William Thacker & Anne Tisselle Family - Breakthrough Information

Bell Island, Blackhead and Western Bay, Newfoundlath

This research article is the work product of SuSaelgrove, and is subject to copyright protectibis not to be
reproduced without her prior consent, and is toded for personal research purposes only.

Since | wrote my previous research article on \afitliThacker of Wimborne Minster and Western Baygven
found some new information about him and his wifenA. It is an exciting breakthrough, becausethesfirst
actual appearance of his name in Newfoundland dscddntil now his presence in Newfoundland hastise
inference. More importantly, through the helpegearcher Pete Noel, we have conclusively confirtined
identity of Anne, and more about the Thacker family

As a recap, through my earlier research, | hadloded that William Thacker was the son of Robed an
Elizabeth of Wimborne Minster, Dorset, baptized®2®ruary 1680 But, | had wondered if Anne Thacker
Mullens came later, perhaps married to a hypothksien named William Thacker Junior.

In perusing the Colonial Records in the MUN digaathives, | found records of William not in West&ay as |
imagined, but rather on Great Bell and Little Bselands. This got me really intrigued, becausavehnumerous
DNA connections to people who are descendantsrbyf fzamilies of Bell Island.

The first reference to William Thacker is from t@elonial Office records, “An Abstract of the Fispday ye
Inhabitants in Newfoundland in the Year 17080n Great Bell Island there are 7 names recordée. third is
William “Thaker”, who has a wife, no children anddrvants recorded with him. The name before biaigo of
interest to me: “Henery Thisle”, who has a wife &nchildren recorded. This is likely Henry Thistlee
presumed founder of this old family in ConcepticeyB The suggestion from Seary is that he was from
Guernsey, but | have heard other researchers dug@esset connection. The surname “Touzel” appear
Jersey, making me wonder if that is the originalifg name. The other names on Great Bell Islard dohn
Fancy, Thomas Weedler (Wheeler?), Samuel HammolliaWviReaves, Thomas Burt and Robert Cock. It is
interesting to note that the family name “Fancyoahppears in Wimborne Minster, where | concludiedl t
William Thacker was born.

On Little Bell Isle we find the names James Buttlehn Garland and Anthony Varder. Only Jamesahaie
and one child. It seems likely he is a Butler frBort de Grave, having retreated to Little Bek lafter the
attacks by the French. John Garland is likelyrtia® from Bristol's Hope, and has retreated fortgads well.
From others’ research, | believe Anthony Varder waserchant from Bristol.

| dove headfirst into the Colonial records, and ttailed to find another reference to William. @nist of
inhabitants that had been appointed into the midi§ a result of the attacks by the French, | fabhadollowing:

James Buttler Governour Little Bell Isle Oct. 2209
George Garland " Captain ! Oct. 22,1709
John Snow 4 Captain “ “

John Buttler Junior | Lieutenant “ “

John Fancy " Lieutenant “ “

William Thacker & Lieutenant “ “
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So there he is! My ancestor William Thacker, foatGreat Bell Island in 1708 and then on Littldl Beand in
October 1709. | am also interested in the nameadgeBarland, given the connection of that namethed
Snelgroves to Lower Island Cove, as well as JolowSanother name that comes up in my DNA reseasch a
match.

It is very exciting to find the first ever Newfouadd reference to William Thacker. But this nowegents me
with a new challenge and research question to Aklyzed in this paper:

Is William Thacker of Bell Island in 1708 and 170%he Husband of Anne Mullens?

In my previous article about William Thacker, | hagpothesized that William was the son of WilliaimaEker
Senior, the one born about February 1680 in Wimbddinster. | estimated this theoretical Williamrmiar was
born about 1700, making his wife Anne born aroun@d5t1710, with their children born between 17234.74
William had presumably died about 1740-1743 basethe administration of his estate back in Donsekanuary
1744/5. The guess for William’s birth year wasdmhen a general notion he would be about 5 yedes tthan
his wife, plus given the calculated ages for higdeen. Anne’s birth date range was compared éontiore
precise dating for her later husband Richard Msgll&s outlined in my research article about him.

The William Thacker on Bell Island(s) in 1708 arkD® would already be an adult, so now it appekedyithat
he is in fact the first husband of Anne MullenshisTwould mean that Anne too was born earlier thanginally
supposed. As William was made third lieutenantrmbkhe other men, the pecking order suggestdihatight
be the youngest of them. It's possible he is sl&ie teens. Given he had a wife (with no chiidret), normal
convention would suggest he was in his twenties.

This fits in perfectly with the man on Bell Islabding William Thacker born early 1680 in Wimbornénister.
Since | had found no burial, marriage or baptisaords for him or potential children in Dorset, dheoncluded
William had come to Newfoundland around 1700. Thieed would support his appearance on Bell Isiand
1708. There was a census also taken in 1706 hanouimbers of inhabitants at Great Bell and LB Islands
was even higher than in 1708. So, it's very posdibat William was already there. We can’t knoawbver,
because unfortunately no names were given, jusieadcounts.

William Thacker of Wimborne Minster would be agei@8708. | am now convinced he is the man on Grea
Bell Island. But, we may never know for sure.

With the help of Pete Noel, who meticulously brod/page by painstaking page through Jersey coudrdeuts,
he discovered information that conclusively ideatifmore about William Thacker and his wife Annel aimeir
children. These new documents completely destrpwpmginal theory of when Anne and their childrearg
born, as you shall see below.

Anne had 3 husbands, not 2!

Pete made an amazing discovery of a series ofyJeoset documents that clarified everything aboohé
Mullens. She was married three times, not twicprasiously supposed! Is it any wonder it was aadro
figure her out? The documents were of course w@ttam in French, but here is a loose translatibtieir
essence. They are as follows:
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1. Jersey Samedi Court 1740-1742, 2 August 174&hdge 344 of 385

Josué de Ste Croix registers a procuration madedafustice of the Peace in Western Bay, Newfandd
dated May 1742 by Anne Nicollejdow of Noé Nicolle making de Ste Croix her representative.

| had long ago found the will of “Noah” Nicolle @8lackhead in the Jersey archit/€Bhe will was written 10
April 1734 when Noé was leaving on a trip from égrsHe does indeed name his wife as Ann(e) wio is
Newfoundland, and his brother-in-law “Joshua” de Stoix of St. Helier as his executor. It was pteds8 years
later on 29 July 1742 in the Jersey courts.

Further evidence of when Noé actually died is @porous baptism that occurred on 9 April 1742 e plarish
of St. Martin in Jerséy It records that Noé Nicolle, son of Barthelemgdlie and his wife Marthe Aubin of the
parish of St. Martin was baptized by the rectomEaas Le Coteur 39 years ago, but he doesn’t rereethie
exact day or the month. Furthermore, Noé’s sidi@the Nicolle, presently aged 55 years old desléwghe
same effect.

This calculation would make Noé born about 17Q3s interesting to note that he was born in StrtMaarish,
yet in his will he identifies himself as being a filer from St. Helier.

2. Jersey Samedi Court 1746-1747, 31 May 1746, lgg54 of 309

Jean Renouf, legal representative of Richard Malléme present husband of Anne, the widow of NaIlg;
dispute with Bartholomey Nicolle, inheritor of theoperty of Noé Nicolle; an order dated 24 Januams.
He would be Noé’s brother Bartelemy, who was bapti¥9 March 1692

So, even though Anne Mullens doesn’t administerfirgrhusband William Thacker's estate in the Rbrsourts
until 5 January 1744/5he was obviously long dead. Anne had alreadyarged both Noé Nicolle AND Richard
Mullens by this time. Noé Nicolle’s will was weh in April 1734, so William Thacker had died adea decade
before the administration of his estate. Clearly@ihad not bothered to settle William’s estatel shie was
forced to do because of the several lawsuits made.

Even if Noé and Anne were only married one yearmlewrote his 1734 will, her former husba@liam
Thacker was dead at the absolute latest by 1738nd, it was likely earlier.

And then, Pete found the piece de resistance:

3. Jersey Samedi Court Record 1744-1745, Jan 2844875, Image 148 of 373

Richard Mullens ané\nne Tissellehis wife, widow of her first husbandilliam Tucker in the instance of
Mr. Amice Roissier, in the cause dfatherine Tucker his wife, she being theecond daughterof the said
Tucker and the said Tisselle [William and Anne];ifisuing for Anne Tisselle to deliver his wife Gatine's
part of the property of succession of her firstnage [to Tucker/Thackery].

Although his name is given as William Tucker, weknhe is William Thacker. Several of the Jerseysha
records for marriages of their sons show the suenasrboth Tucker and Thacker. The timing of thigcfiling

4 Jersey Heritagd&,estament of Noah Nicolle of St. Helier, Marineownof Blackhead, Conception Bay, Newfoundland, temit
10/04/1734, Reference D/Y/AI7/61, Date 29 July 1742
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for Catherine Thacker Roissier is interesting, maldeut 3 weeks after her mother Anne Mullens fiteDorset
for the administration of her first husband Willisnestate.

When women are identified in Jersey records,alrisost always by their maiden names, even if tleyraarried.
Thanks to that practice, we now have this grouredbing discovery!

In this one document for 1745, we learn thate’s maiden name isTisselle and beyond a shadow of a doubt
she was married to William Thacker. And, that ahd her first husband William Thacker had a daughened
Catherine, who was previously unknown. Furthermsine is their second daughter!

While her surname is identified as “Tisselle” ohfi3elle”, it is easy to make the leap that in Nawidiand she
was known asThistle”, a very early name that appears in Conception Bayd the earliest name identified in
the area is Henry Thistle, who appears on Gredtllahd in 1708 with a wife and 5 children, at tley same
time as William Thacker, and his wife. There isvgp much to analyze about Anne Tisselle and hssiple
connections to Henry Thistle, that | have writtesegarate research paper on her and their identity!

Researchers of William and Anne’s descendants ¢&mat, Perry, Curtis and more), owe a major debt of
gratitude to Pete Noel for his dogged researchJateey records, and his willingness to share alaborate
with other researchers. Without him, this inforimatmay have remained hidden forever. Thank yde!Pe

A new Child is Discovered - Catherine Thacker

Based on Pete’s tips and the discovery of a newtttay, | then dove into the Jersey court recordsfannd this
exciting document:

4. Jersey Ecclesiastical Court Roll Book, Volume, Page 162

March 25 1735/6 -Amice Roissierof Grouville andCatherine Clark of Blackheadin Newfoundland
provide a certificate of their marriage at Blackthegiven before George Garland Esg., his Majeshy&ice of
the Peace. Certificate dated 9 November 1734ssAaéce and Catherine were married 10 November
1732(8" month in the old calendar format which starts Ma26). Certificate witnessed Bjnomas Thistell,
Nickless Juer and Henery Thistell

Further attestation to the certificate — withesksmn Luce, age 2&ndThomas Poindestre, age 3&Gaw the
JP sign the certificate. Als@harles Canivet age 3@ndThomas Nicolle age 34tate that they personally
know the said Amice Roissier and Catherine Clarkuted husband and wife, and Jean Luce says heeaas
Blackhead that very day it is reported they wererima.

Luce/Lewis and Garland are names of Lower IslandeCdhe JP George Garland may also be relatechto Jo
Garland, the man who appears on the 1708 censuttferBell Island. From others’ research, | leed that
Nicholas Juer was born 1673 and died 1779 in HarBoace. Some say that his french surname was
Journeaux/Journeaulx. It seems likely he is thieess of the 1734 document, but he could also hasan of the
same name. Of course the names Thomas and Hehistéll” are also of interest. | note the simitadf the
spelling of Anne’s maiden name, which appears énciburt records as both Tisselle and Thissellds iiay
demonstrate the progression towards the surnanfiengpes “Thistle”.

So, Catherine Thacker, William and Anne’s seconghtier had already been married to a man nabhesdk ,
and then remarried in 1732 in Blackhead, Newfoumdllal have of course tried to find who this margimibe,
but have had no luck so far.



On the 1708 census for Great Bell Island, Williahagker had no children yet. One might guess thain t
Catherine was born about 1710-17120 have had 2 husbands before 1732, and a bsterbefore her. This is
much earlier than my original theory as to whenl¥fih and Anne’s children had been born, so theadisiy of
“second daughter” Catherine changes everything!

At this point | turned to the Jersey records towshat more | could learn about Catherine and Amide.is likely
the man who was baptized in Grouville, Jersey ohl@ember 1698, the son of Jean Roissier and Rachel
Roissief. As such, he would be about 13 years older thewifie. Catherine and Amice did in fact move to
Jersey around 1736/7, because baptisms for thildret appear there. And most interesting is tret, fJean
Roissier, aged 3 years and 7 monbwn in Newfoundland, who was baptized on 31 March 1737 in Grouville
Working back from this date, baby Jean was bororatdugust/September 1733, likely in BlackheadisTh
works out perfectly with his parents being martieeke in November 1732.

Catherine and Amice never returned to Newfoundlasdhey had 6 more children baptized in Groutithen
1737 to 1752. It is interesting to note their odéughter was named Arffieone baptized in 1740 (who died),
and a second baptized in 1746This is further corroborative evidence of Caithebeing the daughter of Anne.
There is a burial record in Grouville, Jersey fatl@rine Tucker on 27 February 17551t does not mention her
being the wife of Amice Roissier, but we can beegurs she from the following court case also digred by
Pete Noel:

5. Samedi Court 1753-1756, 31 May 1755, Image 22f1187

Amice Roissier is in default towards the parist@obuville for the burial of his wife.

Since this court case is only 2 months after thiespaecord, Catherine Tucker's identity is provBhe is
Catherine Thacker. This also confirms that shelgreased her mother Anne Mullens, perhaps exptpwminy
she is not mentioned in Anne’s 1763 will.

Who is William and Anne Thacker’s first Daughter?

We now know of the existence of their “second daejhCatherine Clark Roissier, who was born aldatitl
and married Amice Roissier in 1732 Blackhead. Hgonext logical question becomes, who was the first
daughter?

Recall that three of William and Anne Thacker'ssarere married in Jersey. Daughter Catherine and h
husband Amice Roissier also relocated to Jerseyl. aBain turned to the Jersey records, findingiscie
Tucker (Thacker?) married to Richard Le Cras Juaidatest in early 1737. Her name was alternatispelled
Prescille, Presille, etc. in her children’s bapssnthere is no marriage record in Jersey fordbigple, so it
seems likely that she and Richard married in Newnditand.

Their first child Jean Le Cras was baptized 21 MIa$8 in St Lawrence pariSh Their second child Francois
was baptized in 1740 Priscille Tucker wife of Richard Le Cras Junizas buried 26 April 174% This early
death could also explain why Priscille was not riogrgd in her presumed mother Anne Mullens’ 1763. wil

8 Ancestry, Jersey BMD, Grouville > 1584-183, p. 26647,
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It should be emphasized that there are very fetamtes of the name Tucker or Thacker in the Jeesayrds,
and absolutely all of them tie back to this versnearhacker family. So, | think the case is vergrsg that
Priscille does too.

Priscille’s husband Richard le Cras Junior was \iggfy the man in the Jersey records who was hagtéd April
1697°in St. Lawrence parish, the son of Richard Semioave assumed this parish for his birth, becseseis
where their children were baptized. However, tivezee 3 other men named Richard Le Cras baptiz&d.in
Brelade in 1701, 1702 and 1706, and it is possibkeof them might be Priscille’s husband. But,nesband
was clearly called “Junior” in the records, and ltlog baptized in 1697 is the only one who was tireaf a
Richard (Senior). So, the parish and father’s nhath fit perfectly.

If son Jean Le Cras was their first child in 1788ould suggest that Priscille was born around5t¥720. But,
that would make her about 20 years’ younger tharmasband. | therefore speculate that like hesyred sister
Catherine, the couple may have married in Newfaamdiland had several children there, before relog &ti
Jersey at latest May 1738. Perhaps it is no adeémae that Catherine Thacker Roissier relocatdérsey around
this same time, with their 3 year old Newfoundldadn son being baptized in Grouville in March 1737.

If Priscille was born about 1709-1710 on Bell Islashe would fit in nicely before Catherine. Shauld,
however, still be 13 years younger than her huslRicidard le Cras. | note a similar age differebeaveen her
presumed sister Catherine and her husband as Wéiile large age differences between husband afedmight
be a little unusual, it certainly was not unhedrdtdhe time.

We should also consider that Priscille came afshé€rine in the family, and is just another presigu
unidentified child of William and Anne. If so, thaould mean the identity of the “first daughtes”still
unknown.

As Thacker and Tucker were used interchangeabiamy occasions in the Jersey records, it does bgly
likely to me that Priscille was indeed the dauglfewilliam and Anne. As | noted earlier, 100% bétJersey
instances of the name Tucker, Tacker and Thaakdyeitk to this very same family. So why not Plis¢oo?
Her presumed brothers William, John and Thomasdhleaeh married in Jersey in 1740, 1745 and 1748,
respectively, and presumed sister Catherine mdwee by 1738.

With all of the above evidence laid out, | feelyweertain that Priscille is indeed a daughter oliidh and Anne
Thacker, and quite likely the first daughter befsister Catherine. | was intrigued by the unusiaahe Priscille,
and wondered if one might learn a clue from coriesial naming patterns as to her mother’s familfjnave
written a separate research article on that as tuatlso far | have made no conclusions.

A New Timeline for William and Anne Thacker

To sum up, the new information includes a previpusiknown “second” daughter Catherine and therediore
“first” daughter, the fact Anne was married 3 timest twice, and that William Thacker died muchlieathan
originally assumed. Given these revelations, neyipus timeline for Anne and her children musthmewn out
entirely and totally reconsidered!

William Thacker died at the very latest by 1733] @erhaps even years earlier. Anne likely quicklyarried
Noé Nicolle in Blackhead, since she had a largedaf young orphaned children. Noé Nicolle himslidfd in
early 1742, and Anne remarried Richard Mullens doneebetween then and late 1744. In the estate

5 |bid, p. 12 of 192.
18 |bid, 1692-1739, p. 21 of 190.



administration for her former husband William Theckiled in Dorset on 2 January 1745, she filedase
Mullens, wife of Richard.

Given that there were no children recorded for Mfifl Thacker in the 1708 Great Bell Island censnd,Anne
remarried Noé Nicolle by 1734 at the very lates,now know the children were born between 17091a133.

I should note that | also considered the possjttitiat one or more of Anne’s later children mayaat be
children of Noé Nicolle and not William Thacker! iwall my previous theories negated, | was remihitetake
my blinders off! While this is certainly possiblejoted that in his will Noé only named his wifede and that
he had siblings in Jersey. He didn’t mention amjdeen or heirs. But, his will was written in 173#4d not
probated until 1742. They may have had childreinduhat time. However, Noé’s brother Bartelemes
suing as the inheritor of his property, which halda't likely do if there were children. Besidekey would
likely fall outside of Anne’s biological capabils, as | discuss in my other research article on Ineave
concluded, therefore, that it is unlikely that No# Anne had children of their own. Still, thisspibility can’t
be entirely discounted.

A Revised Timeline for the Children of William and Anne Thacker

Now that we know that William Thacker Senior diedlier than 1733, and there are two more daughters,
previous assumptions must be revised. | had bageglestimates on what is known about the indivigluike
their marriage dates and when their children mase ieeen born. | have now placed them in the rdvise
following order and with these new estimated bystlars.This list is a guideline only and remains open for
revision as new facts arise:

Priscille (1709), Catherine (1711), William (1714dphn (1720), Thomas (1723), Phillis Perry (17R4gry
Curtis (1726), Ann Snelgrove (1728).

Note also that there is a Martha “Taker”, daugbfatilliam Taker baptized in Wimborne Minster on arch
1721". The page is quite illegible, and Ancestry hasahiey indexed as “Tuker”. So, this is a tenuous
identification at best. This could have happefri&tliliam and Anne returned home for a visit to Bet,
bringing their child to be baptized there. | hanaded several instances of this practice in othdye
Newfoundland families. When it does, however, #gmword often notes that they were born “away”. Attisaily,
this record does not. And, it's hard to imagineytheuld have left their other young children at lonOften,
one would see several children baptized at ongé, tBey might have thought the journey by theokhfamily
too arduous, so they brought only their infant Mart This theory must be taken with a large godisalt. Still,
| note that Martha would easily slip in betweenrdand Thomas Thacker using my estimated birth years

One can see right away that there are large gapsénin the list. Some children may have beemlsarlier than
| predict. There could also be one or more othdden of William and Anne that are as of yet wnitified,
either living on or dying in infancy.

A Quick Word on Phillis Perry

As for the other daughters of William and Anne Theac| will raise one small doubt | have about BhiPerry. |
have always assumed she was Anne Mullens’ eldegihtier, and therefore guessed a birth year of 173de
was the first person mentioned in Anne’s 1763 WHillis received a special bequest of £20 andsbarNicholas
Perry received a gold ring. The other two daughtasy Curtis and Ann Snelgrove only got a 1/3 studrtheir
mother’s “wearing apparel, both woolens and linerig’this part of the will, Anne named her daugbte this

17 Ancestry, Dorset BMD, Wimborne Minster, p. 51274R.



order: Mary, Ann and Phillis. Usually when chéddrare named specifically, the testator tendsstaiem in the
order of their birth. That would then suggest fRhillis was the youngest, not the eldest.

| also note that Anne calls her Phillis Perry, “tioav wife of Nicholas Perry, now or late of Western Bay in
Newfoundland®®. Usually when that language is used, it implie this is a second marriage. And in second
marriages, it is not unusual that the new wifeliega bit younger than the husband. That mighhbecase for
Nicholas and Phillis Perry. Heads up, Perry redeas!

Since Anne gave Phillis a special bequest of moaeg,her son Nicholas was the only grandchild roeeti
(and therefore likely the first born), | still ledowards Phillis being the eldest daughter. Batnlkeeping an
open mind that she was born later in the peckidgmthan | assume.

Rethinking Ann Snelgrove, wife of James of Lower Iand Cove

The most important revelation that comes out o tlew dating will be important to the descendahsnm
Snelgrove, like me!

I had long assumed that daughter Ann (Thacker)géon mentioned in the will of Anne Mullens, mustthe
wife of James Snelgrove of Lower Island Cove. &diénis wife was named Ann. But now it appearstthia is
merely a coincidence. It seems highly unlikelyt themes’ wife could have been born as early as-1738.

Ann Snelgrove died about 1822 in Lower Island Cawleich would make her about 92-94 when she diedhiléV
that it is_possible, it seems very unlikely. Fratmat is known from wills and other records, James Ann’s
many children were born between about 1765 (Jomth)ya late as 1788 (Jacob). There is no way that A
Thacker, born about 1728 could have a child whenwas 58-60 years old!

It is also important to note that Ann Snelgrovelsihand isn’'t mentioned by name in her mother’s. wilhad
always just been assumed that he was James Srelgfrbewer Island Cove. Bad assumption! | am now
convinced that Ann Thacker was married to an eautidknown male Snelgrove, and that James Snelgsabeir
son. He in fact may be one of many other previousknown sons and daughters.

From naming conventions of James’ children, anermthues, Ann’s husband may have been named John
Snelgrove. This is admittedly a wild guess. Bertehl will call them “John(?) and Ann” Snelgrove &ase at
this point. If Ann Thacker was born about 1728 amight guess her husband John(?) Snelgrove wasabout
1725. One might also guess they were married abGi8-1750. Then one might assume their son Jamsd
have been born about 1750-1752. Note that he wamentioned as a grandson in his grandmother Anne
Mullens’ will of 1763. But, we know she had ottlggandchildren and she only mentioned Nicholas PeB,
this doesn’t trouble me.

James Snelgrove then married Ann (maiden name wikn@and had their children starting with John tigio to
Jacob. | had previously guessed that son Joharasabout 1765, but we could easily move his hoth770.
We know last child Jacob was born about 1788, adcgito his burial record in Lower Island Cove. €Eh birth
years do indeed work out quite well using the abwwe timelines for their parents James Snelgrov&7560-
1752 & Ann (unknown) of Lower Island Cove and tigriandparents John(?) Snelgrove and Ann Thacker, b.
1728-1730, perhaps of Western Bay or Blackhead.

This new revelation proves quite conclusively in opnion that James Snelgrove’s wife Ann who died822
is not maiden name Thacker, but another unknowmesoe! One more branch to be discovered.... And;ame

18 National Archives, Kew, Prerogative Court of Cahtey, PROB 11/906/304, Will of Anne Mullens, Widay Sturminster Newton
Castle, Dorset, Probated 28 February 1765.



now assume that James Snelgrove was actually bddewfoundland, and we are now looking for the name
origins of his father “John(?)”".

More Information on the Sons of William and Anne Thacker

When | previously discovered the three male Thaokariages in Jersey, | had always assumed thatitbee
brothers. To recap:

a) William “Tucker” of Terre Neuve married JeardeSte Croix 3 Feb 1740 in St. Martin, Jet&ephey had 4
children baptized between 1741and 1749.

b) Jean Thacker of Terre Neuve married Esthertv®@pril 1745 in St. Martin, Jers&y

¢) Thomas Thacker of Terre Neuve but now of Stiddenarried Anne Boudier on 5 January 1748 in St.
Helie?’. Their son Thomas Junior was baptized on 17 Jaries32 Philippe Hamon Senior and Anne Payn,
grandmother were the godparents.

With some additional court records discovered b Rioel, it can finally be confirmed that these naeaindeed
all brothers. | had previously speculated that William Junior and Thomas had died before theithar Anne
Mullens, perhaps explaining why they were not nared in her will. Pete’s discoveries prove they di
predecease her. One can only speculate, howekligrAnne did not name any of their children, her
grandchildren, in her will instead.

7. Samedi Court 1749-1751, 5 May 1750, Image 111 of739

Josué de Ste Croix acting as legal representaiiveeftain actions before the court for dates eytbarl748
He is acting for Richard Mullens on the subjecthef delivery of certain money and moveable properind
papers regarding Noé Nicolle and his widow Anne, @bing under the name Anne Nicolle. An action d#&te
May 1749 in the instance @homas Thacker in his name and agent for John Thaak his brother.

This document ties both Thomas and John Thackethegas siblings. It also suggests that Johnkenas not
resident in Jersey, since Thomas is acting asgaista

| then found this record at the Latter Day Sairseaglogy site:

8. Land Regqistry Volume 42, 7 September 1749, LDS Fil#005259398, Image 188 of 710

Between Josué de Ste Croix and William Thackeri@ur Josué has purchased % of the rent from the
inheritance of Richard Mullens’ wife (“uxor”), andfilliam Thacker is reimbursing him the arrears scalnd
his heirs can enjoy its possession.

This document therefore shows that the son Willidracker (Junior) was still alive in 1749. It iopes that he
is a son of William and Anne Thacker, since it aety involves inheritance.

9. Samedi Court 1753-1756, 31 January 1756, Imagé1 of 387

Thomas Thacker and Jeanne de Ste Cwakow of William Thacker (Junior), and guardian of hisldren.
(Translation: requesting him to pay him the amafrihirteen pounds sterling and two quintals oédrcod

19 Ancestry, Jersey BMD, St Martin > 1738-1803, pfd84.
20 |pid, p. 33 of 184.

21 |bid, St Helier > 1719-1751, p. 255 of 456.

22 |bid, 1724-1753, p. 334 of 450.



for the rental of a certain run, locatedB#ckheadin Conception Bay in Newfoundland and this for ylear
1755 following their agreement under their handedd 749 on January 6th because of the Admiraigysent
before the Registrar who can take the oath).

This document ties William Junior and Thomas Thadt&gether, likely as siblings. And we know fronetcourt
case above that Thomas and John are siblings. fUrtler solidifies the fact that they are all #ans of William
and Anne. This record also confirms thiéiomas Thacker was still alive in early 1756 and @t William

Thacker Jr is deceased by 1755The rental agreement suggests that perhapsaWilkas running the plantation
in Newfoundland. His death by 1755 explains whylifn Thacker Jr is not mentioned in the 1763 wilhis
mother Anne Mullens. There is no apparent bugabrd for William Thacker in Jersey, suggestind tieadied

in Newfoundland as | had previously speculated.

10. Samedi Court 1756-1759, 17 February 1759, Image 421459

Anne Boudierwidow of Thomas Thacker and guardian of his child, isresfor the deposition of Augustin
le Rossignol, Francois Le Gresley and Jean Helien&esq and Jeanne de Ste Craidow of William
Thacker Jr. and guardian of his child, regardifigua” (plantation) situated at Blackhead in CondeptBay.

Note that Augustin Le Rossignol is mentioned inPtentation Book with the date 1766. Since bottlomis are
involved in the same court case, it confirms beyambubt that William and Thomas Thacker were isgdj
making John their brother as well.

This document also confirms thBhomas Thacker died sometime between January 175@&@ February 1759

In fact, in the will of Anne Boudier's mother Anfigayn, which was written 12 January 1758he says her
daughter is the wife of Thomas Thacker. Wife,wmtow. Note that the above court case calling@Boudier

a widow was filed on 17 February 1759, just 5 wesfkesr her mother’s will was written. And mother dnPayn
died right afterward, being buried in St. Helier®April 1759*. Based on this additional information, it seems
likely that Thomas Thacker died within the monthlahuary/February 1759. Or at the very least,dhis is

when his wife Anne received the news that he had,gierhaps at the “run” in Blackhead, Newfoundlahigéan
towards the second scenario, as there is no lvedgaftd for Thomas Thacker in the very clear Stiddglarish
records for this period.

This last court document also certainly againTileemas and William Jr. together as siblings, stheenature of
the court proceeding appears to be related toitanee of the plantation in Blackhead. There amegal
possibilities as to who actually first possessedivé Nicolle mentions his plantation in Blackhgatich his
wife Anne acquired on his death in 1742. It iDglessible, however, that the “run” may have be@udht into
the marriage by Anne as a possession of her fibdnd William Thacker's.

To summarize, it appears from all of the above biogth William Thacker Junior and his brother Thoniaacker
died in Newfoundland, likely in Blackhead. Theytbpredeceased their mother Anne Mullens who diel763
in Sturminster Newton, Dorset. Their sister CatieiRoissier also predeceased her, dying in 175l while
her identity is not proven conclusively, their atipeesumed sister Priscille Le Cras also died inelein 1741.

2 Jersey Heritage, Testament of Anne Payn, widostiEnne [sic] Boudier of St. Helier, dated 12/0H9, Reference D/Y/A/10/22,
Date: 7 April 1759.
24 Ancestry, Jersey BMD, St Helier > 1751-1783, po6852.



This would explain why son John Thacker is the nianeficiary of the Western Bay property in theswif
Richard Mullen& and Anne Mullens written 1761 and 1763, respelgtive

| have yet to discover what exactly happened te Jatacker. It appears that after Esther Vibentemearried a
woman named Ann. There is a baptism in Sturmiriéésvton on 11 May 1762 for Thomas Thacékeson of
John and Ann Thacker. | had previously specultétatdJohn had gone to Dorset after the death aftbfather
Richard Mullens perhaps to care for his mothetpaettle financial matters. It would not be unugaahim to
bring his wife and child, taking the opportunity fum to be baptized while there.

There are relatively few instances of the Thaclken@in Western Bay. A Robert Thacker is namectasbthe
godsons of Richard Mullens in his 1761 will. Rdlsgpears in the 1805 Plantation Records, he riecgliand in
Western Bay in 1797. An 1814 court case also mestproperty that is bordered by Robert Thack@&here is
another land record dated 1788 where John Thaekensoperty in Western Bay. It seems likely thatis the
very same son of William and Anne Thacker. Socamassume he lived at least until 1788. It woldd eake
sense that Robert is the son of John Thacker, et®mved the original Western Bay plantation froraifard
Mullens and his mother Anne.

From my previous research paper we are remindéueokill of Jacques Vibert (aka James Vibert or W
Newfoundland Boatkeeper of Saint Mary in the Islahderse/. It was written 10 July 1760 and was witnessed
by none other than Richard Mullens, as well as 3ai®mas (mentioned below) and George Davis. Tilhe w
was probated 6 February 1762. He mentions mangieeiocluding Mary Perry, daughter of Nicholasriyeas

well as James Vibert Perry. Their mother was liketyilis (Thacker) Perry. He also mentions Marigcker)
Curtis, the wife of William Curtis.

Furthermore, | have evidence of a land transactaiad 4 April 1769 Thomas Vautier of Jersey, actorg
Phillipe Vibert (aka Peter Webber), selling propea James Thomas of Devonshire. Vibert's propisrty
bounded on the west by John “Tacker’s” plantatiod an the east by John Curtis’.

Much more can be said about Jacques Vibert andheaties in with the Thacker family. But these seijgp
suggest that any Thacker descendants in Newfourhdiame from John alone. While his brothers Williana
Thomas apparently died in Newfoundland, their gkildwere born and remained in Jersey.

While it seems clear that the Western Bay propeaitye to John Thacker through his stepfather Richar
Mullens, it is unknown what happened to the origBlackhead “run”. It seemed to be operated byl
Thacker Junior and his brother Thomas, with theth poesumably dying there. It is possible thatas sold, or
perhaps inherited by another unidentified membehefThacker family, perhaps even another sistehan
husband.

Some Doubts to be Acknowledged

One must consider how old Anne may have been wihemsrried William Thacker. While William was bam
1680, that is not necessarily the case for Anntlee Gest clue for her age and birth year starts thiglfact that
William and Anne had no recorded children in th@8¢ensus. So, | have estimated Priscille as b@ngin

2 National Archives, Prerogative Court of Canterbwill of Richard Mullens, Boatkeeper of WesternyBalewfoundland, North
America, PROB 11/79/529, Probated 30 September.1762

26 Ancestry, Dorset BMD, Sturminster Newton, p. 14#347.

27 National Archives, Prerogative Court of CanterhWl of James Vibert, Newfoundland Boat-KeepeiSafint Mary, Jersey, PROB
11/873/96, Probated 6 February 1762,



1709. With a very rough guess of age 20 for Anhemshe had her first child, | arrive at 1689 adhir¢h year.
If so, based on my estimates for their childrenvabdnne would be about age 39 when she had hecHad
Ann Snelgrove (assumed as being born 1728). Thhtissible.

This is a good time to mention Richard Mullens, amét we know about his age. In my research artal him,
| concluded that he was the son of Renaltus MulterisElizabeth Tolervy who married 4 April 17851 could
not find his baptism, but through other siblingscords and clues in Richard’s will, | believe | aght. As such,
| estimate Richard Mullens’ birth year about 17@¥ married Anne about 1744, making him age 3%atime.
It would be fairly unusual for a man to be marrsedate in life, so it suggests that perhaps heva® previously
married. But it is clear he had no children of i, since none are mentioned in his will.

So, | believe that Anne’s three husbands were b680 (William Thacker), 1703 (Noé Nicolle) and abtid07
(Richard Mullens). If born 1689, Anne would beéays younger than her first husband and 14 and ai8ou
years older than the next two husbands respectivehat is_guite a range and difference, and | admaises
some doubts in my mind that my assumptions are aff

One must remember, however, that at that time infblendland the population of single women to chdosm
was very small. | feel that, out of necessitygéadifferences in ages would not have been so ir@por Besides,
I'd like to believe that my ancestor Anne was anetng beauty... | mean, she was married 3 timesRills, she
did inherit property from her husbands, perhapsrapih her desirability as a marriage partner. |ilit...

Remember of course that | am using guestimatesagesl could easily swing +/- several years. Fstairce,
let's imagine Anne was aged only16 when she makif@iiam, and had Priscille in 1709 at age 17. Aisn
estimated year of birth becomes 1692, which wowdterher aged 36 if she had her last daughter AdiF28.
This is even more plausible biologically, and alkises the gap a little in the age difference betweer and her
later husbands.

Yet, daughter Ann could have been born as late’ag,if her father William had died around 1733 nibre
likely, given the large gaps in years in my “chddrs list”, Ann and her siblings may have been kearier than
| predicted. The endless tweaking of possibilifiest underscores that no reliance should be planedy list!
BUT, we are within 5-10 years + or - in their knotimelines, and all are within the realm of podgihi

In the end, | will go with a middle of the road sa€o. For now | will estimate Anne’s birth year as 1791
making her 18 when she (theoretically) had het éndld in 1709. This would make her 11 years ygenthan
(1) William Thacker, and still a whopping 12 yeatder than (2) Noé Nicolle and (3) 16 years oltant Richard
Mullens!

And now | must raise the pattern | have detected thie marriages of the Thacker women. Using mhbir
estimates, presumed daughter Priscille was 13 yeamsger than her husband Richard Le Cras androoedi
daughter Catherine was also 13 years younger thiahusband Amice Roissier. And from the abovadr the
mother Anne was widely different than all her hust® one quite a bit older, and the other two waynger
than she. This raises the idea that PriscilleGattherine were born much earlier than | had eséichby using
the 1708 census as a guideline.

One logical explanation is that the 1708 censusrtakssed reporting existing children for Williarhdcker. Is it
possible that daughters Priscille (presumed) aniegfiae may have already been born? This couldiody

place them closer in age to their husbands, an@dtinerine, give some breathing room for two mgagabefore
1732. But one can assume a census taker wouldthkee care, so that idea, while convenient, sdarfetched.

2 |bid, Fifehead Neville, p. 58 of 75.



How else might my assumptions be off? Maybe tlseorenade an error when stating how long ago hézsap
Noé, making him born somewhat earlier than 1708d gince there is no baptism for Richard Mullenaybe |
have incorrectly identified him as being born abbi®7?

So let's do a reality check.... We know for sure thélliam Thacker’'s wife was Anne Tisselle, who wemt to
marry Noé Nicolle and Richard Mullens, leaving ta@t written 1763. And | am certain now that Wlin
Thacker born 1680 in Wimborne Minster is the mamwhded up on Great Bell Island in 1708. Note lieahad
a wife, but_her name is not revealed. Throughloistdrticle, | have just assumed she is Anne Tissel

We do know for a fact that Catherine Thacker/CRdissier was the second daughter of William Thaeler
Anne Tisselle, and Anne remarried Nicolle (by 17849 Mullens (about 1744). The several court daum
prove it. And we also know from concrete evideti Catherine married Amice Roissier in 1732 iadRhead,
and she had been previously married. So, she haalvtobeen a grown woman, making her parents eftaic
age. William Thacker, born 1680 would be 53 yeddswvhen he died, let's say in 1733. Perfectlyplble.

We also know for a fact that Anne Mullens died #62 in Sturminster Newton. If she were born 1691 lzave
estimated, she would be 72 years old. That tocesakrfect sense. But her husband Richard Mutlextsin
1761, and based on his estimated birth year of i®Would be only 54 years old.

Based on the above, it does seem that Anne’s faatitbn is solid. She had to have been born eamtyugh to
have had daughter Catherine by a certain dateorifisa guess that Catherine was very young wherhal her
two husbands by 1732. Could she have been borh gartier than that? If so, why wouldn’t William@&Anne
have children listed on the 1708 census? | corok tzaa mistake possibly made by the census taker?

Another thought.... Is it possible that William Thackorn 1680 had a son William Junior born abo@0] who
is the one who married Anne Tisselle? If so, henitadentified on the 1708 census. We might agstimy
would have children around 1720-1725. But thatldooake no sense, because their confirmed daughter
Catherine was married twice by 1732. No, impossibl

Or perhaps | am wrong and William Thacker is netitian born 1680 in Wimborne Minster, but anothen ma
who was born later? If true, that would only takee of the decade age difference between Anndiamdand
not explain the even larger differences for heeotivo husbands.

One can make oneself crazy thinking through allsésemingly endless possibilities. Perhaps itdarsgerous to
assume that the William Thacker of 1708 Great Bé#dind is the husband of Anne. But one thing issexngly
clear. Based on the fact that Catherine Thackertheir second daughter and her second marriagegredan
1732, she must have been born about 1711 or pedaalier. And that means her parents William Keaand
Anne Thisselle could only have been born by 1690 + a few years. So, it does stand to reasonareethe
man and wife in 1708.

At this point | will have to put the large age éifénces down to circumstance, with perhaps a nmifidation of
Richard Mullens’ birth yearBut, it is important to point out these question maks, and keep an open mind
for future timeline revisions if more evidence comgto light.

In Conclusion

After a couple of decades of trying to figure ottoamy ancestor Anne Mullens was, something | habine
resigned to being impossible, her identity is fipaévealed! And it is all thanks to Pete Noel $@arching page



by page through the Jersey court records, and lgeingrous enough to share his discoveries witfetasv
researchers. | would like to thank Pete agaimaleith Susan Squires and Susan Reid. The fous érmed
an ad-hoc discussion group when Pete’s documemtsfikst revealed. Four heads are better thanameijt was
a very exciting few weeks!

And with these new revelations on the Thacker fanhihope the key has been found to unlock evererfuture
discoveries for researchers of these Conceptionf&ailies!

Susan Snelgrove
March 30, 2024



