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INDIAN TRAILS, EARLY ROADS AND CHANGING LANDSCAPES IN 
DEERFIELD 

By Peter A. Thomas 

Following the draining of Glacial Lake Hitchcock sometime after 12,370 radiocarbon years ago, 
Native American families began to actively use this part of the Connecticut Valley.  Such early visits to 
what is now known as South Deerfield is confirmed through archaeological excavations at a large camp 
located within the Deerfield Industrial Park (see exhibits at the Town Office; Gramly 1998; Chilton, et 
al 2005; Ulrich 1978).  This site is dated to 10,350 radiocarbon years ago (Gramly 2017).  These early 
arrivals and some 400 generations of Native Americans that followed used the river and an evolving 
system of trails to access local resources and to travel to other communities near and far.  The paths they 
followed undoubtedly shifted as the landscape they knew changed due to dramatic shifts in climate, 
transformations in vegetation from a tundra to open woodland to closed forest, evolving animal 
communities and sculping of the land by wind and water.  

With the arrival of English settlers in the Connecticut River valley in the 1630s, we begin to get 
recorded, if only fleeting, glimpses of the landscape and the Native trails that traversed it.  English 
colonists moved progressively up the valley from Windsor/Hartford (1633/1636) to Springfield (1635), 
to Northampton (1654), Hadley (1659), Hatfield (1661) and eventually to Deerfield (1672). With the 
initial settlement of Deerfield along the main street of what we now referred to as Old Deerfield, 
obtaining English commodities or maintaining social and political contacts with other frontier 
settlements required communication with Hatfield and frontier settlements farther south.  These new 
arrivals took full advantage of the trails used by their Indian neighbors.  Two Indian trails (Figure 1) 
soon became foot and horse paths connecting Deerfield to Hatfield, the nearest town.  

The better known path has been variously referred to as “the Old Hatfield Road” (Epaphras 
Hoyt, Book No. 2 (1820): 212-219; Sketch Book No. 4 (1836):72-74), the “Indian trail” or “Straits Road” 
(Josiah Temple , 1872:120), “the road to Hatfield by the Bars Long Hill” (George Sheldon (1895:I:496), 
or the “Deerfield Road” (Crafts, 1899:177-178).  From the south end of Main Street of (Old) Deerfield, 
once the center of a large Pocumtuck Indian village, the path headed south across the broad floodplain 
east of the Deerfield River.  In about 2.5 miles, the path ascended a steep escarpment onto a slightly 
undulating plain.  From here it ran southerly down what we know today as Mill Village Road, then 
essentially down North and South Main Streets to the Whately/Deerfield town line.  Beyond this point, 
the path followed the general course of Long Plain Road, Straits Road and North Street into Hatfield 
Village – a total distance of roughly 13.5 miles. 

The second Indian trail, that I will call the “River Trail,” ran roughly parallel to the “Old Hatfield 
Trail”, but closer to the Connecticut River.  Beginning at its southern end, the River Trail turned off 
from the Old Hatfield Trail just over a mile out of Hatfield village and followed a high bluff that borders 
a relic oxbow of the Connecticut River, the remnant of which contains Great Pond or Hatfield Pond 
today.  It then drops down onto a series of old alluvial terraces that are roughly 5-8 feet above the 
modern floodplain.  The River Trail avoided the extensive wetlands to the west (between it and the Old 
Hatfield Trail), and ran north for 4.5 miles to the base of Wequomps, or present-day Mt. Sugarloaf.  
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Figure 1.  Ancient Indian Trails and Later Colonial Roads between Hatfield and Deerfield. 

Today’s River Road is the modern analog to the River Trail.  At its north end just below Mt. 
Sugarloaf, the trail ascended a slope onto the old glacial lake bed above the Connecticut River 
bottomlands.  Sugarloaf Street Extension follows the same ascent.  From the base of Sugarloaf, the trail 
ran northwest to rejoin the Old Hatfield Trail.  Epaphras Hoyt, Deerfield surveyor and author of 
Antiquities Researches (1824:105), indicates that the path extended north from “the south point of 
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Sugarloaf hill, traversing what is now the home lots on the east side of the Village”.  It rejoined the Old 
Hatfield Trail just south of Bloody Brook on modern-day North Main Street.  

Two Indian deeds and an Act of the General Court of the Massachusetts Bay Colony in 1672 
document the presence and location of the “River Trail” at the time of first colonial settlement.  These 
primary documents are discussed below. 

 On October 19, 1672, four residents of Hatfield – Daniel Porter, Nathaniel Dickenson, Samuel 
Belding and John Coleman - witnessed a land sale between the Town and Sarah, wife of a recently 
deceased sachem named Quanquan and other close relatives – Pocunohouse, Mattabauge, Majessett and 
Momecouse.  They were paid 50 fathoms of wampum, 27 fathoms of cotton cloth and other 
commodities for a large tract of land that was “bounded by ye lands that ye Town of Hatfield bought of 
Umpanchella upon ye south, and upon Weckwannuck or Sugarloaf Brook at a marked tree at the path 
that leads to Pacomtuck [nascent settlement of Deerfield] on ye north.”  The north line of the tract was 
“to run upon an east line to ye great river [Connecticut River] and a west line six miles west into ye 
woods or wilderness” (Wright 1905:76-77). 

Only two months earlier, John Pynchon, principal Indian trader in the Valley, had secured a deed 
from Mashalisk to cover a debt of ten large beaver pelts and other goods her son, Wuttawwaluncksin, 
owed to Pynchon.  The debt was paid and Mashalisk received an additional 60 fathoms of wampum, two 
coats, some cotton cloth and “other small things”.  The deed was witnessed by Springfield residents on 
August 26, 1672.  The northern boundary of the land encompassed by this deed was the south bank of 
the Pocumtuck River [now the Deerfield River]; the land then extended southward along the west bank 
of the Connecticut River “down to ye lower point of ye hill called Wequomps & by the English 
Sugarloaf hill” (Wright 1905:74-75). 

Although the northern limit of the Hatfield deed and the southern limit of the Pynchon deed are 
co-terminus at the south end of Wequomps or Mt. Sugarloaf, this did not settle a boundary dispute that 
arose among the proprietors of Hatfield and Deerfield about where their official boundary line was 
located.  Soon after the Hatfield deed was signed, Hatfield petitioned the General Court of 
Massachusetts Bay Colony to resolve this boundary disagreement with neighboring Deerfield.  The 
Court so ordered that “Hatfield bounds Northerly shall extend to a little brook, commonly called by the 
English, Sugarloaf Brook, at the common place of passage over [i.e., where the path crossed the brook], 
… and so to run by the said line east to the great River and a west line from the said River two miles into 
the woods” (Shurtleff 1854, Records of the General Court:1661-1674, Records of the Governor and 
Company in the Massachusetts Bay in New England, IV, Part II, 541). 

This boundary line served as the Hatfield-Deerfield border until 1770 when this part of Hatfield 
was set off to form part of the Town of Whately (Figure 2; Crafts 1899:136).  The original Hatfield deed 
indicates that a tree was marked to establish the boundary.  Over a century later, David Hoyt noted that 
the same boundary point was marked by “a hole in ye ground and a stone standing in it” and that “the 
course of ye road was S 10 E” (Hoyt 1794-1795: B).   Today, the original point at which the Indian trail 
crossed Sugarloaf Brook or Weckwannuck (Figure 3) has been established by numerous surveys and is 
marked by an upright stone located in the shoulder of Sugarloaf Street Extension.  The end of the 
boundary line running east to the Connecticut River is marked by a similar stone (Figures 4 & 5). 
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Figure 2.  Deerfield-Hatfield Boundary Established by the General Court in 1672. 

 

Figure 3.  Weckwannuck or Sugarloaf Brook Today 
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    Figure 4. Boundary Stone at Weckwannuck Crossing               Figure 5. Boundary Stone on Connecticut River Bank 

          Looking back in time, both of the Indian trials pre-dating the Old Hatfield and River Roads were 
likely used for centuries, if not for thousands of years.  However, based on the transformation of the 
surrounding landscape, the path followed by the Old Hatfield Road is undoubtedly the older.  Here are 
the clues. 

Some 18,000 years ago, a massive glacier covered New England and extended as far south as 
Long Island.  Some 3,000 years later, as a period of slow global warming began, the glacier retreated 
northward.  As meltwaters poured into the Connecticut Valley from the highlands to the east and west, 
an extensive glacial lake, known as Lake Hitchcock, formed in the valley bottom.  At its maximum, the 
lake was roughly 200 miles long, extending north from a massive earthen dam in Rocky Hill, 
Connecticut to St. Johnsbury, Vermont.  This lake covered all the bottom land in Deerfield and 
Sunderland; here, the lake was roughly four miles wide and some 80-100 feet deep (Figures 6 & 7).  
Sugarloaf was an island extending off the tip of the Pocumtuck Range, which was itself surrounded by 
water to the east and west (Curran and Dincauze 2006).   

A radiocarbon date of 12,370 years B.P. from varved lake clay in Amherst (Ridge 2004:175) 
indicates that when Lake Hitchcock subsequently drained, it left behind several hundred feet of sand, silt 
and clay that had accumulated in the lake’s bottom (Figures 6 & 7).  No vegetation existed in either the 
valley or surrounding hills.  This is the land from which the modern Connecticut River valley 
bottomlands developed as the weight of the glacier dissipated and the earth’s crust rose (rebounded), 
streams formed to sculpt the lake sediments, and winds blew across a barren arctic landscape.  Over the 
next several thousand years, plant and animal communities that had taken refuge in lands south of the 
glacier gradually returned, and with them the potential for man to survive. 
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Figure 6.  Orientation of Cross-Section Profiles (Figure 7) and Major Features. 

 

 

 

Figure 7.  Cross-Sections of the Connecticut River Valley Bottom Looking North. 
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The earliest known Native America site in Hatfield or Deerfield is the Sugarloaf Site, aka the 
DEDIC Site, located just southwest of Mt. Sugarloaf and within a hundred yards east of the Old Hatfield 
Trail (Figures 6 & 7).  The site sits on a level, sandy plain developed from sediments deposited in the 
bottom of former glacial Lake Hitchcock, at an elevation today of approximately 197 ft mean sea level 
(msl).  This large base camp appears to have been occupied on multiple occasions as early groups of 
Paleoindians followed herds of caribou and other Pleistocene animals during their spring and fall 
migrations.  The Sugarloaf Site has been radiocarbon dated to 10,350 B.P. (before present), although 
explorations in this part of the valley may have begun several hundred years earlier (Gramly 2017). 

As people moved across this unfamiliar landscape, they undoubtedly left markers and began to 
map onto prominent natural features, such as Wequomps (Mt. Sugarloaf), the giant beaver.  In time, 
travel routes became embedded in community memory passed on by oral tradition, but did this lead to 
the formation of what we might recognized as actual trails – those narrow paths that once snaked across 
the valley bottom and into the surrounding hills?  Maybe not yet. 

In the centuries following glacial retreat, a landscape of frozen ground (permafrost) was left 
behind. A frigid arctic climate existed between 12,900 and 11,500 years ago, with the prevailing winds 
coming out of the north and northeast and both the summer and winter Arctic Frontal Zone of the 
continental air mass stretching into southern New England (Engle 2015; Ogden 1977:19-20; Shafer and 
Hartshorn 1965:124). A tundra environment of mosses, lichens and stunted shrubs characterized the 
plant community.   

 

Figure 8.  Example of a Tree-less Tundra Environment. 

In the interval between roughly 11,600 and 10,300 B.P., a subarctic climate dominated the 
region.  This was generally a period of transition from a predominantly tundra environment of sparse 
vegetation to an open park-like woodland of often stunted spruce, fir and birch.  Wildlife adapted to a 
cold environment migrated from the south.  Beginning with the establishment of a tundra environment 
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and subsequently by the spread of open spruce parklands into the uplands and lowlands, the region 
supported a population of woolly mammoths, mastodons, moose, elk, and herds of caribou. 

    

 

Figure 9.  Examples of Tundra to Spruce-Parkland Settings. 

 

With much of the landscape still being open and with Paleoindian bands moving frequently to 
find food and other resources, there was little likelihood of groups establishing permanent local trails.  
But movement was also not haphazard.  Occupants at the Sugarloaf Site had access to high quality 
cherts and rhyolites which they used to make a variety of stone tool.  These materials were derived from 
bedrock quarries in northern Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, from the Hudson Valley to the west, and 
from as far south as southern Pennsylvania, attesting to the fact that long-distance travel corridors 
stretching over hundreds of miles were becoming well established by this time (Gramly 2017).   
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Not only were plant and animal communities changing, the former glacial lake bottom was being 
radically transformed.  The massive ice sheet that once covered New England was over a mile thick and 
weighed enough to significantly depress the earth’s crust.  With its weight removed, the crust rebounded 
at a rapid pace.  This uplift increased stream gradients.  When combined with the tremendous volumes 
of melt water coming from the glaciers still retreating in the far north and the limited vegetation to 
absorb the snows and summer rains, the Connecticut Valley was awash with flowing streams.  By the 
time the Sugarloaf Site was occupied about 10,350 BP, some 30-40 feet of old lake bottom sediments 
had been eroded away across a two-mile stretch of the valley bottom just east of the camp.   The 
Sugarloaf Site sat on a 40-foot high bluff overlooking a broad complex of braided river channels.  One 
of these channels flowed just below the bluff, in what is today a forested wetland known as Hopewell 
Swamp (Figures 6 & 7). 

 

Figure 10.  What the braided channel of the Connecticut River may have looked like  
ca. 10,000 years ago during the early post-glacial period.   The Sugarloaf Site would 

 have sat on a level lake plain at an elevation such as the sloping feature in the foreground.  
(Photo is of the Matanuska River in Alaska fed by an active glacier.) 
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By roughly 10,000 BP, a spruce-fir woodland is likely to have become established in the 
bottomlands of former Lake Hitchcock and in the hill country to the east and west.  Larch and alder were 
present in low percentages in the extensive wetlands that formed in poorly-drained, lake-bottom 
sediments.  Great Swamp is likely to have survived from this period (Figure 11).  Beech, oak, ash and 
maple were just beginning to appear on the better drained bottomland areas and low hills in the 
Connecticut Valley. 

 

  

Figure 11.  Examples of Spruce-Fir Woodlands. 
 

By approximately 9200 B.P., a sudden sharp increase in white pine, hemlock, oak, poplar, elm, 
ash, sweet gale and ferns in pollen profiles marks the establishment of a temperate forest environment in 
the region, although at almost any scale, vegetation was more like a patchwork quilt due to differences 
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in soil type, elevation, ground water levels, etc.  This transformation in forest composition provides 
confirmation of a warming trend.  Precipitation rates seem to have been fairly low, a characteristic 
which is reflected by the presence of very thin alluvial beds which characterize some floodplains dating 
to this period (Thomas and Dillon 1983).  A trend of dry, warm summers and dry, cold winters was 
characteristic throughout the northern hemisphere (Dincauze 1989).  Mammoths, mastodons, caribou 
and other animals of an earlier age were now gone, replaced by smaller game.  Small groups of Native 
Americans appear to have settled into the Valley on a permanent basis.  With this shift in settlement 
pattern, along with the closing in of the forest and stabilization of the old lake plain, trail networks 
certainly come into existence.  The route followed by the Old Hatfield Trail may well have been 
established at this time, with Wequomps becoming a recognized landmark, although mobility was such 
that any individual path may have been only lightly trodden. 

 

Figure 12.  Example of Temperate, Mixed Pine-Deciduous Woodland. 

Erosion continued along the river, but the rate of uplift had slowed and the once braided complex 
of shifting channels had likely consolidated into a single channel.  The old channel below the bluff 
adjacent to the Sugarloaf Site had become a relict oxbow.  A radiocarbon date of 9,300 BP from organic 
remains at the base of this former, subsequently infilled, channel marks the inception of an extensive 
wetland that survives to present day, a forested wetland known as Hopewell Swamp (Curran & 
Dincauze 2006; Holland and Burt 1981).  Sugarloaf Brook emptied into this swamp, but at this time, the 
deep ravine in which this brook flows today was less pronounced in both its width and depth.  The 
ravine’s steep sides have been eroding for thousands of years and are still eroding today.  A large 
nineteenth-century mill pond crossed by Sugarloaf Street extension and through which Sugarloaf Brook 
meanders today has been totally silted in during the past two centuries.   

At least seasonally, fish were added as an important source of food for people living in the 
Connecticut River watershed beginning some 8,000-10,000 years ago. A radiocarbon date of 8700 B.P. 
in association with fish bone at the WMECO site located adjacent to the Connecticut River in Gill 
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supports this inference (Curran and Thomas 1978; Thomas 1980).  Here, thick deposits of black midden 
and stone artifacts indicate that Native people returned to this prime fishing site every spring for 
centuries to come (Thomas 2016a, 2016b). 

In sediments dated to 8000 B.P., the pollen complex indicates the presence of a temperate forest 
characterized by a high percentage of oak, beech, birch, sugar maple, elm and ash. Hemlock and white 
pine were the dominant conifers. Within this mixed deciduous-coniferous forest in the lowlands, deer, 
bear, wolf, raccoon, otter, fox, grey squirrel, wild turkey and passenger pigeon occupied favorable 
habitats.  Moose, elk and perhaps even small herds of woodland caribou were more common in the 
spruce-fir-northern hardwood forests at higher elevations in the Berkshire Mountains. Such upland and 
lowland game animals, along with the river’s fisheries, formed the foundation of a hunting-fishing-
gathering economy which supported Native American communities in the Valley from this time to the 
period of early European settlement. 

   

Figure 13.  Examples of Patchy, Mixed Deciduous-Coniferous Woodland. 

Post-glacial rebound continued, but at a slower pace than before.  A series of stepped alluvial 
terraces on the west side of the river east of Hopewell Swamp formed as the Connecticut River cut 
progressively deeper channels and meandered across a narrowing swath of old lake bottom sediments 
(Jahns 1951; Figure 6 & 7).  Given its elevation of approximately 144 ft msl on an alluvial terrace some 
50 feet below the old lake plain once occupied by Paleoindian hunters at the Sugarloaf Site, I suggest 
that the River Trail may well have been established as a travel route some 7,500 years ago (Figures 6 & 
7).   This terrace is some 8-10 feet above an even lower floodplain (elevation roughly 134 ft msl) that 
extends east to the modern river channel.  A broad floodplain at a similar elevation borders the 
Sunderland side of the river.   

The floodplains adjacent to the River Trail were coming into active use as sites for seasonal 
settlements.    Large assemblages of Indian artifacts have been collected from plowed fields all along 
River Road in Hatfield and as far north as the fields just below Wequomps (Mt. Sugarloaf).  Analyses 
confirm that camps along the trail were first occupied during what archaeologists refer to as the Middle 
Archaic period (8,000-6,000 BP).  Subsequent Late Archaic (6,000-3,000 BP) and Woodland period 
(3,000-400 BP) occupations are also well represented (Johnson 1984, 1985; Chilton and Curran 2013).  

Wequomps surrounded by deciduous-coniferous woodland 
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By approximately 7500 BP, the severe climatic conditions of the previous centuries began to 
ameliorate and post-glacial rebound slowed.  The Connecticut River evidently encountered bedrock just 
north of modern Hatfield Village.  From this time on, meandering of the channel and reworking of older 
floodplain sediments has been far more common than channel deepening.  However, the rate of lateral 
channel migration has not been constant (Jahns 1948; 1951).  Variability in long-term climatic trends 
had considerable influence.  For example, two oxbows in the Connecticut River to the south date to 700 
and 3000 years ago, respectively (Holland and Burt 1981).  

Several studies suggest that the period from 7500 to roughly 5300 B.P. was one of warm and 
moist conditions.  Precipitation may have been as much as 25-30% higher than at present and major 
flooding was common.  To the north in Vermont, these trends are suggested by evidence of major storm 
cycles and rapid channel migration along stretches of the Missisquoi River between 6500 and 5400 B.P. 
and by the presence of beech, cedar, maple and hemlock logs entombed in the Missisquoi River 
floodplain in Highgate which date to the same period (Brakenridge, et a1. 1988; Thomas and Dillon 
1983).   

The subsequent period, dating from approximately 5300 to 2900 B.P., is marked by a climatic 
shift to drier conditions. Studies suggest that average summer temperatures were from 2o to 4o C higher 
than at present, while temperature extremes during the winter relaxed (Dincauze 1989).  This was a 
period when major rivers achieved channel stability, flooding was infrequent, and the levels of regional 
lakes and ponds dropped significantly (Brakenridge et al. 1988; Thomas and Dillon 1983; Carr, Worley 
and Davis 1977).  On a regional scale, this is a period during which Native Americans made a much 
more extensive use of the uplands in their settlement rounds, in part because lowland species that were 
traditionally hunted, trapped or gathered had migrated to higher elevations. 

A series of warmer-to-cooler and wetter-to-drier climatic episodes occurred during the past 2,800 
years (Bernabo 1981; Swain 1978; Wendlund and Bryson 1974; Voight and O'Brien 1982).  About 900 
B.P., increased penetration by Pacific air masses during the summer months resulted in droughty 
conditions and higher temperatures. The period between 950 and 750 B.P. may have been the warmest 
time during the past 2,000 years.  It was during this period that Indian communities throughout southern 
New England added a significant cultural element to their lifestyle - corn/bean/squash horticulture 
(Heckenberger, Petersen & Sidell 1992; Sidell 2008:30).  Small farming plots managed by extended 
Native families were opened up along the floodplains next to the Connecticut River and tributary 
streams (Sidell 2008:30).  Such crops could be stored for consumption throughout the winter months 
that had been a traditional period of stress.  Valley populations slowly grew, but cultural adaptions were 
also required.  The need to constantly break up new planting fields, while sowing, tending, harvesting 
and storing crops meant that families became anchored to areas around their planting fields for longer 
periods of the year (Thomas 1977, 1981).   

By the time Dutch and English colonists begin to explore the Connecticut Valley in the early 
1630s, Indian families had coalesced into fairly large settlements focused at roughly 25-mile intervals 
along the Connecticut River or on larger tributaries between modern-day Springfield and Northfield.  
These are the villages English settlers recorded as Agawam, Woronoco, Norwottuck, Pocumtuck and 
Squakheag (Thomas 1990).  After centuries of fairly sedentary living, well-trodden trails connected all 
these villages.  The Old Hatfield Trail and the River Trail connecting Indian settlements at Norwottuck 
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and Pocumtuck were no exception.  It was also true that these paths were only small segments of a broad 
network of trails and travel routes that led to places within and well beyond the Connecticut Valley 
(Brooks 2018). 

Clearly, substantial changes in the region’s climate have occurred throughout the past 12,000 
years. Subtle contrasts in temperature and precipitation undoubtedly led to the patchwork of lowland and 
upland habitats throughout the region.  Both broad and small-scale climatic patterns are likely to have 
played important roles in the lives of the Valley’s Native inhabitants.  To this we add the adoption of 
corn-bean-squash horticulture some 900 years ago, seasonal village sedentism and population growth 
during subsequent years.  Pronounced climatic swings, shifts in forest types, substantial changes in 
mammal, reptile, amphibian, bird and fish populations, radical alterations in the Valley’s topography, 
and the significant addition of horticulture and community growth must be recognized and understood 
before we gain a fuller appreciation of the lifeways of Indian communities who lived in the Valley 
during the past 10,500 years. 

Within the past 300 years, climate change, including the waning of the Little Ice Age in the mid-
nineteenth century and a myriad of human activities have substantially altered the landscape Native 
Americans once knew. The function of the Old Hatfield Trail and the River Trail was also transformed.  
As we look forward from the vantage point of 1672 when both paths were used by Native and English 
settlers alike as travel corridors and boundary markers, we can begin to explore how such 
transformations occurred. 

The initial settlement of Deerfield occurred in 1673 as rude structures were built adjacent to a 
mile-long main street on elevated ground just east of the Deerfield River (Figure 1).  The “old Hatfield 
trail” has been considered the primary, and often the only route of movement between the frontier 
settlements of Deerfield and Hatfield during the 17th and 18th centuries.  The presence of the “River 
Trail” should not be overlooked as an important parallel route for travelers on foot or horseback during 
this period as well.   

Part of the difficulty with documenting the early significance of these trails and their evolution 
from mere foot paths to early, narrow roads over which a two-wheeled wagon might travel has to do 
with the unstable history of the town.  Although settled in 1673, it was abandoned in September 1675 
during the early days of King Philip’s War.  The story of Captain Lathrop, his 84 men and 18 teamsters 
driving wagons of grain from Deerfield to Hatfield and their ambush and virtual annihilation on the 
morning of September 18 as the column moved down the Old Hatfield Trail and crossed Muddy Brook, 
now Bloody Brook, has been told for centuries and has been twice memorialized (Mathews and Thomas 
2018).  The fact that the River Trail joined the Old Hatfield Trail just south of the Muddy Brook 
crossing may have been an important variable for deciding where to lay in wait.  Any farther south and 
Native forces could not have predicted with surety which trail the English convoy would take to 
Hatfield. 
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Figure 14.  Bloody Brook Memorials. 

King Philip’s War ground to an end in the Connecticut Valley in July 1676; Deerfield was not 
permanently resettled until 1682.  It would be many years before any English settlement in either 
Hatfield or Deerfield occurred along the alluvial terraces crossed by the River Trail.  In the minds of the 
English settlers, both Indian paths ran through what they considered the “wilderness” that surrounded 
them. 

In the aftermath of King Philip’s War, most Indians in the middle Connecticut River Valley 
travelled west to a refugee community called Schaghticoke located on the lower Hoosic River, north to 
the upper reaches of the Connecticut River, even farther north to French settlements in Canada, or 
northeast into New Hampshire and Maine.  Perhaps seeking revenge for their losses during the war, a 
raiding party of former Norwottuck residents came south to attack Deerfield and Hatfield in 1677.  But 
there were also attempts at Native resettlement. 

 Evidence is scanty, but several references indicate that families from Schaghticoke returned to 
Deerfield and Hatfield in the late 1680s.  In 1687, John Pynchon of Springfield referred to Indians being 
“up the River” and indicated that others were expected from the Albany area.  In 1688, twelve 
Schaghticokes visited Deerfield then left one of their party at Hatfield where he had apparently lived 
before.  In 1690, discussions went back and forth between Pynchon and New York authorities about 
Indians from New York moving back to the Valley. 

Approximately 150 Schaghticoke men, women and children did arrive in the Valley in late 1691.  
They initially settled on the mountain east of Wapping, but soon spread out between Deerfield and 
Hatfield.  The fact that their village on the Hoosic was located along the Hudson River-Lake Champlain-



, 

16 
 

Richelieu River corridor between the English in Albany and French settlements along the St. Lawrence 
during a period of active warfare and that food was running short may have prompted the move.  
Although the English were suspicious, a promise that the Schaghticokes would warn the colonists if they 
learned of the approach of French forces or their Indian allies seems to have tipped the scale.  The 
English did place several restrictions on their hunting activities, to which they agreed.  By February 
1692, there was talk of the Indians renting land from the settlers to get ready for spring planting.   

Part of this larger group moved closer to the English village and became known as the “Hatfield 
Indians.”  At least one member of this community, and perhaps others, had roots in the former village at 
Norwottuck.  A 1695 document identifies Pemaquanasett, an eighteen-year-old who sometimes resided 
in Hatfield.  This young man also bore the name, Umpanchela, the name of a former Norwottuck 
sachem who was well known to the older English settlers. 

 Life in the Valley was tenuous and some members of this Indian community did not escape the 
consequence of King William’s War (1688-1697).  On August 12, 1695, a war party of 40-50 Indians 
coming from Canada surprised a hunting party of Hatfield Indians near Northfield.  All were killed but 
one.  He managed to survive and make his escape to Deerfield where his report created panic in the 
settlement.  By 1696 tensions over hunting rights between English settlers and resident Indians had 
become acute.  On October 5, Richard Church of Hadley was killed and scalped while hunting.  By the 
following evening, four men from the local Indian community were in custody, including 
Pemaquanasett, and charged with murder.  Two were ultimately executed by firing squad; two were 
released.  With Church’s murder as an excuse, English settlers pushed to have their neighbors return to 
Schaghticoke.  Later that year, when the Massachusetts General Court ordered that all Indians found 
north of the Springfield-Boston path be considered enemies, the Hatfield-Schaghticoke community, then 
consisting of about 40 individuals, was forced to leave.  For at least this interval, Indian families 
undoubtedly used the Old Hatfield Trail, the River Trail and other well-worn paths as they moved back 
and forth between Hatfield and Deerfield and on their treks farther afield.  English settlers followed 
them as well.   

The earliest graphic representation of the River Trail is depicted on a sketchy map of Hatfield 
dating to 1709 (Figure 14).  Hatfield Village is on the west side of the river connect to “Hadley Town” 
by ferry across the river to the south.  “The County Road” runs north from Northampton, where it 
crosses the Northampton-Hatfield border, then bends easterly, crossing Mill River (“Hatfield Rivulet”) 
on the way to “Hatfield Town”.  From the village street along which the home lots are established, the 
county road extends north to the southeast corner of Deerfield, across which the Hatfield-Deerfield town 
line is clearly drawn and labeled as indicated in the General Court’s 1672 boundary decision (see arrow; 
and Figure 2). 

The earliest written account of the continuing English use of this trail is provided by Judge 
Samuel Sewell who kept a diary from 1674-1730 (Sewall 2:828-830).  On August 27, 1716, Judge 
Samuel Sewell set out from Boston to Springfield to serve as a magistrate on the county court.  After 
being entertained along the way, he arrived in Springfield about 5 pm on the 29th.  Court opened on the 
30th.  On August 31, we pick up a brief account of Sewell’s trip up the Valley. 
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Figure 15.  This 1709 map is oriented with North to the top of the page.   

   

Augt. 31.  Col. Partridge conducted me to Hatfield.  Lodg’d at his House.  

Septr 1.  Col. Partridge brings me going to Sugar Loaf [i.e., up the River Trail].  Returns.  My 
Pilot, Sam Childs [of Deerfield], shows me where Capt. Lothrop and his Essex Soldiers 
were slain.  Din’d with Rev. Williams [in Deerfield].  

Septr 2.  Very refreshing Rain last night:  Sat with Mrs. Williams in her Pue [pew].  Mr. 
William’s Text, This their Way is their Folly.  Sing well at Deerfield.  

Intersection of Road 
to Deerfield and 

Deerfield - Hatfield 
Boundary 

Line 
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Septr, 3.  Mr. Williams, Capt. Wells, Mehuman Hinsdale, went with me to the Falls [now 
Turners Falls] where Capt. Turner slew so many Indians.  In return saw Green River, 
where their mills are, in which Capt. Turner was shot in his retreat from the Falls; Saw 
the neck [Pine Island]; as had seen Cheapside going thither.  Din’d with Mr. Williams, 
who with Capt. Wells, brought me going to Muddy-Brook.  Got to Hatfield by night.  
[The specific trail taken going south from Muddy Brook is not stated.]     

Sewell’s guides were all men well versed in local history. Colonel Samuel Partridge commanded 
all militia forces in the Valley after Colonel John Pynchon’s death in 1702 and was a thirty-year-old 
resident of Hadley during King Philip’s War.  Mehuman Hinsdale’s grandfather, Robert, his father, 
Samuel, and three uncles, Experience, Barnabas, and John, were all teamsters killed at Bloody Brook in 
September 1675.  Captain Jonathan Wells, along with his father, Thomas, and grandfather, Thomas, Sr., 
all served with Turner at the Falls Fight in May 1676.  Jonathan’s harrowing escape at age 16 during the 
retreat was recorded by Rev. Stephen Williams and is one of the few first-hand accounts of the English 
flight from the Falls.  As they traveled and dined together, there is no doubt that Sewell’s companions 
knew the lay of the land and that they conveyed their personal knowledge of the events that had 
occurred along this trail. 

Although references are scare, the River Trail never went out of use.  After Sunderland was re-
settled in 1713, one branch curved to the east just below Sugarloaf and headed for the ferry that crossed 
the Connecticut River.  In time, the River Trail came to be known as the Hatfield-Sunderland road.   

In subsequent years, the extension of the River Trail that ran northwest to Bloody Brook went 
out of use.  By 1794, the northern end of River Road that headed to the northwest intersected Sugarloaf 
Street at the south end of Mount Sugarloaf.  Sugarloaf Street ran northwesterly to the newly-formed 
village center of Muddy Brook where it intersected Bloody Brook Street (now North Main Street; Figure 
15).  Sugarloaf Street was a later addition to the travel network, established about 1760 when the village 
of Muddy Brook came into existence.  It was not until 1749 that the first settler in this neighborhood, 
Isaac Parker, built his house just east of the crossing of Sugarloaf Brook noted in the 1672 Indian deed.  
In 1757, the town voted to make the former Indian trail/“Old Hatfield Road,” extending “from Hatfield 
bounds to ye Bars Street, six rods wide”, thus opening up the part of Deerfield laid out in the 1688 Long 
Hill Woodlot division for settlement.   By 1761, Thomas French, John Hooker and Elijah Billings had 
broken land and established rude farmsteads along the old Indian path that is now represented by North 
and South Main Street.  Over the town line and nearer the Connecticut River, Joseph Sanderson, 
Nathaniel Sawtelle and Philip Smith had also broken ground along the River Trail in the area of Hatfield 
that became known as Canterbury (Sheldon, 583, 587).   

Long before 1760, the original River Trail below Wequomps (Mt. Sugarloaf) split, a west branch 
extending north to Pocumtuck (old Deerfield village) while an easterly branch ran northeast then north 
along the Connecticut River for about eight miles to the confluence of the Connecticut and Deerfield 
Rivers.  It seems unlikely, however, that this trail was converted into the modern road that follows the 
west bank of the river today.  Settlement in this part of Deerfield did not occur for another fifty years, 
plenty of time for the woodlands to reclaim a narrow foot path.  But changes in the landscape did occur, 
beginning with the town’s resettlement in the Spring of 1682. 
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Figure 16.  Section of Plan of Deerfield (1794) showing the route of “the Old Hatfield Road,” 
marked with a green arrow, while the River Trail is marked with a red arrow. 

    

During the next five years, achieving a peaceful life looked promising and 50 proprietors with 
rights to the town’s common lands and home lots took steps to rebuild the village and expand their 
estates.  There were also efforts to attract new settlers who did not own shares in common by giving out 
grants of land if these newcomers promised to develop their homesteads and become residents for at 
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least three years (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795: 8, 29).  In 1682, several such lots 
were granted north of the Deerfield River, near the mouth of the Green River.  In August 1685, a “road” 
was laid out running two miles south of the village and a wider street was laid out on Plumbtree Plain.  
Here, home lots were granted to 17 men.  This settlement of closely-knit families became known as 
Wapping.  The following year, a second group of newcomers began to settle along what is now West 
Main Street in Greenfield, north of the Deerfield River, overlooking the Green River.  Twenty lots of 
four acres each were laid out by the town, although during the next few years only 16 men actually tried 
to settle here (Figure 17).   

To support the ministry, four acres on Meetinghouse Hill within the village and 30 acres laid out 
east and west of the mouth of the Green River were set aside as “Sequestered Land” in December 1686 
(Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795: 11).  These lands were subsequently cleared and 
leased out for pasturage.  South of the river, the boundaries of the original plow fields established in the 
1670s were so ill-defined that additional grants, known as “wanting lands”, were required to make up 
deficiencies when re-surveyed.  Some of these land grants were located in the meadows south of the 
Village and south of the confluence of the Deerfield and Connecticut Rivers (Proprietor and Town 
Meeting Records, 1680-1795: 8-9, 18, 23-24). 

In February 1687, a fence was laid out around the Common Field (Figure 17).  This fence was 
over ten miles long and encompassed virtually all of the meadowland on both sides of the Deerfield 
River, with the Village in the center.  Most of this land would eventually be opened for crop production.  
Cattle were typically grazed outside of the common fence.  For years to come, a vote would be taken at 
town meeting to see if residents would allow horses, cattle and pigs to run free within the fence line after 
all crops had been harvested, usually between mid-October and mid-April.  The responsibility to 
maintain this common fence fell to all who held a share in the common lands, at considerable cost in 
time and labor (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:47-48, 62, 70). 

The common fields were surrounded by woodlands.  As the Pocumtucks had done before them, 
English settlers manipulated these woodlands by burning them over in the spring to keep down the 
underbrush.  They did so for at least the next sixty years.  Occasionally, such a practice had 
unintentional consequences, as is suggested by the following entry in the proprietors’ records from 
March 1749: 

Matthew Clesson & Benjamin Hastings be a committee to give order for the burning the West 
Woods this year at such time and in such manner as they shall think best.  In order to preserve 
the Meadow Fence, giving suitable notice to the Proprietors & owners of the fence that they have 
opportunity to Burn round their fence for its preservation (Records of the Proprietors of 
Pocumtuck 1699-1799, p 199). 

With much of the meadow lands divided among the proprietors in 1673 and re-apportioned after 
resettlement, a committee was appointed at town meeting to lay out the proprietors’ woodlots 
(Figure 17).  Approval to lay out two divisions – the Long Hill Division and the East Mountain 
Division - was agreed upon in 1686, but the actual lottery for assignment of individual lots was 
delayed until 1688.  In the Long Hill Division, the Indian/English path between Long Hill and the 
Deerfield/Hatfield town line (Mill Village Road, North Main and South Main Street today) played a  
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Figure 17.  Major Land Divisions, Settlements, Mill, Indian Trails, Pre-1719 Paths and Roads. 
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significant role (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:14).  This section of the path was 
selected as the boundary line between the East and West Lots of the Long Hill Division (Figure 17). 

Each of forty-eight proprietors received two lots, one on each side of the path.  Lots extended across 
the entire valley bottom between the Pocumtuck Range on the east and the hills to the west.  The 
locations of individual lots were decided by the lottery, while the size of an individual’s lot varied 
depending upon the socio-economic status of the proprietor – something calculated by the number of 
shares of cow commons a person owned.  This land division encompassed roughly 6.5 square miles 
(4,160 acres).  The exact boundaries and configuration of individual lots in the East Mountain Division 
are unknown, but the overall division ran from the south bank of the Deerfield River for 3.5 miles south, 
encompassing much of East Mountain.  This is an area of roughly 4.5 square mile (2,880 acres).  It is 
difficult to see how individual ownership came into play, as the proprietors had voted in 1686 “that 
notwithstanding the woodlands are to be laid out in particular to every person his proportion, … all 
timber, fire wood, stone, clay & c shall be common for every proprietor’s use till such time as the town 
shall otherwise order it” (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:11, 14).   

At least one primitive road was begun in 1687 to tap the area’s resources.  It ran southerly from the 
Village, from Middle Mountain Road along the base of East Mountain, east of Wapping, then likely 
followed what later became Hillside Road, then over the notch to the floodplain running along the west 
side of the Connecticut River (Huddleston 1971).  No evidence of the road’s specific purpose has been 
found.  A grist and saw mill were established on Mill River west of the Bars as early as 1689 by Capt. 
Jonathan Allis of Hatfield (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:11, 14, 30-31).  Five of 
Deerfield’s settlers were ambushed by French Indians while taking their grain to be ground at the mill in 
1695, so at least a horse path had been established prior to this time (Sheldon 1895:248).  This mill may 
not have survived the years of conflict to follow. 

All of these efforts to grow and attract new residents stalled in 1688 with the outbreak of King 
William’s War (1688-1698; Sheldon 1895:220-264).  A few French soldiers, but primarily their Indian 
allies roamed the Valley picking off isolated settlers and destroying property.  With news of the 
destruction of Schenectady in February 1690 (Figure 18), the few adventurous souls who had staked out 
land in the Green River settlement north of the Deerfield River retired and took shelter in Deerfield.  
Families in Wapping followed suit.  In the Spring, Northfield was abandoned, leaving Deerfield the 
northern-most outpost of English settlement in the Valley.  But for the presence of men from down-river 
to garrison Deerfield and the import of sufficient food to feed the hungry, the town would have been 
abandoned.  As it was, its residents barely held on, and whatever effort could be mustered was put into 
securing protection rather than growth.  Although property damage was less severe and casualties were 
fewer than in King Philip’s War, losses were still substantial.  In thirteen Indian raids between 1688 and 
1698, Connecticut valley towns suffered at least thirty-seven dead, six wounded, and ten captured.  
Deerfield alone was attacked six times (Melvoin 1989:189-204). 
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Figure 18.  King William’s War Campaigns. 

With the war’s close in 1698, Deerfield gained a short breathing spell.  Several early roads were 
laid out to provide access to agricultural lands along the Deerfield and to connect the Village with the re-
established Green River settlement north of the Deerfield (Figure 17).  In March 1693/94, the town 
appointed a committee to lay out a road “to the land on the west side [of the Deerfield] river commonly 
called Carter’s land.”  It was not until June 1701 that a road was actually laid out through the North 
Meadow. Sheldon notes that this road had been washed away by the late nineteenth century due to the 
shifting channel of the Deerfield (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:68, 70; Sheldon: 
271). 

Up-river to the south, a ford across the Deerfield lay just west of the Village, having been 
connected to Main Street in the Village in 1689 (Deerfield Town Meeting Records, June 1689-
December 1794:31-32).  A path running north from the ford had been established as early as 1700.  This 
trail was roughly seven miles long, extending from the ford to the hills that border the north side of the 
Green River and Mill Brook valleys (in what is now Greenfield).  The earlier Green River home lots laid 
out in 1686 were connected to this north-south trail in 1701 (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 
1680-1795:70; Sheldon: 272).  A second path west of the ford was staked out in 1709.  It ran along the 
base of the bluffs that border the west side of Old Fort and New Fort Meadows and provided the access 
necessary to open up new plow lands (Figure 17). 

The War of Spanish Succession broke out in Europe in 1702; it soon spread to the North American 
colonies, where it became known as Queen Anne’s War (Sheldon 1895: 283-384).  In New England, the 
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opening salvo began in August 1703 with French-inspired Indian assaults on Wells and Saco, Maine.  
Residents in Deerfield rapidly assumed a defensive posture.  War would soon reach the valley.   

       

Figure 19.  Deerfield and Queen Anne’s War. 

As Deerfield slept, a combined force of French officers and soldier, French Mohawks and Abenaki 
Indians totaling some 200-300 hundred scaled the palisade wall and attached the village on the night of 
February 28/29, 1704.  As Melvoin (1989:220-221) described the outcome: 

Of the 291 people who had gone to sleep in Deerfield just hours before, only 133 remained 
alive in town.  Beyond the 109 captured, 44 residents of Deerfield had been killed: 10 men, 9 
women, and 25 children.  Five of the garrison soldiers also died, as did seven Hadley and 
Hatfield men who fell in the meadows fight [as the French and Indian force retreated], for a 
total death toll of fifty-six.  Seventeen out of forty-one houses in town, both within and 
without the fort, were burned. 

Smaller Indian raids continued throughout the following five years.  In June 1709, a party of 
Frenchmen and 140 Indians left Canada headed for Deerfield.  As the attack was about to unfold, 
sentries sounded the alarm and all but six residents managed to reach the safety of the fort.  This was the 
last major assault in the Connecticut Valley, but the war dragged on and did not officially end until 
1713.  The total English population in the Valley at this time is estimated at 3,000-4,000; Deerfield had 
fewer than 300 residents.   Its losses had been disproportionate to those in towns located down river – 56 
of the valley’s 103 dead, five of its 18 wounded and 113 of its 130 captured.  Recovery would not be 
easy (Melvoin 1989:209-248). 

Before Queen Anne’s War broke out, some men in town had pressed to open a second route to 
the Connecticut River floodplains, separated from the Village by the Pocumtuck range.  This road was 
marked and surveyed in 1699, although it likely took several years to completed (Figure 17; Deerfield 
Proprietor and Town Meeting Records:55; Sheldon: 271).  It connected the Village to an area that was 
given the name, Pine Nook.  The road’s function was evidently not to open a new area for settlement, 
but to exploit a valuable resource. 

In the seventeenth century, pitch pine was far more common in the Valley than it is today.  
Present-day Springfield and Chicopee, Massachusetts, are located on what was the largest known pitch 
pine plain in the Connecticut River Valley.  Based on town meeting minutes, sizable areas in Deerfield 
were covered with good stands of pitch pine. 
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Figure 20.  Pitch Pine Surrounded by Scrub Vegetation. 

Two decades before Deerfield was first settled, English colonists down valley were making 
extensive use of pitch pine.  When pitch pine dies, resin within the tree collects where branches join the 
trunk and in the upper root system.  As fallen trees disintegrate, these resin impregnated parts of a tree 
remain, because the resin is not water soluble and the wood does not rot.  Settlers called these high-resin 
remains candlewood.  Cut into strips, it was burned to provide light and was a substitute for tallow 
candles.  Vast quantities of candlewood were collected in Valley towns, particularly to get folks through 
the long winter months (Gluck 2015).  Its importance is reflected in a 1652 deed for the English use of 
lands in what is now Longmeadow south of Springfield. 

Also, the said Coe doth sell, give & grant free & full Liberty for the English to gather & 
make use of candlewood, called by them weakshackquock, in all the grounds adjoining [a 
parcel of meadow land identified in the deed], & from the Long meadow brook 
downward… (Wright 1905:24). 

Deerfield settlers used candlewood as well and after more than a decade of scouring the common 
woodlands surrounding the village, they had probably identified most stands of pitch pine. 

Other products could also be produced from pitch pine.  Along the coast, pine tar became an essential 
ingredient for caulking ships’ hulls and for protecting the rigging.  Tar was made by burning pitch pine 
logs, stumps, and deadwood in an earthen kiln.  A slow burning fire lighted in the top of the pile caused 
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the gum to liquefy and the tar to run down into catch basins outside the mound. One cord of pitch pine 
could yield roughly 40 to 60 gallons of tar (Gluck 2015). 

 
Figure 21.  Schematic Drawing of a Pine Tar Kiln (Image by George Wilkinson, in Gluck 2015). 

With further refinement, tar could be turned into crude turpentine, or if distilled, into spirits of 
turpentine or a more solid resin. 

In the Connecticut Valley, tar was used both locally and exported.  But this was a cash 
commodity for a few, a nuisance for others.  As Emery Gluck (2015) has noted, “Tar production was so 
widespread in some Connecticut River towns that it became a problem. Some Windsor residents made a 
court complaint on October 21, 1653, asserting they suffered inconveniences by the burning of tar near 
the town. Tar burning was outlawed in Windsor in 1696, Glastonbury by 1700, and Hartford in 1709.  A 
1699 order in Northampton prohibited candlewood collection [which was being used to make tar and 
turpentine, thus preventing others from collecting it for home use] within seven miles of the meeting 
house on forfeiture of the same. 

In that same year, the turpentine craze hit Deerfield.  Between 1699 and 1713, Deerfield 
proprietors granted licenses for resin and turpentine production to at least nineteen residents.  Large 
areas of the town’s common woodlands were parceled out.  The following are extracts from town 
meeting records: 

• March 15, 1699, “ye town Granted to Ensign John Sheldon, John Stebbins and Sergeant Benoni 
Stebbins ye use of a parcel of pine trees for making Rosin for ye Space of three years, which parcel 
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of pines are on ye East Mountain, southward of Roaring Brook all along on ye East side of ye East 
Mountain to Hatfield Bounds (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:65-66); 

• That Joseph Brooke shall have ye use of another parcel of pines for making of Rosin for ye Space 
of three Years Northward of Roaring Brook aforesaid, extending to the head of Hearth Stone 
Brook and taking in ye Round hill on ye west side of ye head of Hearth Stone Brook (Proprietor 
and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:65-66); 

• That Nathaniel Brooke, Joshua Pumroy, John Arms and Zebediah Williams had at Sd meeting a 
Grant of another parcel of pines for ye use of making rosin for ye Space of three years on ye East 
side of Hearth Stone Brook at ye lower end of Hearth Stone plain (Proprietor and Town Meeting 
Records, 1680-1795:65-66). 

• March 3, 1701, “The Town Granted to Edward Allyn a tract of pines upon Sugarloaf plain for ye 
Space of three years for making of Rozen which tract of pines lies on ye west side of Sugarloaf 
from Hatfield to [the upper end of] Sugarloaf Brook” (roughly between Graves Street and Eastern 
Avenue in the village of South Deerfield today; Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-
1795:69). 

• March 9, 1702, “There was granted to Ebenezer Severance ye use of a parcel of pines yt in all ye 
pines upon ye great hill or plain on ye northwest side of Carters Land for ye Space of 3 years for 
ye making of Rosin” (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:73). 

• October 15, 1703:  Att ye sd meeting ye town granted to Joseph Petty ye use of a parcel of pines 
on ye west side of the ye East Mountain for ye making of Turpentine which is granted to him only 
for his own use for ye Space of 3 years, he not prohibiting ye Town of any Timber There; ye place 
to be those pines up against ye hill commonly called Martins Hill.”  (Proprietor and Town Meeting 
Records, 1680-1795:79). 

The turpentine craze seems to have gotten out of hand.  Men were cutting down far more pitch 
pine than they could possibly process.  Evidently, in an attempt to slow the process, the following vote 
was passed in the affirmative at town meeting:  December 24, 1702, “The town yn agreed and voted yt 
all timber or fire wood yt shall be only fallen and not cut up shall be forfeited at any time after it hath 
lain fallen 3 months” (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:76). 

Although the pine was there for the taking, extracting turpentine was a sweat-inducing, labor-
intensive operation and one that was not likely to be undertaken by single individuals.  Of the nineteen 
men identified in the town meeting grants associated with cutting pitch pine for making turpentine, 
many were related, either as siblings or as individuals from families related by marriage.  John and 
Benoni Stebbins (1699 grant) were brothers who had taken up home lots and fields at Wapping before 
being forced to abandon this small community during King William’s War.  Joseph Brooks (1699 grant) 
also lived with his brothers Ebenezer and Nathaniel Brooks (1709 grant) in Wapping before taking up 
residence on the Street in Deerfield village.  Ebenezer married the daughter of Daniel Belden (1709 
grant) while Nathaniel Brooks married the daughter of Zebediah Williams (1699 grant).  In turn, 
Zebediah Williams (1699 grant) was married to Sarah, sister to John Arms (same 1699 grant).  Edward 
Allyn (1701 grant), Samuel Allyn (mentioned in 1709 grant) and John Allyn (1713 grant) were all 
brothers.  Although their names are not always recorded in the same grants, it is likely that these men 
pooled their labored and shared in the returns. 
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Figure 22.  Approximate Boundaries of Turpentine Grants, 1699-1713. 
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Queen Anne’s War broke out in 1704 and for the next nine years spending time in the woods, 
sometimes at a considerable distance from the village, was extremely risky.  Most residents who 
remained in town after the French and Indian attack of February 28, 1704 and the captives’ trek to 
Canada were hunkered down in a defensive posture and were not about to jeopardize security.  Of the 
grantees, Benoni Stebbins (1699 grant) was killed in the 1704 raid; John Stebbins (1699 grant), Joseph 
Petty (1703 grant) and Joseph Alexander (1709 grant) were captured, but managed to escape.  At town 
meeting on December 10, 1708, “It was … agreed and voted that there shall be no more pine trees cut 
for making of turpentine without ye town’s liberty” (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-
1795:85; personal information compiled from Sheldon (1895:2 – Family Genealogies). 

The uncertainty of life during the war years would also seem to be reflected in this town meeting 
entry:  

March 7, 1709:  The town also agreed and voted to give all ye pine trees which Joseph 
Petty and ye trees yt Samuel Field and the trees Joseph Allicksander [Alexander] cut for 
turpentine the last summer [to] Edward Allyn, Samuel Field and Joseph Allicksander to 
each and either of them an equal share.  Voted in the affirmative.  Danll Belden, Samll 
Allyn, Nath Brooks refuse to give their right (Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 
1680-1795:86). 

Yet, even with the uncertainty, there were still risk-takers.  At the same town meeting, the voters 
authorized use of a large parcel near the Connecticut River for turpentine production, but for a single 
year only.  Evidently, the road the town authorized to be built to Pine Nook in 1699 had been improved 
enough to begin operations here.   

The town granted unto Joseph Clesson and Ebenezer Severance a parcel of pine trees for 
making of turpentine lying east of Deerfield East mountain by the great river, ye place is 
known by ye name of yt pine nook.  It is to be understood yt ye are to have ym this year 
(Proprietor and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:86). 

Clesson and Severance may have never begun their venture at Pine Nook.  On June 22, 1709, 
while on a scouting expedition, Joseph Clesson was captured by a party of French and Indians led 
by de Rouville and taken to Canada (Sheldon 1895, 2:127).   

 The only person among the grantees to demonstrate a heavy commitment to turpentine 
production, and the only individual who Sheldon (1895:2, 286) credits as a “manufacturer of 
turpentine” is Ebenezer Severance.  By 1713, he had given up on his operation north and west of 
the Deerfield in the Green River division and shifted his focus once again on Pine Nook.     

March 16, 1713: “the town granted to Peter Evans, John Allen, Samuel Bardwell and 
Ebenezer Severance a parcel of pine trees for making of turpentine which trees are upon a 
plain commonly called Pine Nook and upon the side of the mountain from William 
Belden’s third hill and so to the south end of the mountain” (Proprietor and Town Meeting 
Records, 1680-1795:93-94). 

This time Ebenezer came prepared, bringing his relatives with him.  His daughter had married John 
Allen.  John and Edward Allen were brothers.  Samuel Bardwell had come to Deerfield in 1711 
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and married one of Edward Allen’s daughters, while Peter Evans had married another of Edward 
Allen’s daughters.  How they fared is not reported. 

Within two years, however, Deerfield’s residents recognized the damage that had been done.  Vast 
acreages of the town had been virtually stripped of pitch pine in less than a decade, and this by 
relatively few individuals.  Like the older towns down-valley had done before them, Deerfield put 
an abrupt halt to turpentine production.  

March 7, 1715: “The town then voted yt from this time forward no person whomsoever 
shall cut a tree for turpentine within ye Bounds of yt township of Deerfield (Proprietor 
and Town Meeting Records, 1680-1795:100). 

These pitch pine stands did not recover during subsequent decades.  Today, only a few pitch pines 
remain on the sandy plain just southwest of Wequomps.  The largest stand in this part of the Valley is on 
Montague Plain on the east side of the Connecticut River. 

*  *  * 
When we think of Deerfield today, there is barely any recognition that actions that both Indians 

and early English settlers took some 300 years ago have any relevance to our lives.  It is worth looking a 
little deeper. 

We may not know the origin of the name Pine Nook where a pitch pine stand was converted to 
turpentine in 1713, but the name certainly persists.  What about Wequomps (Mt. Sugarloaf), 
Weckwannuck (Sugarloaf Brook) and the crossing that is still marked with a chiseled stone, the 
Pocumtuck Range, Long Hill, the Turnip Yard, or the Bars where a gate through the town’s common 
fence was once closed with wooden bars? 

We may not recognize the fact that by 1715 turpentine production forever changed the 
composition of Deerfield’s woodlands – a transformation that took less than a decade.  The town’s 
woodlands were further altered after December 1753 when the proprietors voted to open hundreds of 
acres east of the County Road to Hatfield for grazing sheep (Deerfield Proprietors’ Records 178-179).  
Turnips were planted for winter feed.  An area that runs along what is today Hillside Road is still known 
as the Turnip Yard.  By the nineteenth century, the hills and much of the mountainsides within Deerfield 
had been further cut over for pasturage; the earlier practice of burning over the understory had ceased 
decades earlier. 

We may have little awareness that the landscape we see around us was sculpted by a huge glacial 
lake, rebound of the earth’s crust, and incising by the Connecticut River and its tributary streams, or 
transformed from a tundra to boreal woodland to a temperate deciduous-pine forest as colder or warmer, 
wetter or drier climatic episodes came and went. 

Except for the stories of the Great Beaver who Hobomok slayed, which was subsequently 
transformed into Wequomps or Mt. Sugarloaf, or accounts of the wars between the town’s early white 
settlers and various Indian nations, we pay little attention to the fact that Indian families lived in the 
Connecticut Valley for hundreds of generations.  Some of their travel routes became well-trodden trails 
when they settled into a village and horticultural lifeway some 900 years ago.  Their paths were utilized 
as trails, then as primitive roads, by Deerfield’s white settlers from the moment they arrived.  The Old 
Hatfield Road and River Road are cases in point.  English settlers had ridden their horses to the 
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Pocumtuck Indian village along one of these travel corridors in the summer of 1658, more than a decade 
before any colonial settlement here (Thomas 1990:231). 

The Old Hatfield Road took on significance not only as a primary route between Deerfield and 
Hatfield, but also as a boundary marker.  In 1688, this early road was adopted as the property boundary 
between the east and west lots in the Long Hill Woodland Division.   The ramifications of this division 
laid out more than three centuries ago are still evident today.  The north and south boundary lines of 
virtually all of the individual lots that currently exist in South Deerfield, as well as the older streets in 
town (Grave Street, Eastern Avenue, Mountain Road, etc.), run on the same orientation as the 1688 lot 
lines.  What is evident is that most current individual lots are sub-divisions of just 48 woodlots laid out 
east and west of North Main Street (the Old Hatfield Road) by the Proprietors of Pocumtuck alias 
Deerfield in 1688. 

Although little known, all of these factors can re-enforce one’s sense of place and one’s 
connection to the land.  Change has always been a fact of life, but it is sometimes worth considering 
how much of the past is still with us today and, if we only knew, how much we might carry with us into 
the future. 

 

 
Figure 23.  East and West Lots in Deerfield’s Long Hill Division of 1688 Superimposed on a 

Modern Property Map of South Deerfield.  (Lots in the 1688 division are labeled and marked in 
black; modern lots on the town’s assessor’s map are bordered in blue; the old Hatfield Trail is 

marked in red.)  

Wequomps Old Hatfield Trail 
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