David been forgotten? Was his situation too complex to summarize in a word or two? It seems likely that David was either excommunicated or suspended. Suspension would mean that he was excluded from the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper and not permitted to vote or hold office. The church records do not list David making any contributions to the pastor’s salary from 1851 to the time of his leaving Illinois in 1866. He probably supported the church through his and Mary’s children, five of whom made significant contributions for the pastor’s salary between 1859 and 1866.

D. Two weeks after discovering the Old Bethel records, I received the 1986 William J. Ewing letter which sheds additional light on the David Ewing controversy. This great-grandson of John Ewing and Mary Jane Weir writes that she had three more children after her marriage to David. The first was a daughter who was born four months after the date of their marriage in April of 1850. Two and half years later Mary gave birth to twin sons who died after one month. Shortly after that the 2 ½ year old daughter died, too. William J. Ewing makes no reference to the incestuous marriage charge but states that David and Mary were “sessioned” by the Old Bethel elders who were not understanding of their situation. It is not clear what kind of punishment William J. Ewing was describing when he used the word “sessioned.” It is obvious that he thought a serious action was taken by the session against both, which stigmatized the couple. Mary’s refusal to appear before session was probably an attempt to put off public disclosure of her pregnancy, possibly in the hope that the birth might be delayed long enough to blur the date of conception. But this tactic would have served to further anger the elders who were probably suspicious that a child had been conceived out of wedlock. She could only plead illness for so long. It appears that the session had a choice between at least three charges; incestuous marriage (the first charge), conceiving a child out of wedlock, and in Mary’s case contumacy (not responding to the summons of the court).
E. The case for suspension or excommunication is also supported by the fact that David Ewing became a member of the Lake Reno Church much later than his family members who immigrated to Minnesota with him in 1866. The records show that David’s three siblings and the young adults of the next generation (including David’s son John Lynn Ewing) united with the Lake Reno Church as charter members in 1869. They were issued certificates by Old Bethel as they were leaving in 1866. No such certificate was issued to David. John Lynn Ewing in fact became an elder of the Lake Reno Church a few days after it was organized. David Ewing became a member at Lake Reno eleven years later in 1880 (eight years after Mary’s death). This suggests that Lake Reno Church could not accept him until his suspension or excommunication was lifted by Old Bethel or until they completed a satisfactory investigation of his case. 

F. One of the interesting features of the charge brought against David and Mary Ewing is that what they did does not look like incest by our contemporary understanding of the term. They lived in a time when incest was defined differently from the way it is today. We think of incest as a sexual relationship between close blood relations. For most Christians in 1850 incest was defined by the prohibitions found in the 20th chapter of the Book of Leviticus, The Westminster Confession of Faith, and the theological idea that marriage partners become “one flesh.” That means Mary Weir Ewing was joined to the flesh of her husband John Ewing’s family. In this theological understanding Mary and David had become one flesh as sister and brother first and their later marriage violated that sacred family identity. This prohibition was not unique to the Reformed Presbyterians. Such a marriage would not have been permitted in most Protestant denominations of the time. In fact, marriage between in-laws was illegal in Great Britain until 1907. It took 75 years of debate in Parliament to change this law. The Church of England and the Church of Scotland (Presbyterian) consistently opposed a redefinition of incest in Great Britain. Chapter XXIV of the 1647 version of the Westminster Confession of Faith reads:
IV. Marriage ought not be within the degrees of Consanguinity or Affinity forbidden in the Word: Nor can such incestuous marriages ever be made lawful by any Law of man, or consent of Parties, so as those persons may live together as man and wife. The man may not marry any of his wives kindred, nearer in blood, then he may of his own; nor the woman of her husband’s kindred, then of her own.



This version was still in force in all Presbyterian denominations at the time of David 



Ewing’s second marriage.

G. What is clear from David and Mary Ewing’s case is that it set in motion a period of conflict and instability for the congregation. The fact that an action was brought against the pastor at the September meeting suggests someone was not happy with the way this case had unfolded. This issue threatened in one way or another the Ewings, the Lynns, and the Weirs. These families constituted a significant portion of the congregation and were represented on the Session. It would not be surprising to find these families facing off against one another over this issue. The Old Bethel records indicate that many of the Lynn family members became alienated from the church in 1850. Most of the Weirs and Ewings remained actively engaged although Mary’s mother Jane Weir transferred to the Bethel Reformed Presbyterian Church. The session minutes of April 9, 1851 report that William R. Lynn, Munro Lynn, and Matthew H. Lynn, and others were cited for not communing and were suspended from the sealing ordinances. The Session minutes from Bethel Church near Sparta, (the other Reformed Presbyterian Church) state that Elinor Lynn was accepted by letter of transfer from Old Bethel on October 21, 1852. Other Lynn family members also transferred during the 1850s. The historical summary of Old Bethel Church mentions that a schism took place about 1852. A part of the congregation wanted a separate organization and began meeting in a small frame building on John Lynn’s farm. They called themselves the Hill Prairie Society of the Reformed Presbyterian Church. They failed in their efforts to gain recognition from the Synod as a congregation of the Reformed Presbytery. That this schism would be mentioned in a one-half page historical summary written in 1987 indicates that it was a major turning point for the church. It was probably a major turning point in the complex relationships of the Ewing, Lynn, and Weir families which had been allied since at least since 1772 and probably earlier.  It was undoubtedly a factor in the decision of the four surviving Ewing siblings and many of their grown children to leave Illinois together in 1866 and make their way to Minnesota.

H. One of the tragic features of this controversy was the impact that it had on David and Mary’s children. Excommunication meant that Mary, and possibly David, could not participate in the life of the church. If David participated under suspension he did so wearing, in a figurative sense, a “scarlet letter.” The records show that at least some of their children were nurtured by the church and became members. I found the entry in the Old Bethel records of my great-grandmother, Mary Jane Ewing’s reception into membership on 1 October 1858 (when she was eleven years old). The financial contributions of her husband Samuel M. Huey in 1876 and 1877 are also documented. The transfer of David’s son John L. Ewing to the Lake Reno Church in 1869 and his subsequent election as elder indicate that he was also in good standing at Old Bethel. By the same token, Mary Weir Ewing’s children Mary Jane and William Alexander Ewing were both charter members of the Lake Reno Church, having transferred from Old Bethel. Undoubtedly the support of the extended family of Ewings and Weirs within the church and the Lynns mostly from other congregations was essential to the spiritual nurture of David and Mary’s children in the church. Certainly the faith and courage of parents and children to bear the stigma of the church’s ongoing censure was exceptionally strong. For Mary Jane Ewing it was clear that the relationship with her grandmother Lynn was very important.  The 1850 census lists Mary Jane as a two year old living in her grandmother’s household. David Ewing became a widower in 1847 with three sons and a baby girl. Mary Jane must have lived with Elinor until at least April of 1850 when David remarried. The 1870 Randolph County Census records show that Mary Jane and Elinor were living together again. This was four years after most of Mary Jane’s family had moved to Minnesota and five years after the death of the last of Elinor’s children. It is reasonable to assume that they began living together again in 1865 or 1866 when Mary Jane was eighteen or nineteen. It may be that Elinor Lynn was particularly attuned to the challenges faced by her granddaughter. She, too, had grown up with the stigma of the controversial second marriage of her father, the Reverend James McGarragh, and the shame of his being deposed from the office of ministry. In both cases the marriages violated social convention and the standards of the Westminster Confession of Faith.
I. It is ironic that the standards of the Westminster Confession of Faith should figure so prominently in the David Ewing controversy. The one tangible connection that I have to my great-grandmother Mary Jane Ewing is her copy of the 1647 version of the Westminster Confession of Faith, which has been passed down through the family. The title page and opening section of the book are missing so I do not know when it was printed. The inside cover of the book has a pencil signature in a child’s hand of Monroe Lynn. I now know that this is Mary Jane’s uncle (1826-1856) who never married. This would date his possession of the book to about 1836, which means it came with Monroe from Chester County, South Carolina to Randolph County, Illinois. It was probably passed on to Mary Jane after Monroe’s death. The beautifully rendered name of my great-grandmother, Mary Jane E. Ewing, is followed by an initial or mark that I cannot make out. It could have been written by Elinor in 1856 or later on the occasion of the book being given to Mary Jane. It went to Kansas with Mary Jane in 1878 where it resided with my great-grandfather Samuel Huey, my grandparents Robert and Emeline Huey, and my aunt Kathryn Wuthnow. The book came to me through Kathryn’s son, Robert Wuthnow. In Mary Jane’s wedding picture from 1873 she is holding a book that is about the same size as her copy of the Westminster Confession of Faith. I often wonder if this is the book she was holding on that special day, determined not to repeat the mistakes of her father and Elinor’s father. I opened her book to chapter XXIV which is still in place. I noticed that this edition has the scriptural references printed in full for each provision of the Confession. One of the references for the incest provision was Leviticus 20:21 which reads:

And if a man shall take his brother’s wife, it is an unclean thing, he hath uncovered his brother’s nakedness; they shall be childless.

With sadness I remembered the three children of David’s second marriage with Mary Weir Ewing; two died as infants and one as a toddler. These words must have been chilling for people who took Scripture as seriously as they did. In Mary Jane’s family and church, David Ewing’s tragic story could easily be read as a confirmation of this Old Testament warning.






