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1. Name of Property 
historic name Hi.iquenot Fo r t 
Other names/site number 

2. Location 
street & number Fnrt. Hill Unnd M/ !\ 1 not for publication 
city, town M/ Ŝ J vicinity 

state M^ssnrhKSf^tts code 025 county Worcester code 027 zip code 01540 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 

I I private 

FYI public-local 

I I public-State 

I I public-Federal 

Category of Property 

I I building(s) 

I I district 

Q s i t e 

I I structure 

I I Object 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 

buildings 

sites 

structures 

^ objects 

1 Total 

Name of related multiple property listing: 

UJJ\ 
Number of contributing resources previously 

listed in the National Register i) 

4. State/Federal Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 

nomination request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 

National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 

In my/opinion, the propeity meets does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuatipn sheet. 

Signature of certifying official 
Extjci.!.ti V ' D i r e c t o r ss.^chusstts H i s t o r i c a l Coni^ ission; 

Daie 

State or Federal agency and bureau St.^te H i s t o r i c Preserva t ion O f f i c e r 

In my opinion, the property meets does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuation sheet. 

Signature of commenting or other official Date 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

5. National Parl< Service Certification 
I, hereby, certify that this property is: 

P I entered in the National Register. 

I I See continuation sheet, 

n determined eligible for the National 

Register. | ^ See continuation sheet. 

I I determined not eligible for the 

National Register. 

I I removed from the National Register, 

other, (explain:) 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



6. Function or Use Huq^jenot i-ort. Oxford, M^<;qp>r-hi<c:̂ ttg 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Defense/fortification Recreation and Culture/outdoor recreation 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification Materials (enter categories from instructions) 
(enter categories from instructions) 

foundation ^.!/A 
JiZA walls ^UL. 

roof H/t\ 
other Nl/A 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 
The Huguenot Fort Site is situated on 8-68 acres of land owned by the town of 
Oxford, Massachusetts. The site includes the ruins of a stone fort b u i l t by 
the Huguenot settlers that occupied the area between 1687 and 1696, and 
possibly again between 1699 and 1704. The Huguenot Fort site includes the 
surface and/or buried archaeological remains of what was probably the f i r s t 
stone fort b u i l t in Massachusetts (Bradley 1981). The potential archaeological 
and historical significance of the site was identified in the Massachusetts 
Historical Comnission's survey of the town of Oxford (1981), undertaken for 
the statewide resource protection planning program (MHC 1979). In 1983 and 
1984, Boston tftiiversity's Center for Archaeological Studies conducted 
archaeological testing at the site in preparation for nomination to the 
National Register of Historic Places (Wamsley 1984). The f i e l d survey 
revealed that a significant portion of the site remains intact and that 
relevant archaeological information s t i l l exists which could provide insight 
into the history of the site and to the frontier experience of the Huguenots. 
Archaeological and documentary study indicates that the site is significant 
and possesses the necessary integrity to be nominated to the National Register 
of Historic Places. 

The topography of the town of Oxford is characterized by north-south trending 
h i l l s to the east and west, geographically separated by a series of plains in 
the central part of town. Low areas containing small water courses, ponds, 
wetlands and meadows are interspersed between these features (Wamsley 1984). 
The fort is located on a high h i l l i n the southwestern part of town and is 
surrounded by plowed fields on i t s north and west sides and by grass on i t s 
north and east sides. 

The liiguenot Fort site is a typical colonial New Er^land f o r t , of quadrangular 
plan with diagonally opposed bastions. The fort was b u i l t by 1694 in the 
small French Protestant settlement established in 1687. I t provided 
protection from the local Native Americans whose bellicosity was evident after 
such uprisings as the recently concluded King Phillip's War. The fort served 
as the major defense for the settlement u n t i l the Huguenots abandoned Oxford 
in 1696. The structures within the fort include northeast and southwest 
bastions, a powder magazine, a main blockhouse and a house for the storage of 
arms. 

f y l See continuation sheet 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL ACTIVITIES 
As the most v i s i b l e and massive r e l i c of the Huguenot settlement, the f o r t has 
been the focus of numerous examinations and, to some extent, excavations i n 
the past. The primary documentary evidence for the f o r t i s a p e t i t i o n by 
Andre Sigourney for the abatement of taxes on the colony, stating that the 
inhabitants of New Oxford "were forced to garrison ourselves for three months" 
i n the sunrner of 1694" (MSA 100:502). Tlie e a r l i e s t description of the f o r t 
was given by Abiel Holmes who v i s i t e d the s i t e i n 1819. Holmes "measured the 
f o r t by paces, and found i t 25 paces by 35. Within the f o r t , on the east 
side, I discovered signs of a well...[and I ] traced the lines of the bastions 
of the f o r t " (Jrlolmes 1826:356-357, 1830:80). George F. Daniels, i n The 
Huguenots i n the Nipmuck Country, recorded the f o r t ' s appearance around 1880: 

many years ago the walls of the structure were removed, down to the 
foundation stones, excepting on the south l i n e , where parts of the 
or i g i n a l wall may be seen, but which is mainly a confused mass three or 
four feet high , overgrown w i t h w i l d grape vines and bushes...the outline 
of the southern wall indicates that a small portion of i t at the 
southwestern angle projected a few feet, and formed what might have 
answered as a 'salient angle'..but no signs of bastions are now to be seen 

Daniels further suggests that, based on the dimensions of the foundation, the 
fo r t ' s walls were four to fi v e feet thick and perhaps b u i l t p a r t l y of timber, 
and that the southern wall extended westerly about f o r t y feet beyond the 
southwest corner of the f o r t (Daniels 1880:133-134). 

In the summer of 1884, William D. Ely conducted excavations and undertook 
restoration of the f o r t . Tlie removal of fieldstone f i l l exposed features 
w i t h i n the f o r t . As interpreted by Ely, these included a blockhouse and 
addition, a powder magazine, and a w e l l , shown i n the s i t e plan he prepared 
(I*<lap 1). Most of the subsequent work was aimed at cleaning and clearing the 
s i t e , although some excavation was done to improve drainage. Sly explained 
that the f o r t ' s "heavy foundations s t i l l remain" and hoped that "the time 
should come when the descendents of i t s o r i g i n a l builders might be ready to 
preserve, w i t h jealous care, the many vestiges that yet subsist" (William D. 
Ely as quoted i n Baird 1885:264-266). Between 1884 and 1892, p a r t i a l 
restorations of the southern wall had been i n i t i a t e d , although the extent of 
th i s work is unclear. 

About f o r t y years l a t e r , a direct descendent of Andre Sigourney, Andrew 
Sigourney, focused his attention on the f o r t . Sigourney apparently restored 
parts of the f o r t but, unfortunately, l e f t behind no known records other than 
two photographs of the f o r t (liiguenot Memorial Society of Oxford 1958: 
frontispiece). One photograph, of "ancient stone steps [ t h a t ] lead down into 

conti nued 
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the o ld f o r t , " apparently is taken lodcing south from inside viiat Ely cal led 
the main block house, restored by Sigourney around 1925. The precise locat ion 
indicated i n the other photograph is unclear, although i t appears to be a 
photograi±L of the blockhouse foundation. Fortunately, some of the a r t i f a c t s 
unearthed during the res to ra t ion work were loaned by a descendent to the 
Boston Lh ive r s i t y inves t iga tor . The precise extent of Sigourney's disturbance 
to the f o r t is unknown, a l t h o u ^ he appears to have concentrated most of h i s 
e f f o r t s on the blockhouse. 

INTERNAL OMPCSTIICN 
The most v i s i b l e features of the f o r t today include the south w a l l , 22 meters 
long and 1 meter high; southwest bastion; a rubble l ined depression, 8 meters 
by 5.1 meters, i n the locat ion of what Ely interpreted as the block house; and 
a stoned l ined w e l l , 65 centimeters i n diameter and about 2 meters deep. 
Poplar saplings, grape vines, poison i v y , and thorns obscure much of the 
s i t e . Lbon closer examination, however, other features are evident. 
Scattered stones protruding occasionally through the leaf cover are evidence 
of the f o r t ' s other three wa l l s . The northeast bastion is also indicated by 
the presence of protruding foundation stones. Around depression, l ined w i t h 
stone rubble p a r t i a l l y obscured by a leaf covering, appears to correspond to 
^^*lat Ely interpreted as the powder magazine. The "watering trough for stock" 
is also s t i l l v i s i b l e as a semi-circular arrangement o f stones. 
Were the f o r t to be cleared of i t s underbrush, saplings, and leaf cover-, more 
features may be i d e n t i f i a b l e . 

Boston Lh ive r s i t y ' s center for Archaeological Studies conducted one year of 
test excavation at the s i t e (Vfemsley 1984). Seven 1x1 meter test p i t s , eight 
50x50an test p i t s , and one test trench 2m x 50cm, were excavated during the 
f i e l d season. Nfep 2 shows the positions of the above ground features and the 
locations of archaeological tes t p i t s . In Test t h i t s 1 and 5 the excavation 
revealed the massive size of the northern wa l l and the i n t e g r i t y of the wa l l 
i n th i s area. The s t ra t igraphy indicated no intrusions unrelated to the 
Huguenot occupation of the s i t e . In U i i t s 2A and 2B, a foimdation wal l was 
uncovered that corresponds to the west wa l l of Ely 's addi t ion to the 
blockhouse. The wa l l appears intact though i t is at the edge of a looters 
hole. Excavation of l i i i t s 3 and 4 revealed that probably a l l of the southern 
t h i r d of the f o r t ' s i n t e r i o r is undisturbed. The disturbance i n Lh i t s 2, 2A, 
2B, and 6 can be a t t r ibu ted to the a c t i v i t i e s of Ely and Sigourney. Despite 
the disturbance i n these areas, the ma jo r i ty of the s i t e is undisturbed. 

The most s i gn i f i c an t outcome of th i s inves t iga t ion is the confirmation of the 
overal l a rchi tec tura l form of th i s early f o r t . Stone f o r t s were not unusiial 
i n seventeenth-century New Rigland, and were typ ica l of T^ine coastal 
settlements (Bradley 1981:16; Faullaier 1981:2). The f o r t at Oxford is 

. continued • ••: . 
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probably the f i r s t f o r t b u i l t of stone in Nkssachusetts (Bradley 1981:9). A 
iiEan date of occupation of 1693.18 was calculated based on Lewis Binford ' s 
pipestem dat ing formula and a saiiple of 2 7 pipestems. This sanple size of 
pipestems i s too small to obtain a t r u l y accurate date but f i t s n ice ly w i t h 
the dates of the Huguenot occupation of New Ckford. The rectangular plan of 
the f o r t w i t h i t s two diagonally opposed bastions (as interpreted by H y ) is 
not an unusual form fo r colonial I^w Bigland f o r t s (Bradley 1981:18). 

A r t i f a c t s uncovered during the excavation can be confident ly associated w i t h 
the period of Huguenot occupation. Most numerous were bu i ld ing mater ia ls , 
p r imar i ly the f o r t ' s massive foundation stones, forming a wal l 1.2 meters 
wide. Also numerous were foodways debr is , p a r t i c u l a r l y bone and s h e l l , 
several earthenware types including lead, t i n , and s l i p glazed types, 
stoneware, Chinese porcela in , wrought n a i l s , and pipestems. Of par t i cu la r 
interest was the discovery of a lead c lo th seal , the top jaw screw fo r a 
f l i n t l o c k mizzle loader, and fragments of a green glazed earthenware commonly 
associated w i t h French s i t e s . 



8. Statement of Significance Hu'^uenot i-or i x f o r d . nrc;c;achi!<;pi:t<; 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

I I nationally [xH statewide \T} locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria [ X H A [ X J C P X I D 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) Q A ^ C I | G 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 

Arrhi torture 
A r r h a p n i n g y - H i < s t n r i C 

rninmuni ty Devel opment 

Period of Significance 
1587-1704 

Rypinration/Settlement 
Mi 1 i tfixy Cultural Affiliation 

Hupuenot 

Significant Dates 

Significant Person Architect/Builder 
M/A 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

The liiguenot Fort Site represents the most visible and intact remnants of a 
short-lived settlement of French Protestants, an outpost on the interior 
frontier of the Massachusetts Bay Colony in the present town of Oxford. 
Occupied between 1687 and 1696, the isolated central Worcester County 
ccBTinunity interacted regularly with local Native Americans, and within the 
context of intercolonial wars, often required the protection a stone fort 
would provide. As a French conmunity the iiiguenots provide a useful contrast 
to the English settlements of the region, and as exiled Protestants to the 
other French colonies. Although some disturbance to the site is evident, the 
majority remains intact and possesses integrity of location, design, setting, 
materials, and association. The archaeological potential of the site is 
therefore high, and of added significance due to the r a r i t y of period 
survivals in Massachusetts. TWo areas of inquiry are of particular 
importance, the design and construction of seventeenth-century forts and the 
conparative opportunity provided by a French site. The Huguenot Fort Site 
thus meets c r i t e r i a A, C, and D of the National Register of Historic Places at 
the state level.and local level. 

The Native American groups that inhabited central Massachusetts in the 
seventeenth century (Connole 1976:14; Cook 1976:53; Daniels 1880:17), were 
known as the Nipmuck. Their habitations tended to follow the routes of small 
streams with origins in the highlands of central Ivlassachusetts. At the time 
of contact, the Nipmuck were a group of loosely related, village-based bands. 

nn See continuation sheet 



9. Major Bibliographical References HiiniiPnn^ For t , Oxford. rj^ssachuicottG 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 
I I preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested 
I I previously listed in the National Register 
I I previously determined eligible by the National Register 
nZl designated a National Historic Landmark 
I I recorded by Historic American Buildings 

Survey # 
I I recorded by Historic American Engineering 

Record # 

|X| See continuation sheet 

Primary location of additional data: 
H State historic preservation office 
I I Other State agency 
I I Federal agency 
r~l Local government 
r~l University 
• Other 
Specify repository: 

M a s s a c h u s e t t s H i s t o r i c a 1 Coirnnxs s xon 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of property 
Quae- Oxford 

UTM References 
A L I L ^ I2l6i4l 6i2iQ 

Zone Easting 

8.68 acres 

c Lij 

Seal 3 

•4i 51 6i 

1:24000 

I 7 I Q | 
Northing 

5i 2i 01 I 4i 61 6i t\\ 3i 4i Ql 

B 111 q| I ?! ^1 d f i lO lO I l / i i .s l r i iA|- - ! i - ' , i n l 
Zone Easting Northing 

D ll iQ I \? h la k 19ml kihifLiAlAxaiaJ 

I I See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 

see assessors map 

I I See continuation sheet 

Boundary Justification 

The boundary of the Hucuenot Fort site is based on the extent of the fort and 
the estii.-iated area of residual activity around the structure. The nominated 
property corresponds w i t h Oxford Assessors Map Lot #6, property owned by the 
town. 

I I See continuation sheet 

11. Form Prepared By 
name/title J . Cooper Wamsley and A l i c i a House, Boston Universi ty with Claire Denpsev (MHC) 
organization Massachusetts His tor ica l Cop^iission 
street & number 80 Boylston Street 
city or town Rn<;1-on 

, date Aiini'st 1987 
. telephone i'F.17^ 7?7-M7(\ 
state Massachusetts z'P code 0211S 
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each w i t h i t s own sachem, that paid t r ibu te to more powerful neighbors fo r 
protect ion f ron enemy forces (Deforest 1964:57; Salisbury 1974:36-37; Salwen 
1978:174). King P h i l i p ' s War of 1675 dramatically a f fec ted th i s already 
fragpented group and many Nipnuck joined groups along the Hixlson River 
(Brasser 1978:204; Vau^an 1979:320), while others joined the praying Indian 
town in ]>fetick, Massachusetts to the east. 

The period between King P h i l i p ' s War and King Wil l iam's War (168^1697) was 
characterized by r e l a t i v e l y peaceful re la t ions between ISfetive Americans and 
colonists of IVfassachusetts Bay. Land negotiations began between the colonists 
and the Nipmick vdiose t e r r i t o r y was parceled into pr ivate t r a c t s . One of 
these parcels has been called "Black James's Deed", a f t e r the chief sachem of 
the Nipmick (Ccnnole 1976:17), and was purchased by Josepii Dudley and Wi l l i am 
Stou^aton (IVfassachusetts Bay Colony Records, hereafter Ts/BCR, V:342). Ihe 
t rac t was a t r iangular piece of property including northeastern Connecticut, 
northwest Ifliode Island and land southwest of the Blackstone River, included 
Ckford, Rfessachusetts . Part of the land was claimed by the Hassanemesits , a 
group of praying Indians, proselytized by the e f f o r t s of the Society for the 
Propagation of the Gospel i n New Bigland, and displaced to N&tick (Connole 
1976:18). That land was b o u ^ t by S tou^ ton and Dudley for the "sum of t h i r t y 
pounds" (MBCR V:361), and the remainder from "Black James and company fo r . 
twenty pounds" (MCBR V:342). These transactions were presented to the General 
Court of Massachusetts and confirmed i n 1682. On Nfeiy 16, 1683, a grant fo r a 
town of e i ^ t square miles was given by the General Court to Rfajor Robert 
Tbonpson, a president of the Society, Stoughton and Dudley, imder the 
s t i p u l a t i o n that i t be se t t l ed w i t h i n four years by at least t h i r t y fami l ies 
(Anmidown 1877:109; MBCR V:408). In 1685, the settlement deadline was 
extended to January of 1688 (MBOFl V:469). 

At the same time in France, iDuis XIV revoked the Edict of l^fentes . This edict 
had protected the Huguenots, devout Ca lv in i s t s , from persecution by the i r 
Catholic countrymen. Revocation brought renewed oppression and many Huguenots 
planned to emigrate to H ig l i sh Protestant colonies. During a v i s i t to London, 
Maj . Thcnipson met Isaac Bertrand DuUiffeau, a Huguenot refugee and "treasurer 
of the Protestant churches of France" (Bernon MS#41). DuUiffeau introduced 
Gabriel Bsrnon, a successful Huguenot merchant, to Ihaipson who informed 
Demon of the available land in ^fassachusetts. DuUiffeau then went to Boston 
to complete the transaction w i t h Dudley v ^ i l e Bernon supervised and paid 
t ravel expenses for more than f o r t y Huguenots vAio were to s e t t l e i n New Oxford 
i n 1686 (Bernon MS#41). Eventually, about t h i r t y fami l ies se t t l ed i n the town 
(Baird nd V I : 15-16). 

Most of the New Ckford Higuenots were natives of la Rochelle, a t h r i v i n g 
port-town of the west coast of France, or from the province of Saintonge, a 

continued 
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major i ndus t r i a l center famous for i t s earthenware production. With the 
revocation of the B i i c t of Pfentes, these Huguenot strongholds were overrun by 
the forces of iDuis XIV, properties were seized and escape routes cut o f f . 
Many Huguenots were h i ^ l y successful entrepreneurs, and the King recognized 
the i r economic value and prohibi ted the i r leaving the country. Nonetheless, 
many Huguenots were able to escape under cover of darkness to wai t ing ships 
that transported than and vriiat they could salvage of t he i r estates to safety 
in Bigland. Chce here, they learned of opportunity i n New Oxford and, w i t h 
the help of Huguenots l i k e Bernon and sympathetic Biglishmen, they sai led to 
Boston and prepared for the i r journey to the f r o n t i e r . They carried w i t h them 
personal belongings salvaged f r o n t he i r estates and those things many had 
accumulated during a period of temporary refuge i n London. Ihe settlement 's 
major benefactor, Gabriel Bernon, a h igh ly successful merchant was i n Boston 
by 1687, and assured that the settlement was wel l supplied. 

The ea r l i e s t extant record d i r e c t l y r e l a t i n g to the settlement is a contract 5 
between Gabriel Bernon and Caleb Church, an "agreement, March 1688/9, of Caleb 
Church, m i l l r i g h t , to b u i l d a m i l l . ; . b y the las t of Aigust" (Bernon RB#2). 
This g r i s t m i l l was t h o u ^ t to have been located "on...Sutton Road, one mi ld 
d is tan t from the v i l l a g e s t ree t" (Freeland 1894:214). Other structures 
included a sawmill, a temple (church), a wash-leather m i l l , houses and a 
f o r t . Ihe precise locat ion of the teiqple and houses, probably constructed of 
t inber from the sawni l l , comes from town oral h i s to ry f i r s t recorded i n 1826 
(Ifclmes 1826:357-358). Ihe temple and associated burying ground are 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y located along the northeast side of Huguenot Road, about halfway 
between where i t intersects R)rt M i l l Fbad and Nfeiin Street. No adequate 
descriptions of the temple and houses ex i s t , and there i s no fu r ther 
information to v e r i f y the locat ion of these s t ruc tures . 

Ey 1694, a rectangular f o r t was constructed (Rfessachusetts State Archives, 
hereafter MSA, 100:502). Ps there is no ind ica t ion of trouble w i t h the nat ive 
population at t h i s time, i t has been assumed that the f o r t was constructed fo r 
so le ly precautionary purposes (Baird 1880:263). Ihere is no evidence that 
relat ionships between the colonists i n New Oxford and the Mpmuclcs were 
anything but peaceful during the f i r s t three years. By 1691, however, run 
t r a f f i c k i n g between some of the Huguenots and natives began to cause f r i c t i o n 
i n the settlement, and the settlement suffered grea t ly during King Wi l l i am's 
War (168^1697). The French had a s i g n i f i c a n t i f ind i rec t ro le as the 
coordinator of Pfetive Anerican attacks on B ig l i sh settlements (Brasser 
1978:94). Cotton Jfether described the eneny as "Half Indianized French, and 

Half Frenchified Indians" (Mather 1913:206), blamed most of the incursions 
upon the "Eastern Indians, and especially those of the Saco and 
Annonoscoggin", and found the source of the c o n f l i c t i n the granting of land 
patents to the B i g l i s h and "the CcHnnon abuses i n Trading, v i z . Etunkenness... " 

continued 
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(Mather 1913:186-187). The destruct ion of Brookf ie ld i n 1693, by a band of 
these natives, was the impetus for the movement of a l l Indians frran 
Ifekamoochong, a t rac t of land adjoining New Ckford and containing 
Chabanakongkomun, into Woodstock, about e i ^ t miles south of New Oxford. This 
measure was undertaken to protect f r i e n d l y Indians and the colonists from 
h o s t i l e groups (Daniels 1892:13). 

The f i r s t d i r ec t blow to the Huguenot settlement came in 1694. That summer a 
roving band from the nor th approached the three chi ldren of a Biguenot named 
A l a r d . Af te r k i l l i n g the older daughter, the Indians kidnapped the two Alard 
infants and went to Quebec. Months later the d i s t r a u ^ t parents learned of 
the i r youngest ch i ldrens ' p l i g h t , but were helpless to a f f e c t any sort of 
rescue (Baird nd IV: 151 , 1885:274; Daniels 1892:13). Trouble continued that 
suriiner. Aidre Sigourney, constable of the colony, issued a p e t i t i o n to the 
General Court c a l l i ng for the abatement of taxes on the colony for that year: 

Now whereas the Indians have appeared several times th i s sunmer, we were 
forced to garrison ourselves for three months together and several 
famil ies f l e d , so that our sunmer harvest of hay and corn hath gone to 
r u i n by the beasts and ca t t le (UBA 100:502). 

Payment of taxes for that year was not enforced (MSA 100:501). 

The decisive attack came i n 1696. A group of "Albany" Indians ( i d e n t i f i e d "by 
the cut of t he i r hayxe, and the i r language"), led by Black Janes and another 
^&pmLlck named Toby (formerly from a band of Indians of New Roxbury, now 
Woodstock, Connecticut), attacked the settlement and k i l l e d John Johnson and 
h i s three chi ldren on Aigust 25, 1696 (Bernon MS#3; NBA 70:296; Documentary 
His to ry of New York, hereafter ENY IV:613-614). The en t i r e community 
inmediately abandoned the settlement and f l e d to Boston (Daniels 1892:15). A 
posse, led by Major James Fi tch of Woodstock and comprised of twelve soldiers 
and t h i r t y - e i g h t Mpimck, Mohegan and Norwich Indians, was organized to pursue 
the c u l p r i t s . Ihe pursuing group was unsuccessful but found evidence of the 
Indians around Worcester ( l^A 70:2 96). I t is l i k e l y that the Albany Indians 
were a group of River Indians, including refugee Indians f ron New Bigland and 
Mahicans (Brasser 1978:204), s i tuated near Albany. 

In 1699, resettlement of New Ckford was attenpted by eight or ten famil ies of 
Huguenots vdio l e f t i n 1696 (DNY IV:684). Ihe ea r l i e s t known document r e l a t i ng 
to th is period is the p e t i t i o n of the "Inhabitants of the Ibwn of Isfew Ckford ," 
dated October 1 , 1699 vAiich, cnce again, asked the General Court to fo rb id the 
local run t r a f f i c \*.ich "put us i n great danger of our l i v e s " (MSA 
11:140-141). The influence of the French Jesuits upon New Bigland Indians i s 
evident i n several correspondences during th i s per iod. Fran conversations 
w i t h Indians i n the area, the Huguenot minis ter infer red " . . . That the pr ies ts 
are vigorously at work, and that they are hatching some scheme which they w i l l 

continued 
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bring to l i g h t as soon as they f i n d a favorable occasion" (Laborie to the Earl 
of Bellmont, as quoted i n E&niels 1880:91). Ey July 9, 1700 local Indians had 
a l l removed north to j o i n the Penacook Indians (DNY IV:684) , a western Abenaki 
group. In 1/Sa.y of 1702, Bigland declared war cn France and Queen Anne's Vfer 
escalated f r i c t i o n on the f r o n t i e r . Bernai, then i n Newport, appealed to 
GDvernor Hidley to send soldiers to protect Ckford. l i s request was granted, 
but t h i s aid was not enou^. Detai ls are unclear, but by 1704, the year of 
several incursions upon Massachusetts' f r o n t i e r towns, Ckford was abzuidoned by 
the Huguenots for the last time (Daniels 1892:18-19). 

Ihe discreet period o f occupation of the s i t e and the l im i t ed e f fec t s of 
subsequent a c t i v i t i e s y i e l d an exceptionally undisturbed single component 
s i t e . Ihe research poten t ia l fo r such a s i t e l i e s both in i t s i n t e g r i t y and 
i n the data i t provides on an unusual s i t e type. Several early f o r t s i tes 
have been evacuated i n NBW Bigland, but the closest conparisons can be found 
at Pentagoet and Pemaquid, Maine, seventeenth-century f o r t s of the French and 
B ig l i sh respect ively. The Ht^eno t R)r t provides contrast to these and as 
such can fu r the r elucidate the form.of f r o n t i e r settlement types: as a 
f o r t i f i c a t i o n w i t h i n a settlement rather than a m i l i t a r y outpost; as a group 
of exi led French Protestants rather than as a colony of the French Bnpire; and 
f i n a l l y as c u l t u r a l l y French w i t h i n an B ig l i sh region. Coanonly French 
a c t i v i t y i n North Anerica has been characterized and indeed stereotyped as 
traders and trappers adopting Native Anerican ways of l i f e , but the French 
colonies i n the east, Canada and Acadia, were se t t l ed by indentured peasants 
who developed d i s t i n c t i v e ag r i cu l t u r a l practices i n small v i l l a g e s . Ihus 
these c i t i z e n settlements, also f o r t i f i e d , provide a p a r t i c u l a r l y suitable 
cotrparison, both to New Bigland settlement generally, and to ffew Ckford 
s p e c i f i c a l l y . At the same time recent research stresses the rapid 
acceleration of the French Protestants i n New Bigland. This s i t e is c l ea r ly a 
key element to understanding that process and provides a contrasting model of 
change to that i n the northern, and perhaps not inc iden t ly Roman Cathol ic , 
co lon is t s ' experience. The Huguenot Fort Site provides an excellent 
opportunity fo r fur ther understanding of a spec i f i c element of f r o n t i e r 
settlement, a general type of New World colony, and a broader pat tern o f 
cu l tu ra l change. 
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