
Difficult to Transcribe plus Confusion
It takes awhile to be able to come to final conclusion one information obtain, and utilized is a lot of 
cross referencing, not on how I would do things today but in the manner which things were done when 
the record was taken.

Kris Kobialka, the archivist of First Church of Salem had given a lot of assistance in acquiring the 
photo, and help me learn a lot at the time. We put it into the proper lighting. The first part of the on of 
the published transcription is on line. Though there are other transcriptions, this is the only one which 
had the name "Eliot" in it whether proper or not.

Dad, brought to the attention the transcription when at Mesa LDS Family History Library, an you 
brought it to my attentions also.

Want to thank Linda Elliott for keeping on me about it.

The records of the First Church in Salem, Massachusetts, 1629-1736
(upper left corner of page 39, 1688)

It should be noted; above Mary Lambert then of El??t, below that it reads; of Elizab Nurse, 
though the of does match with the point above it does not match with the point in the below. 
The letters between the El and the t seem to appear to be vowels; a, o, e and/or i.



Above is scan of a copy made of a book pointed out to me by dad at the LDS genealogical 
library in Mesa, AZ.



On line; the First Church in Salem had made The records of the First Church in Salem,  
Massachusetts, 1629-1736 available pages 3-83 and the index. 

Pages 3-83
http://firstchurchinsalem.org/documents/Original_Record_Book_3-83.pdf
Index
http://firstchurchinsalem.org/documents/Original_Record_Book_Index.pdf 

In scanning through the given records, the only time I found a lady of man with three names, 
first, middle and last, when it was transcribed Mary Lambert Eliot.

The way it is felt to be read is;

A lot of credit would have to be given to the transcriber to obtain Eliot from El??t. Kris 
Kobialka, the archivist of First Church of Salem is to be given a lot of credit showing me at least 
another transcription which did not bring about the name Eliot. So the transcriber Richard 
Donald Pierce (note; a middle name) of the Essex Institute has to be highly qualified.

It should be noted that if a ladies name was list it was proceeded by of, or followed by an at 
age. 

Only one male name; Ebenezer Foster did I find without being proceeded by an of or followed 
by an at age.

http://firstchurchinsalem.org/documents/Original_Record_Book_3-83.pdf
http://firstchurchinsalem.org/documents/Original_Record_Book_Index.pdf


It is felt that in 1686 he may have been of an older age, and they did not need to verify of what 
age he married at.

 

The above shows Ebenezer son of John and Martha (Foster), 
in the Salem vitals as being born Aug. 5, 1677.

So in 1685 this would make him (1686-1677) nineteen. 

 



The above shows that Daniel Lambert married a Mary Graye, born 1661. 
Noted; the above mentioned Edmund Bridges likely the son of Edmund 
Bridges which married Sarah Town Bridges Cloyse.

So this would make Mary Lambert having no of, and would be quite a bit 
past age to have an at age. This makes Mary Lambert (1688-1661) at the age 
of 27 which would not need an at age for baptism.

It should be note a character which proceeds Mary Lambert's name looks 
like an arc over k, and sine the feather pen did not spell out El??t so well it 
may be argued that this represents the word of and the word of was spelled 
below, which would put it in question. It should be noted in this transcription 
at age was not used.



It should be noted, middle or maiden names were found only used on Mary Lambert Eliot, all 
other names at most were dual first and surname.

Difficult time of finding what at age of baptism meant;

The Puritan age and rule in the colony of the Massachusetts Bay, 1629-1685 (1888)

Author: Ellis, George Edward, 1814-1894
Subject: Massachusetts -- History
Publisher: Boston, Houghton
NOT_IN_COPYRIGHT
Call number: AEW-9559

maybe one of the links will get through.

http://books.google.com/books?id=toM-
AAAAYAAJ&pg=PA378&lpg=PA378&dq=baptism+age+Puritan+MA+
+infant&source=bl&ots=_fYZm3OvYy&sig=C_Hk0K0Q9L_Lhz5hpe9a8Vbu5wg&hl=en&sa
=X&ei=q_cBUMOfCoaC2gWDqrmdCw&ved=0CE0Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=baptism
%20age%20Puritan%20MA%20%20infant&f=false 

http://www.archive.org/stream/puritanagerulein00elliuoft/puritanagerulein00elliuoft_djvu.txt 

Has a long explanation; but it is felt at age means not an infant.

http://www.archive.org/stream/puritanagerulein00elliuoft/puritanagerulein00elliuoft_djvu.txt
http://books.google.com/books?id=toM-AAAAYAAJ&pg=PA378&lpg=PA378&dq=baptism+age+Puritan+MA++infant&source=bl&ots=_fYZm3OvYy&sig=C_Hk0K0Q9L_Lhz5hpe9a8Vbu5wg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=q_cBUMOfCoaC2gWDqrmdCw&ved=0CE0Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=baptism%20age%20Puritan%20MA%20%20infant&f=false
http://books.google.com/books?id=toM-AAAAYAAJ&pg=PA378&lpg=PA378&dq=baptism+age+Puritan+MA++infant&source=bl&ots=_fYZm3OvYy&sig=C_Hk0K0Q9L_Lhz5hpe9a8Vbu5wg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=q_cBUMOfCoaC2gWDqrmdCw&ved=0CE0Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=baptism%20age%20Puritan%20MA%20%20infant&f=false
http://books.google.com/books?id=toM-AAAAYAAJ&pg=PA378&lpg=PA378&dq=baptism+age+Puritan+MA++infant&source=bl&ots=_fYZm3OvYy&sig=C_Hk0K0Q9L_Lhz5hpe9a8Vbu5wg&hl=en&sa=X&ei=q_cBUMOfCoaC2gWDqrmdCw&ved=0CE0Q6AEwAA#v=onepage&q=baptism%20age%20Puritan%20MA%20%20infant&f=false


What are the ages of people getting married?

Samuel of Mrs Barton;
Samuel is about a year old then Daniel Elliot of the testimony.

Not listed as Sister (felt to mean a female widow a member of the 
church).



Of Peter Cloyse;

The above record shows Peter Cloyse of York (County? Wells), was 
in Salem in 1677.

James of Peter Cloyse, is the felt where the name James of Daniel 
Elliot of the testimony came from.



Average age men 26, women 23. Marriage unarranged.

Marriage arranged.

Women married between the ages of 20 and 23.



Marriage of women in 1619, about 23 for women, 26 for men.

It is felt that the proper transcription would be 
Mary Lambert, then Elizabeth Mary, and Daniel  
of Eliot. 



In Conclusion;

It is felt that the son Daniel was named after the father, Daniel Elliot.
Since there is not any at age, appearing in the transcription, it is felt 
they are not infants. 

Since Daniel of the testimony was estimated to be born in 1665 in 
1688 he would be (1688-1665), would be twenty-three. The age of 
his sisters Elizabeth and Mary would be about the same. The above 
indicates they were not married at the time. Given the age of 
marriages during the day this would be highly likely.

Though to have the name Mary Lambert appear in a grouping 
which contains a Mary would be indicative of some relation 
between names. A connection is also given between the Bridges and 
Lamberts which Daniel Elliot of the testimony step mother-in-law 
was Sarah (Town, Bridges) Cloyse.

One concept which was tested. The concept of Mary Lambert 
being a Mary (Eliot) Lambert, where the Mary of Eliot was this 
Mary Lambert, because of the age of the sisters it was felt one may 
have been married. This seem to fall through when it was looked at, 
and it was found that Daniel Lambert married a Mary Graye.

It should be noted that Hannah wife of Daniel was named after her 
mother. It is very likely that immigrant Daniel married an Elizabeth 
or a Mary. It is felt because Eliz Elliot has a ring to it that the Mary 
may more likely be the name. 

Would have a tendency to look in both Boston and Salem for the 
name.

Mark Elliott      any questions or comments melliott.nm@gmail.com  7/14/2012

mailto:melliott.nm@gmail.com


Adding to the Confussion;



It should be noted the Mary, Daniel and Elizabeth are children 
of Mary and Daniel Lambert, and born before 1688. At their 
ages they would not be considered at age.



The above indicates that Mary and Elisabeth Lambert were heirs to the estate of Daniel 
Lambert. With Mary and Elisabeth having the Lambert name it is likely they did not get 
married.

It is important to note that Daniel Lambert was alive in 1688, so it is felt that the child 
should be listed as of Daniel Lambert or just of Lambert, because it is felt the father 
would be indicated some how.

It is felt the infant baptist existed amongst Puritans but the question had been brought to 
trial in Salem. There was reported infant baptism among the Puritans.

It could be that Eliot was crossed out an Mary Lambert written above, with the mariner 
husband Daniel out of town, Mary's name was used.

Mark Elliott     7/14/2012



Children of Mary and Daniel Lambert



Shows that Joseph, Preserve, Samuel and Rachael of Daniel  
Lambert had child baptisms. So Mary, Elizabeth and Daniel would 
likely have child baptism. It is now felt by me that it may have been 
first of Eliot because Daniel Elliot had a son name Daniel, but 
Elliot was crossed out and Mary Lambert put above as a correction. 
Where Daniel Lambert was used for the rest of the children for 
baptism.

The arced K may be the initial for the change.

Mark Elliot      7/15/2012



Clarification;
Writing this for clarification of what are felt the tentative conclusion I have.

Not an expert on baptisms or mothers having children baptized so would like 
to  have input from anyone closely classified to the manner. But it is felt 
providing the analysis.

First of all like to give;

The children of Daniel and Mary Lambert.



Baptisms of First Church in Salem.

Note; Joseph of Daniel Lambert.



Note; Preserved of Daniel Lambert

Note; Peter, Hanna Abigail and Mary of Peter Clois of Yorke (Wells, York 
County, Maine).



Note; James of Peter Cloyse (not listed as of Yorke).

It should be noted; Hannah Cloyse was baptized into The First Church of 
Salem in 1677, so she had been part of the First Church of Salem for at least 
ten years before it was when she, and her husband Daniel Elliot came to 
Salem.



Now Given;

It should be noted that El?t or El??t, is enough which I feel is some form of 
Elliot. Elet the word you gave is used for the example.

The above is basically the way it is felt to be written the first place.

Then it is felt that the recorder was in error. It could have been the familiarity 
with the Elliot family, and that Daniel Elet had a son Daniel also.
It should be noted not to confuse with three generations of Daniel Elliot, do 
not know for sure Daniel immigrant was living in Salem at the time, but we 
do know Daniel of the testimony and his son Daniel (a child) was there at the 



time. One of the sons being baptized was a Daniel, so it was felt that the 
father was a Daniel so the original recording was of Ellet, because it is felt 
the only Daniel with a son to be baptize was a Daniel Ellet.

Then it was found that the mother was Mary Lambert, without may be 
knowing the mariner father Daniel Lambert at sea, so a correction had to be 
made.

So first Ellet was cross through.
Then the change was initialed/marked by the one making the change.

And then the correct name was written above;



The above shows the cross out, the initial/mark, and correction.

Would appreciate any questions, or comments.

An sure appreciated the one from Linda Elliott

First Church (Salem, Mass.), Richard Donald Pierce  - 1974 - 421 pages
Richard Donald Pierce (February 5, 1915-August 1, 1973) was a minister, librarian,  
scholar, editor, Professor of History and Religion, and Dean of Emerson College in  
Boston, Massachusetts. 
http://www25.uua.org/uuhs/duub/articles/richardpierce.html 
At publication the author was deceased, and it would be others which 
bestowed a middle name preference.

It should be noted; was shown by Kris Kobialka First Church in Salem 
archivist that on at another transcription the name or any variation of the 
name Elliot was not used.

It is felt it may be likely that Mary Lambert had her first three children 
baptized on her own the infant baptisms were not felt condoned by The First 
Church in Salem in 1688. Loosing a son Samuel born and died in 1688, she 
may have wished Samuel was baptized before he died. After the death of her 
son Samuel, The First Church in Salem may have allowed her first three the 
others not born at the time to be baptized.

Mark Elliott           melliott.nm@gmail.com          7/19/2012  

http://www25.uua.org/uuhs/duub/articles/richardpierce.html
mailto:melliott.nm@gmail.com

