
The Dennison Connection

Paul Hardaker (PJ.Hardaker@gmail.com) – September 2017
[Updated January & June 2018 with information provided by S.Carr - (*)]

Reference numbers prefaced with “#” and highlighted in blue refer to individuals in the 
Hardaker One-name Study database on the HardakerFamily.id.au web site

Note:  This research effort has not been particularly rigorous.  The objective was to understand the 
main family relationships of the various Dennisons who inter-married with the Hardakers.  In some 
cases records which are not of particular significance to the main family structure may have been 
overlooked.  Readers are encouraged to contact the author with any suggested additions or 
corrections.

We know from our research that there were a number of marriages involving Hardakers and 
Dennisons in the Guiseley area over an extended period.  These being:

 Richard Hardaker #169 married Ruth Dinison1 #170 in January 1689 at Yeadon (via a 
Quaker ceremony).  Richard wrote a will in 1708 which mentions several of Ruth’s Dinison 
relatives;

 Susanna Hardacre #667 married Jacob Denison #668 by licence, possibly at Leeds, in April 
1745;

 Samuel Hardaker #100 married Grace Denison #108 in April 1774 at Guiseley church.  Our 
current theory is that Samuel #100 was the brother of Richard #270, who we believe to be 
our direct ancestor;

 Joseph Hardaker #243 married Mary Dinnison #331 in February 1778 at Guiseley church.
 Susanna Hardaker #245 (Joseph #243’s sister) married Abraham Denison #1018 in January 

1781 at Guiseley church.
 Susannah Hardaker #102 married John Denison #1246 in February 1784 at Guiseley church.
 Mary Hardaker #2834 married William Denison #2835 in July 1829 at Guiseley church.
 Mary Hardaker #1088 married John Denison #1094 in December 1837 at Guiseley church.

Who were these various Dennisons and how were they related, if at all?  This paper attempts to 
answer these questions.

The earliest Dennison baptism records for the Guiseley area date back to the late 1500s, which 
slightly pre-dates the arrival of the Hardakers to the area (early 1600s2).  These very early records 
rarely contain anything other than the name of the child and the date, so without other data (eg, 
wills), it can be very difficult to understand family relationships.  By the early 1600s the father’s 
name was generally recorded, and from this we are able to see at least four very early Dennison 
family groups, these being children born to a Christofer, a Thomas, a William and a John Dinnison. 

 Christofer baptised two children at Guiseley church, a John in 1612 and a Marye in 1616.  
We can find no likely records for Christofer’s birth/baptism (c. 1585), or a marriage (c. 
1610).

 Thomas baptised eight children at Guiseley church between 1633 and 1650, these being:

1 Many different spellings can be found in the records, the more common ones being Denison (or Dennison) and 
Dinison (or Dinnison).
2 “The Hardakers and Surrounding Areas: The Early Generationsof Rawdon”, JB Hardaker, 2014, 
http://hardakerfamily.id.au/histories/Hardakers_at_Rawdon.pdf 
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◦ Grace, May 1633,
◦ Abraham, Apr 1636,
◦ Grace, Jul 1637 (suggesting that the first Grace died as an infant),
◦ Mearcy, May 1639,
◦ Machell, Apr 1643 (most likely a Michael),
◦ A batpism in Dec 1646 where the name of the children is illegible,
◦ Ruth, Mar 1649,
◦ Ruthe, Oct 1650 (this could mean that the first Ruth died as an infant, or could be a 

second baptism of the same child).
◦ Abraham, 1654(*) (suggesting that the first Abraham died as an infant/child).

We do have a possible baptism for Thomas, this being Jul 16113, with a probable record of 
Robert as the father’s name4.  We have a likely marriage for Thomas to Grace Jackson in 
October 1629(*).  We have a burial record for Grace, wife of Thomas Dennison, in 1637 on 
the same day as the baptism of the second daughter named Grace.  This would suggest that 
Grace the mother died during or shortly after the birth due to complications.  Sadly all too 
common back then.  The baptism of the next child Mearcy two years later is interesting.  
The register entry has her recorded as “daughter of Margret Langford base-be-gotten to 
Thomas Denniison”, meaning that Margret and Thomas were not married at the time.  This 
means that strictly speaking Mearcy was a Lanford, and not a Dennison.  We can find no 
record of a marriage between Thomas and Margret, or any other subsequent marriage for 
Thomas for that matter, however it seems probable that the remaining children belong to this
couple and that they did marry (the others were all recorded as son/daughter of Thomas 
rather than son/daughter of Margret).

 A William baptised a child in 1633 (John), and then two more children in 1653 (Nathan) and
1658 (another John).  It seems somewhat unlikely that these belong to the one couple, but 
not impossible.  The last two at least are probably siblings.  We have one possible baptism 
record for William in Aug 1618, son of Tomas Dinnison.  There is a possible marriage 
record, that being to a Thomasin Smith at Guiseley church in May 1625, however this is 
clearly inconsistent with a birth around 1618.  This would easily be the marriage that 
produced the first John (1633), but much less likely that the same couple (aged around 50 by
1658) were the parents of the last two.  We cannot entire discount the possibility that the 
same William fathered all three children, but to different wives, and this might explain the 
long gap between the first John and Nathan.  All rather unsatisfactory.

 John baptised four children between 1637 and 1647, Sarah (1637), John (1640), Elezebeth 
(1644) and Christopher (1647).  The date range and the reuse of the name Christopher 
suggest that this John is the son of Christofer batpised in 1612.  We can find no likely 
marriage record for John.

From this we now have our first possible link to the Hardakers.  Ruth/Ruthe born in 1649/1650, 
daughter of Thomas, could very well be the Ruth Dinison who married Richard Hardaker #169 in 
1689.  This would make her about 39 when she married Richard. A search of the records turns up 
one other Ruth Dynnison, father Mathew, baptised at Leeds St Peter in 1665.  On face value this 
Ruth looks to be a more likely candidate for a marriage in 1689, however from our research we 
know that Richard Hardaker was born about 1646, making the older Ruth the more likely of the 
two.  We have a copy of Richard’s will written in 1708 which further strengthens the case for Ruth 
born 1649/50 – this will be discussed in more detail later.

3 Two transcriptions say 1611, one says 1609. The latter date is somewhat more likely to be correct (*).

4 Robert married Elizabeth Ward in 1609.  In addition to son Thomas we have record of several other children to the couple: Grace 
(1613-?), Christopher (1617-18), Samuell (1619-?) and Iszabell (1626-?)(*).  None appear to have any bearing on our later Dennison-
Hardaker inter-relationships, so no attempt has been made to trace these individuals any further.
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After 1658 (John son of William) there is a nine year gap with no Denisons baptised at Guiseley.  
Then over the period 1667 to 1700 there are 17 baptisms.

 Nearly half of these were baptised with father recorded as John:
◦ Sarah, Feb 1667,
◦ James, May 1670,
◦ William, Apr 1682,
◦ Susanah, Mar 1684,
◦ Samuell, May 1687,
◦ Alce, Jan 1692,
◦ Benjamin, Feb 1694,
◦ Ellen, Jan 1696.
From the information above, we have four possible candidates for this John:
◦ John son of Christofer (1612),
◦ John son of William (1633),
◦ John son of John (1640),
◦ John son of William (1658).
The first can be discounted as he would have been 55 when the first of these children was 
born.  Noting the date range for the list of children above, and the gap of 12 years between 
1670 and 1682, is seems very likely that the last six children were all fathered by John (son 
of William) born about 1658.  However this John was born too late to have fathered the first 
two children.  Either of the remaining two Johns could have fathered Sarah and James based 
on the date information we have.  John b. about 1640 is perhaps slightly more likely as he 
would have been about 27 when Sarah was born, this being a very typical age for males to 
marry and start a family around this time.  But it could easily have been the other John.  
There are no burial records involving a John that assist us, and the names given to the 
children are of no help, so this remains a “balance of probabilities” best guess.  We have no 
record of marriages at Guiseley involving a John to help matters.

 Isaac baptised a child in Jun 1668.  The name is transcribed as either Hare or Hade, both of 
which are probably not the actual name, and it is unknown whether this was a male or 
female.  Isaac did not baptise any other children, and we have to date been unable to trace 
the fate of his single child, so his line ends at this point (at least in terms of this research).  
We have no likely birth/baptism or marriage record for Isaac, so do not know his parentage. 
The name Isaac appears regularly later on as part of other family groups, so it seems 
probable that this Isaac was closely related to one or more of the earlier generation 
Dennisons.

 An Abraham baptised these children:
◦ William, Mar 1677,
◦ Mary/Mercy, Mar 1679 (died in 1696),
◦ Abraham, Mar 1681,
◦ Nathan, May 1686,
◦ Danyel, Nov 1690.
It seems probable that the father is Abraham son of Thomas, b. about 1636.  To date we 
have been unable to find a marriage record to go with these births.

 Jonathon baptised his son Abraham in Feb 1679.  We have no record of a Jonathon born 
prior to this point.  One possible explanation is that this is another child to John (b. 1656), 
however the use of Jonathon rather than John for just one child makes this a little unlikely. 
For now we consider this Jonathan as a new, as yet unknown Dennison.
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 Joseph baptised a daughter Hannah in Mar 1683.  We have no prior record of Joseph, can 
find no candidates records for his marriage, and we have been unable to trace Hannah any 
further.

As at 1700 we have the following Dennison families in the Guiseley area:

1. Abraham son of Thomas, b. about 1636, wife unknown, five children between 1677 and 
1686;

2. John son of John, b. about 1640, wife unknown, two children (1667 and 1670);
3. Isaac of unknown origin, b. circa 1640-50, wife unknown, one child (1668);
4. John son of William, b. about 1658, wife unknown, six children between 1682 and 1696;
5. Jonathan of unknown origin, b. circa 1645-55, wife unknown, one child (1679);
6. Joseph of unknown origin, b. circa 1650-60, wife unknown, one child (1683);

Unfortunately, at this point, we have nothing concrete that allows us to link any of these individuals
together.

It is disappointing that we have been unable to find marriage records for any of the six individuals 
listed above.  A firm marriage date could help confirm or correct some of the above assumptions.

Between 1701 and about 1730 we find several new Dennisons raising families in the Guiseley area.

 A William of Guiseley who baptised eight children at Guiseley church between 1701 and 
1720.  Susan (1701), Abraham (1703), Isaac (1705), Mercy (1709), William (1712), Ruth 
(1714), Nathan (1717) and Jane (1720).  We are able to match a marriage for these baptisms,
this being William to Mercy Howorth in 1699.  We have two Williams born in the 40 year 
period prior to 1699, William son of Abraham (1677) and William son of John (1682).  The 
earlier one is the more likely of the two, further supported by the fact that the first male 
child born to this William was named Abraham (after his father), and hence we assign these 
births and the marriage to Mercey with good confidence to William born 1677.

 We have records a total of nine children born/baptised between 1710 and 1721, father’s 
name Abraham.  For several we have the name of the mother, Mary.  It is fairly immediately
clear based on the dates that more than one Abraham is involved. Some of the children were 
baptised, some were named at the Knaresborough Quaker monthly meeting (for Rawdon), 
and a number were baptised and named.

Child name Named (date) Baptised (date) Father Mother

Grace 29 Dec 1710 9 May 1736(^) Abrm of Yeadon Mary

Abraham - 29 Sep 1711 Abraham of Guiseley -

Abraham 12 May 1713 9 May 1736(^) Abraham of Yeadon Mary

Mercey - 20 Dec 1713 Abraham of Guiseley -

Mary 15 Aug 1715 29 Jul 1716 Abraham of Yeadon Mary

Isaac 30 Jun 1717 23 Jan 1718 Abraham of Guiseley/Yeadon Mary

Jacob 6 Sep 1719 9 May 1736(^) Abraham of Guiseley/Yeadon Mary

Susannah - 23 Aug 1721 Abraham of Guiseley -

Hannah 13 Dec 1721 - Abm of Yeadon Mary
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(^) All three baptised as adults/teenagers on the same day.

We have a marriage candidate for an Abraham and Mary, this being to Mary Walker in May
1710 at Calverley church (Abraham listed as of Guiseley parish).  We can find no likely 
marriage for the other Abraham.  From all this we conclude that Abraham and Mary née 
Walker were Quakers and were the parents of Grace, Abraham (1713), Mary, Isaac, Jacob 
and Hannah.  The other three children are assigned to Abraham of Guiseley, spouse 
unknown.

We have two Abrahams born in the 40 years prior to 1710, Abraham son of Jonathan 
(1679), and Abraham son of Abraham (1681).  We have no immediate way of determining 
which one fathered which of these children.  Both named their first male child Abraham, 
which provides no assistance. The key clue comes from the Knaresborough (Rawdon) 
Quaker records. A Jonathan Dineson of Yeadon is recorded as dying 3 Apr 1721.  No age 
recorded, and no parent named, so we guess this to be an adult. The only candidate we have 
is the Jonathan who baptised Abraham in 1679, and this record suggests strongly that he was
a Quaker.  From this, and so with only moderate confidence, we match Abraham father of 
Grace, Mary, Isaac, Jacob and Hannah to Abraham son of Jonathan, born 1679. It then 
follows that the other Abraham (of Guiseley) is Abraham son of Abraham, born 1681.

 A Thomas who baptised four children at Guiseley church, Ruth (1711), Thomas (1713), 
William (1715) and Jonathan (1717).  We have a likely marriage for Thomas, this being to 
Jane Kendill in Aug 1710 at Guiseley church.  Unfortunately we cannot match Thomas to 
any birth/baptism at Guiseley.  We return to this problem later.

 A Jonathan (of Yeadon) who baptised nine children at Guiseley church between 1712 and 
1727.  Thomas (1712), Jonathan (1714), Abraham (1715), Joseph (1717), Mary (1720), 
William (1722), Ruth (1724), Benjamin (1725) and David (1727).  We can find no likely 
marriage to match to this family, and further we cannot match Jonathan to any birth/baptism 
at Guiseley.

 A John (of Yeadon) baptised Timothy in 1726 at Guiseley church. We do not have a John 
born around the right time to match this against. A possible explanation is that this baptism 
is another of Jonathan’s (above). The date fits neatly between Benjamin and David. On a 
best-guess basis we include this baptism along with the rest of Jonathan’s. Interestingly we 
do have a marriage for a John Dinison and Mercy Overend in April 1726 at Guiseley 
church. Timothy was baptised 5 Mar 1726 which is actually 11 months after the marriage 
(prior to 1752 the year ended on March 24th). We have some further evidence to support the 
theory that John and Jonathan are the same person. We have a record for a marriage of 
Mercy Dinison to a William Longfellow at Guiseley church in May 1731. If this is 
Jonathan’s (second) wife, Mercy née Overend, we assume that he must have died between 
about 1727 (birth of David) and 1731 (remarriage of Mercy). And in fact we have such a 
record – Jonathon Dinison buried at Horsforth chapel on 22 May 1729. This then gives us a 
reasonably accurate date for the death of Jonathan first wife – May 1725 (birth of Benjamin)
and April 1726 (marriage to Mercy). Unfortunately even with this information we have been
unable to find any record of a first wife to Jonathan. Given that we have no record of a 
marriage for Jonathan around 1709-11 (just prior to the birth of Thomas in 1712) and no 
record of a death for a first wife, this raises the possibility that Mercy Overend was the 
mother of all of Jonathan’s children, but that they did not marry until 1726.  We have few if 
any confirmed occurrences of marriage so late in a relationship around this time period, so 
we have to consider this as a fairly unlikely explanation.
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 A Nathan (of Yeadon) baptised Ann (1718), Nathan (1720), Mercy (1722), Joseph (1724), 
Mary (1726), a second Nathan (1730), Martha (1733) and Hannah (1736) at Guiseley 
church.  We have a likely marriage for this family, Mary Heywood in Dec 1717 at Guiseley 
church.  We are able to match this Nathan to the one son of Abraham born 1686 with good 
confidence.

Returning to the problem of Thomas (married Jane Kendill), and Jonathan (unknown wife) listed 
above.  We have no likely Guiseley birth/baptism for either of these two, but they must have been 
born around the same time (they started their families within a year of each other).  Both of them 
named their first son Thomas and both named a child Jonathan, William and Ruth.  If we extend the
search for records outside the Guiseley area, we find two good candidates:

 Thomas, son of Thomas Dinnison of Bolling, bapt. 18 Nov 1689 at Bradford parish church;
 Jonathan, son of Thomas Dinnison of Bolling, bapt. 13 Nov 1692 at Bradford parish church.

The one for Jonathan is of note because there are no other records of a Jonathan Dennison (or 
variation of the name) baptised anywhere in Yorkshire between 1650 and 1700.  We cannot be 
entirely certain where Bolling is (was) located, but Bowling near Bradford is a very strong 
candidate.  There is today a place called Bolling Hall at Bowling which dates back to the 1300s5.  

If this is our Thomas and Jonathan, who is the father Thomas?  We do not have a likely candidate 
from the Guiseley births/baptisms. A search more broadly of the Yorkshire records gives us a 
couple of possible candidates (one in 1772 and on in 1790, both baptisms at Leeds parish church, 
father’s name Thomas in both cases).  However the use of so many of the Guiseley Dennison family
names by the two suggests a family tie back to Thomas (1609) and his identified descendants.  
Perhaps Thomas was born at Guiseley, moved to Bolling (possibly as part of an apprenticeship), 
had his two children and then moved back to Guiseley.  If so, we have no record of his 
birth/baptism (or marriage), so at this stage this remains an unanswered question.

Summarising, in addition to the list of six families on Page 3, we have these Dennison families 
living in the Guiseley area:

7. William son of Abraham, b. about 1677, wife Mercy née Howorth, eight children;
8. Abraham son of Jonathan, b. about 1679, wife Mary née Walker, six children;
9. Abraham son of Abraham, b. about 1681, wife not known, three children;
10. Thomas son of Thomas, b. about 1689, wife Jane née Kendill, four children;
11. Jonathan son of Thomas, b. about 1692, wife not known, nine children;
12. Nathan son of Abraham b. about 1686, wife Mary née Heywood, eight children.

The following diagrams show the family trees of John (2), John (4), Abraham (1) [also with 
William (7), Abraham (9) and Nathan (12)], Jonathan (5) [with Abraham (8)], Thomas (10) and 
Jonathan (11) based on the available birth/baptism and death/burial records between 1700 and 1800 
(Guiseley area).  No further information has been found in relation to Isaac (3) and Joseph (6), 
suggesting that they died before producing further offspring or moved away from the Guiseley area.

Individuals with a red highlight are the primary subjects of each tree.  Those with a yellow highlight
can be found on the web site under the ID number indicated. Individuals with an olive highlight are 
believed to have died prior to adulthood and hence are not candidates for subsequent marriage 
and/or production of offsping.

5 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bolling_Hall,_Bradford
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John (2),  born about 1640, son of John (b. 1612)

We have not been able to trace John’s descendants beyond this point suggesting that his line ended 
here.

John (4), born about 1658, son of William (b. circa 1620-30)

We have not been able to trace John’s descendants beyond this point suggesting that his line ended 
here. 
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Abraham (1), born about 1636, son of Thomas (b. 1609)

We can find no baptism records for this family group after about 1755.  We assume that the male 
Dennisons alive around that time moved out of the Guiseley area, or they died without producing 
any children.
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Jonathan (5) of unknown origin, born circa 1645-55

Based on the birth and burial records for many of these people, Jonathan and his family appear to 
have been early Quakers6.  See commentary later in this document.  We have not attempted to trace 
this family tree beyond about 1790.

6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Quakers
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Thomas (10) b. 1689 & Jonathan (11) b. 1692, sons of Thomas (origins unconfirmed)
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A summary copy of the data behind these family trees is included as Appendix B.
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Commentary

Connection to the Quakers

A number of the birth and burial records for Jonathan (5) and his immediate family are to be found 
in the Knaresborough Quaker registers. These include Jonathan’s burial in 1721 (age not recorded, 
but we guess about 70), the burial of his son Abraham in 1733 aged “about 56” and the burial of 
Abraham’s wife Mary née Walker in 1722 (no age given, but probably in her early forties).  We 
also find the burial of a Mercy, wife of Abraham, in 1729.  We cannot be certain which Abraham 
this is – we have several born around the right time and we cannot discount the possibility that this 
is a second wife to Abraham who married Mary Walker.  The best candidate is Abraham b. 1681, 
son of Abraham (1) above.  We have assigned three children to this Abraham born between 1711 
and 1721.  If Mercy was married to this Abraham then this indicates a possible link to the Quakers 
for the family of Abraham (1) as well.

One rather interesting finding was the baptism of all three surviving children of Abraham #1095 
(Jonathan (5)’s son), Grace, Abraham and Jacob, at Guiseley church all on 9 May 1736.  Grace was 
25, Abraham 22 and Jacob 16 at the time.  This is about three years after their father’s death and 
their mother died quite a few years earlier.  Perhaps they were taken in by a relative who was not a 
supporter of the Quaker doctrine and thought it best to have them properly baptised!

Missing Baptisms

A number of burial records exist where the individual is recorded as the son or daughter of <father’s
name>.  This typically indicates that the individual was quite young, and often an infant.  In some 
cases it was not possible to match this to a baptism.  In these cases we have assumed a birth for the 
individual and have fitted them in to the identified family as best as possible (ie, where a gap of 
several years can be found).  These individuals are indicated in the trees with italics.  

A good example is Sarah, daughter of Abraham (#371) near the top of the tree for Jonathan (5) 
above. We have a record of her burial in 1745, but have no corresponding baptism record.   It is 
most unlikely that she was born in 1745 (and died as an infant) because we have Martha born that 
year.  In fact we only have a gap of two years between each of the first four children assigned to this
Abraham.  Sarah might have been born during one of these gaps, particular if she was a premature 
birth, but since we do not yet have a known marriage date for this Abraham we have assumed a 
birth year of 1737 (two years before the first recorded birth/baptism) in this case.  There are several 
other similar examples.

Abraham m. Ann Butterfield 1778 and Abraham m. Sarah Lane 1780

We have these two marriages involving an Abraham Dennison within a two year period.  The 
problem is working out which Abraham belongs to which family.  One is the son of Abraham #371 
(b. 1713), the other is the son of Jacob #668 (b. 1719).

The solution comes in part from the witnesses to the two marriages.  Dinah Denison was a witness 
to the marriage involving Ann Butterfield.  Dinah is the younger sister to Abraham son of Abraham 
#371, so we assign this marriage accordingly.  Further, John Denison was a witness to the marriage 
involving Sarah Lane.  The only John we have born in this time period was the son of Jacob #668 
(John #1246, born 1759).  This allows us to match the marriage of Sarah Lane to Abraham son of 
Jacob.  Further supporting evidence can be found in the marriage of James (brother to Abraham and
Dinah) to Betty Butterfield in 1778 (presumably Ann’s sister).
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Children of Abraham Dennisons baptised between 1780 and 1790

We have three marriages involving three different Abrahams between 1778 and 1781. The two 
listed above plus Abraham #1018, son of Benjamin who married Susanna Hardaker #245 in 1781. 
These three couples baptised at least 15 children at Rawdon and Horsforth Chapels between 1780 
and 1790. Working out which children belong to which parents is not simple. After some careful 
analysis of the available records we have assigned them as detailed in the table below. A key part of
our analysis are the baptism dates. In quite a few cases we have less than nine months between two 
consecutive children. Typically this means that they belong to different parents, although this is not 
100% reliable because the period of time between birth and baptism can vary considerably.  It is 
however a useful indicator when multiple children are baptised over a short period as in this case 
(15 children in 10 years). Under the “Rationale” column in the table we refer to this as an overlap 
(ie, two children apparently born too close together to belong to the same parents).

Guiseley baptisms attributed to an Abraham Dennison 1780-1790

Child’s 
Name

Baptism
Date

Chapel Register notes Assigned 
Parents

Rationale

Suse 19 Mar 
1780

Rawdon Abm of Rawdon, Farmer Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Too early for Abm & Sarah (m. 
June 1780)

Isaac 17 Mar 
1782

Rawdon Abm of Rawdon Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Overlaps with Abraham (1782).

Abraham 2 Jun 
1782

Rawdon Abm of Rawdon, wife Sarah Abm & Sarah….
………………...

We have Sarah’s name

Benjamin 14 Jul 
1782

Horsforth Abm of Horsforth Abm & Susanna
………………...

At Horsforth rather than Rawdon,
and named after Abm’s father.

Sarah 9 Nov 
1783

Horsforth Abm a Clothier Abm & Susanna
………………...

Baptised at Horsforth. Approx 16
months after Benjamin.

Susanna 25 Jan 
1784

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon, wife 
Sally / Sarah

Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Sarah’s name recorded. Also 
overlaps with Nanny (1784).

Nanny 25 Apr 
1784

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon, wife 
Ann

Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Ann’s name recorded.

Sally 18 Nov 
1785

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon, wife 
Sally

Abm & Sarah….
………………...

Sarah/Sally’s name recorded. 22 
months after Susanna.

Susanna 29 Jan 
1786

Horsforth <nothing noted> Abm & Susanna
………………...

Baptised at Horsforth.  Overlaps 
with Sally (‘85) and Peggy (‘86).

Peggy 19 Mar 
1786

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon Hall, 
wife Ann

Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Ann’s name recorded.

Mally 9 Dec 
1787

Rawdon Abm of Rawdon Abm & Sarah….
………………...

Close to Peggy (‘86) and John 
(‘88). Variation on ‘Sally’ (‘88).

Abraham 6 Apr 
1788

Horsforth Abm of Horsforth Abm & Susanna
………………...

Baptised at Horsforth. Overlaps 
with Mally (‘87) and John (‘88).

John 6 Jul 
1788

Rawdon Abm of Rawdon, wife Ann Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Ann’s name recorded.

John 24 May 
1789

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon, wife 
Sarah

Abm & Sarah….
………………...

Sarah’s name recorded.

Abraham 16 May 
1790

Rawdon Clothier of Rawdon, wife 
Ann

Abm & Ann …..
………………...

Ann’s name recorded.
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Sarah née Lane died in 1791, and was buried at Rawdon Chapel in August of that year leaving 
husband Abraham with four young children all under the age of nine (eldest son Abraham having 
died in 1789).

Isaac Dennisons born during the 1700s

We have records of various Isaacs baptised and buried during the 1700s, but matching burials to 
baptisms for these individuals is not entirely straight forward in all cases. In summary we have:

 Isaac son of William, baptised in Sep 1705 at Guiseley church and buried there in Dec 1716 
aged about 11;

 Isaac son of Abraham #1095, baptised Jan 1718 at Guiseley church and buried there Feb 
1735 aged 17;

 Isaac son of Abraham #371, baptised Feb 1739 at Rawdon chapel;
 Isaac #1452 son of Jacob #668, baptised Apr 1747 at Rawdon chapel;
 Isaac son of Nathan, baptised Nov 1750 at Guiseley church;
 Isaac son of Isaac baptised in Oct 1767 at Rawdon chapel;
 Isaac son of Abraham baptised in Feb 1782 at Rawdon chapel.

And also these burials:
 Isaac Dinnison, buried in Sep 1766 at Rawdon chapel, age and parents unknown, 

presumably an adult;
 Isaac son of Hannah buried in May 1768 at Rawdon chapel, no corresponding baptism as yet

found, so we assume died as an infant;
 Isaac Dinnison “of Yeadon”, buried in Jun 1771 at Guiseley church, age and parents 

unknown, presumably an adult.
We also have these marriages involving an Isaac Dennison:

 Isaac to Hannah Binns in Nov 1765 at Guiseley church, both “of Rawdon”;
 Isaac to Betty Webster in Jan 1775 at Guiseley church, again both “of Rawdon”;
 Isaac to Mary Wood in Oct 1782 at Adel church, Isaac noted as “of Guiseley parish”(*).

It would seem probable that the two adult burials in 1766 and 1771 match up to two of the three 
Isaacs born 1739, 1747 and 1750. But which ones? Fortunately we have some additional clues.  
Susanna Denison #1454, sister of Isaac #1452 (the one b. 1747) married Charles Verety in 1773.  
An Isaac Dennison was a witness to this marriage, most likely her brother. This suggests that Isaac 
b. 1747 was alive in 1774, several years after the death of the other two Isaacs. Further quite 
compelling evidence can be found in the Rawdon church Monument Inscription records. One of 
these reads:

Isaac Denison son of Jacob and Susannah, died 29 April 1830 aged 83 years

This clearly matches the Isaac, son of Jacob, born in 1747.

We have no data to help us match the two adult burials to the two remaining baptisms, but it seems 
somewhat likely that the older Isaac died first (otherwise the younger one would have been about 16
years old when he died, and young enough to be recorded as “son of Nathan” at the time). This then
gives us Issac born 1739, buried 1766 aged about 27, and Isaac born 1750, buried 1771 aged about 
21.

We are left with the conclusion that Isaac #1452 (b. abt 1747) married Hannah Binns in 1765. This 
implies that he would have been about 18 years old at the time. Quite young, but certainly possible. 
We have one child that we can assign to this couple, that being Isaac baptised in Oct 1767 (listed 
above). And we have to assume that Isaac #1452 also married Betty Webster in 1775 and then to 
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Mary Wood in 1782. Isaac junior (born about 1767) was too young for either of these marriages, 
and we have no other Isaacs (at Guiseley) alive at the time. We have one child to the second union 
that being Susanna baptised at Rawdon in Sep 1775, and then between 1784 and 1789 we have 
three baptisms attributed to Isaac and Mary Dennison (Mary in 1784, Jacob in 1785 and Sarah in 
1789).  We have his wife Mary’s Monument Inscription:

Mary Denison (wife) of said Isaac Denison of Horsforth died 5 Apr 1815 aged 63 years

This indicates that she was born about 1752, so would have been in her 30’s when the above 
children were born.

Ancestry of William Dennison who married Mary Hudson in 1799

The ancestry of this William is important because he and wife Mary were the parents of William 
#2835 (born 1809) who married Mary Hardaker #2834 in 1829.

We have confidence in the latter part of the above sequence, that being William b. 1809 (married 
Mary Hardaker) as the son of William and Mary née Hudson because the couple named their first 
child Hudson Dennison.  The identify of the William senior is much less definite. There are two 
good candidates:

 William son of Jonathan Denison, baptised Oct 1775 at Guiseley church,
 William son of Benjamin Denison, born Feb 1779 and baptised at Bingley church.

The first would have been about 24 when marriage to Mary Hudson occurred in 1799, the second 
would have been about 20.  Both are entirely possible, with the odds very slightly favouring the 
older of the two.

The only other possible clue we have is that a Peter Hudson was a witness to the marriage of 
Jonathan Denison and Mary Padget (the probable parents of William born 1775).  We have not been
able to establish a connection between Peter Hudson the witness, and Mary Hudson the wife of 
William, but is is certainly plausible that they were related in some way.

We have opted for William (b. about 1775, son of Jonathan and Mary Padget) as the most likely 
match to the William who married Mary Hudson, but without good confidence.

The next problem is determining the identity of Jonathan (m. Mary Padget in 1774).  Again, there 
are two quite good candidates to be found in the records:

 Jonathan son of William Dinison, baptised Sep 1746 at Guiseley church,
 Jonathan son of Benjamin Dennison, baptised Dec 1752 at Horsforth chapel.

We have very little information to help decide between these two.  The older Jonathan would have 
been about 28 at the time of the marriage, the younger would have been about 22, both are about 
equally likely based on age.  Jonathan and Mary named their first two children William and 
Hannah, which matches the names of the parents of the older Jonathan.  However they named a 
later son Benjamin, so this is hardly conclusive.  A birth year for Mary (Padget) could be an 
indicator (first marriage couples in their early-mid twenties were typically of a similar age).  
Unfortunately we find at least three Mary Padget/Pagit’s born in the Guiseley area around the right 
time, one in 1746 (parents George & Martha), one in 1754 (parents James and Jane), and one in 
1755 (father’s name John).  Of these parent names, Jonathan/Mary used John and Jane, and perhaps
notably George/Martha are missing.  John is far too common to be meaningful, but their use of the 
name Jane perhaps points to the 1754 baptism.  That Mary Padget would have been about 20 at the 
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time of the marriage (1774), which is entirely possible, and in that case points us slightly to the 
younger of the two Jonathans.

We have in the end gone with the 1754 Jonathan as the one who married Mary Padget, but this is 
really a 50/50 proposition.

The Relationships

We can now determine the family relationships between the Dennisons who married Hardakers.

Grace   #108   who married Samuel Hardaker   #100   in 1774 is the niece of Jacob #668 who married 
Susannah #667.  As best we can tell, there is no close relationship between Samuel and Susannah:

John   #1246   who married   Susannah Hardaker   #102   in 1784 is the son of Jacob #668 and the cousin 
of Grace #108.  Jacob’s wife Susannah #668.  The older of the two Susannahs (married Jacob) is the
aunt of the younger one (married John):
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Abraham    #1018   who married Susanna Hardaker   #245   in 1781 is the older brother of Mary 
Dinnison   #331   who married   Joseph Hardaker   #243   in 1778.  Joseph and Susanna were brother and 
sister, which means that the children of these two couples were double cousins.

William   #2835   who married Mary Hardaker   #2834   in 1829  .  If we have his ancestry right (see note 
above about William who married Mary Hudson), William is the great grandson of Benjamin #1183
and Margaret Jackson.  Benjamin and Margaret were the parents of Abraham #1018 (m. Susanna 
Hardaker #245) and also of Mary #331 (m. Joseph Hardaker #243).  This makes William #2835 the 
great nephew of Abraham and Mary.  Mary #2834 is the great granddaughter of John Hardaker #88 
and Sarah Smith.  John and Sarah were the parent of Joseph Hardaker #243 and also of Susanna 
#245, making Mary the great niece of Joseph and Susanna (who married Mary and Abraham as 
already noted).  The technical family relationship between the children of William/Mary, Abraham/
Susanna and Mary/Joseph becomes too complicated to comprehend.

John Denison   #1094   who married Mary Hardaker   #1088   in 1837  :  We have only worked the family
trees shown above to around 1800. To gain an understanding of John’s possible relationship to the 
other Guiseley Dennisons we work backwards. The marriage record for John and Mary provides us 
with John’s father’s name – Matthew. The only Matthew Dennison born around the right time was 
the son of a Benjamin baptised at Bingley All Saints in Feb 1772. Efforts to trace Benjamin back to 
the Guiseley Dennisons have failed to come up with anything conclusive. The only further 
information found is the marriage of Benjamin to Mary Wood in 1763 also at Bingley. The only 
Benjamins we have born close to the likely year of Benjamin’s birth (around 1725-30) are 
Benjamin #1183 who we think married Margret Jackson and raised a large family in the Guiseley 
area (so not him), or this Benjamin’s son, born 1750, and clearly he would be too young. We 
therefore conclude that John #1094 is unrelated or very distantly related to the Guiseley Dennisons. 
Our research into Mary #1088 suggests that she is very distantly related to the other Hardakers 
detailed in this paper. 

Ruth   #170   who married Richard Hardaker   #169   in 1689  :  With the information we have up to this 
point, we cannot establish any relationship between Ruth and the other Dennisons marrying 
Hardakers. Part of the problem here is that this marriage is around 90 years before any of the others,
which equates to three of four generations. Further complicating things is the fact that we have a 
number of apparently unrelated family trees with Ruth part of the family headed by Thomas b. 
1609. Nearly all of the other Dennisons marrying Hardakers are part of the trees headed by 
Jonathan (5) and Jonathan (11). Fortunately we have one further key piece of information, this 
being the will of Richard Hardaker #169 made in 1708 (shortly before his death in August of that 
year). This will provided us with a wealth of information about Richard’s immediate family, and 
fortunately for us, an amount of information about Ruth’s family as well. In part it reads:

I give unto Abraham Denison my Brother in Law thirty shillings.

And also:

And all the residue & remainder of all my Goods Chattells rights debts Creditts 
[Personal] Estate whatsoever I do give & bequeath unto Josias Grimshaw of Rawdon 
[afforesd] clothier & unto Abraham Denison son of Jonathan Denison my Brother in 
Law (They having first payd & performed all the Legacyes & matters above expressed) 
equally to be divided between them. And I do appoint them the sd Josias Grimshaw & 
Abraham Denison joint Executors of this my last will &  Testament.

The first statement confirms what we already think we know. We have a younger brother for Ruth 
named Abraham born about 1654. In 1708 this Abraham would have been about 54, certainly at an 
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age to be a recipient of Richard’s will. What we do get from this is some additional confidence that 
we have the right Ruth (and not the one born 1665, son of Mathew).

The second statement is rather more interesting. We had originally assumed that Richard was 
referring to the same Abraham and saying that his father was named Jonathon. However an 
alternate interpretation is that Jonathon was Richard’s son-in-law, and Abraham (a different one) 
was his son. This makes rather more sense because if Richard was referring to the same Abraham, 
why mention the name of his father? He would most likely again refer to him as his brother-in-law. 
This then suggests that we have two brother-in-laws – an Abraham, who we already have identified,
and a Jonathan. The obvious candidate is Jonathan (5), for whom we have no birth/baptism and no 
marriage record, but who was the father of an Abraham who survived to marry and raise a family.  
The only data we do have is that he fathered Abraham #1095 around 1679. This suggests a birth 
year of around 1645-55. Referring back to the list of children attributed to Thomas (b. 1611) we 
note the one in 1646 for which the name has not been determined.  Applying Occam's razor7, we 
match Jonathan (5) to this baptism, which makes him the younger brother of Abraham b. 1636, the 
older brother of Ruth #170 and also a brother-in-law to Richard Hardaker #169.

This critical piece of information allows us to join the tree of Jonathan (5) to Thomas b. about 1611.
The resulting combined tree is shown below.

7 Where several alternative explanations exist, the simplest is usually the correct one.
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We are now able to determine that Ruth #170 was the great aunt of Jacob #668 and the great-great 
aunt of Grace #108 and John #1246.

This is as far as we have been able to progress based on the currently available data. From this point
a certain amount of guesswork is needed. We still have Thomas (10) and Jonathan (11) who we 
suspect are related to the rest of this family, but are missing the birth/baptism records to support this
theory. Thomas (10) was baptised in 1689. This suggests a birth year for his father (Thomas) 
between about 1660 and 1670. It was not uncommon for couples to name their first born male child 
after the husband’s father. We have matched Jonathan (5) to the 1646 baptism (and even if this is 
wrong, he must have been born about this time). This makes it entirely possible for Jonathan (5) to 
be the father of Thomas [the father of Thomas (10) and Jonathan (11)]. We know that Jonathan (5) 
was a Quaker, and the Quakers had (have) a general opposition to traditional baptism, which might 
explain the absence of a baptism for Thomas b. about 1660-70. Somewhat contrary to this we do 
have a baptism for Abraham #1095, son of Jonathan, in 1679. Even with this apparent discrepancy, 
we proceed with the hypothesis that Thomas b. 1660-70 was the son of Jonathan (5), and in that 
case must have been born before Abraham #1095. We have included a revised family tree with 
Thomas b. 1660-70 included as Appendix A. This tree includes the various other Guiseley 
Dennisons identified through this research for completeness. One of these was a William who 
married Jane Kendill in 1711 and for whom we cannot find a baptism. The couple named their 
children Ruth, Thomas, William and Jonathan. We have speculatively assigned this William to 
Thomas (10) on the basis that the likely dates make sense, and on the reuse of the name Jonathan.

With this assumed relationship between Thomas (10) and Jonathan (5), we can map the family 
relationships on both the Dennison and Hardaker side.  The diagram below omits all individuals not
directly involved.  Dennisons marrying a Hardaker are in Red and the corresponding Hardaker 
marrying a Dennison are in Blue.  Yellow indicate all other individuals in the Hardaker One-name 
Study database on the Web site.

Notes:  1. As noted earlier in this paper, we have guessed that Jonathan #370 was the father of 
Thomas (father of Jonathan b. 1692). We have no birth/baptism data to support this 
connection.

2. The parentage of William #2835 (m. Mary Hudson) is very uncertain. See discussion 
earlier in this paper.
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Summary and Conclusions

Our research efforts into the Guiseley Dennisons indicate that it is very possible, and perhaps 
probable that the majority of individuals with that name in that area are directly related back 
Thomas born in 1609 (possibly son of Robert). We hope that this information at least is of some 
value and interest to anyone related in some way to this family.

The marriage links between the Dennisons and the Hardaker is certainly not surprising. Both 
families lived in the same immediate area, were both quite numerous, and in the 1700s people did 
not often travel far from home very often so the opportunities to meet people from outside your 
local area were far less.

We can see one particular Hardaker family group with strong links to the Dennisons.  This is clear 
in the diagram on the previous page.  There are four Hardaker / Dennison marriages within the 
family of William Hardaker #27 – one of his children (Susannah), and three of his grandchildren.  
The Dennisons who were involved in these marriages are not all as closely related. However a 
second factor, more evident within the Dennisons, is religious affiliation. We know that Jonathan 
#370 and his sister Ruth(e) #170 were both Quakers. Jonathan’s son Abraham #1095 and his wife 
Mary were also Quakers, and baptised their children, including Jacob #668 (m. Susannah Hardaker)
into the Quaker faith. Non-conformism is less apparent in the family of William Hardaker #27. One 
of his grandsons, Richard #304 was a renowned Methodist preacher for over 30 years, but there is 
little else apparent from the available records.

We can attribute the multiple Hardaker / Dennison unions to these three factors, physical proximity,
family connections, and religious affiliation.
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Appendix A – Complete Dennison Family Tree (with assumptions)

Page 22



Page 23



Page 24



Appendix B – Summary Data

Baptisms and Births (page 1 of 3)

Page 25



Baptisms and Births (page 2 of 3)
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Baptisms and Births (page 3 of 3)
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Marriages

Page 28



Deaths / Burials
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