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EDITOR'S NOTE 

On the first of April this year at five (1865 time) in the afternoon I ended 
my observance of the sesquicentennial just as my great grandfather ended his 
part in the War Between the States one hundred and fifty years ago. I was 
standing approximately where he was captured at the Battle of Five Forks in 
Virginia. He was held at Point Lookout, Maryland until July 22 , 1865 past the 
time for planting his crops and thus began his downhill slide from successful 
farmer to literally nothing. Coincidentally, as the final installment of our 
four-year series on the War in Jefferson County, we have an article on the 
soldiers, mostly from Virginia military organizations, returning home to 
Jefferson County, West Virginia in 1865. 

In the last issue of the magazine, the informative article Too Many Cookes 
detailed the Giles Cooke family relationship to Jefferson County. As a follow 
up, the author has done research on a purported portrait of the Giles Cooke 
family that hung in the local family home and it is presented in this issue. 

It is always nice to be able to publish a paper that was written many years 
ago by a local person. In this issue, we have a interesting piece on the religious 
beginnings in Charles Town written by a lady who is no longer with us. 

This is the 200th anniversary of the Zion Episcopal Church and we have a 
poem to celebrate that milestone. 

Many Washington family homes existed in the county. While a number 
still exist and are occupied, some only show their foundations and at least one, 
is only a memory. The one in this issue had disappeared and I think you will 
find its discovery and virtual re -creation very interesting. 

As already mentioned, the last article has a number of first -hand accounts 
of what it was like to return home after four years of war. Though they 
returned to a state of the United States, the soldiers and administrators were 
punished for their participation in the ''rebellion,, (Virginia was readmitted to 
the Union on January 26, 1870). 

In this issue, and in most before it, there is the dilemma of whether to use 
Charlestown or Charles Town. The same problem exists with Harper's or 
Harpers Ferry, Shepherd 's Town (Mecklenburg before 1798) or Shepherdstown, 
Middleway (old name Smithfield) and some others. It is Charles Town after 
1911 because that change was enacted by the United States Post Office. The 
others are not as precisely dated. For the sake of historical accuracy, I try 
to keep all the names in the right context even if it might cause some reader 
confusion. 

Thanks to this year's authors and to Alexander Feeser at Progressive 
Printing in Martinsburg for another great job. 

Jim Glymph at home on the Avon Bend 
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''The Tale of a Portrait'' 

Stephen Stec 
In \ rolume LXXX of the Magazi11e of the Jefferson County Historical Society) 
reader \Vere n1ade a\vare of a Colonial-era portrait aid to be of members 
of the family of Gile ooke> Che apeake Bay merchant who later re ided 
at . W Fairfax' Elkwood plantation on the Elk Branch in Jeffer on 

C)Ufit)'. Thi group portrait, attributed to Charles Will on Peale) is held by 
the Baltimore Mu eun1 of Art. 1 The Smith onian In titutions Collection 

earch e11ter, online databa e2 include this de cription of the painting: 
c, ile ooke, hi wife, Margaret avage Cooke, and his daughter Esther 
and Elizabeth, are eated around a table on which there is wine and a bowl 
of cl1errie . The portrait are wai t length:, 

ll1e Baltimore Mu eum of Art' (BMA) caption on the painting is as follows: 

harle Will on Peale (American, 1741-1827) 
Giles ooke and His Family, 1766 

il on canva 
37 x 47 in. (94 x 119.4 cm.) 
The Balti1nore Mu eum of Art: Collection E tate of Jane Jame 

ook, Baltimore, on extended loan to The Baltimore Museum of 
Art, B 1A L.1945.1O 

n effort to gain acce to the portrait in order to pre ent an image in 
Volume L \\ a u11 ucces ful. When contacted, a representative of the 
Baltin1ore u eum of Art (BMA) tated that attempt had been made over 
the )rear to identify and reach heir of the late owner Jane Jame Cook, 
but ,vith ut permi ion from the O½'ner an image of the painting (now in 
to1-age) could 11ot be relea ed. At the ame tirne, the BMA expre ed an 

i11tere t in collaboration to find the current repre entative of the e tate in 
the hope that a11 in1age coL1ld b relea ed in the future. That generated a 

arch for information on the painting and it owner that ha taken everal 
ta i11ati11g t,vi t and turn . The n10 ' t ignificant breakthrough ½'a the 
d1 O\'er , of a cop) of th portrait in the t. Jame Librar)' in t. Jan1e , 

1li ouri. H \\' and \\.1hy thi librar}' got a copy of the portrait i a part of the 

1 tci l1e11 tee, "loo ~1a,1)' ookc A Recipe for ~orting the Gile Cooke of Berkele)'/ 
Jetf erso11 ot111t ,;, J Ii A lag. \ ol. LXXX ( Dec. 2014) 

2 Record l D ir1 ari 310970. ontrol no. IA P 19110204. -
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story, but this fortunate circumstance made it possible to reproduce here 
the portrait as, according to legend, it would have appeared on the parlor 
wall of the Elkwood plantation house near the Elk Branch as early as 1771. 

A portrait purported to be by 
Charles Willson Peale of the Giles 
Cooke family of Georgetown, Kent 
County, Maryland (courtesy of St. 

James Library, St. James, Missouri) 

It also became apparent that the portrait's provenance is not without 
controversy. While the official descriptions still attribute the painting to 
Peale, the Giles Cooke family portrait was not included in the definitive 
1952 catalogue of Peale's paintings.3 At the time of its delivery to the BMA, 
Gertrude Rosenthal, then Chief Curator, made a notation on the catalogue 
card: <<attr. doubted G.R:' Jay McKean Fisher, Deputy Director of Curatorial 
Affairs at the Museum, has stated that a previous curator at the museum, 
Sona Johnston, thought that the portrait was of English provenance. The 
BMA has not had the resources to investigate whether this accomplished 
portrait has any artistic or historical value if it is not a Peale. Without 
the opportunity for art historians to look afresh at the painting in person, 
documentary and evidentiary analysis is the only path available to critically 
examine whether the ''Giles Cooke family portrait'' may have ever graced 
the walls of a home near Elk Branch, and if not, who may have painted it 
and what it is about. Having conducted at least the initial phases of such 
an investigation, the author would now like to put forward a theory of the 
painting's provenance that will hopefully be tested by subsequent research. 

3 Charles Coleman Sellers> definitive catalogue of more than a thousand works by Peale 
( 1952)> based upon the painter's extensive records, diaries and autobiography, does 
not include the Giles Cooke family portrait. University of Michigan Professor David 
Hancock, in an early draft of his book Oceans of Wine (Yale Univ. Press, 2009), referred to 
the portrait as «anonymously painted:' Professor Hancock,s source dated the portrait from 
the l 760s. 

.. 
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'011/d Peal' /1ai1e pai11ted Giles Cooke and family? 

rl l1e .. ubject~ clothing and the painti11g, tyle poi11t toward the 1760s, a 
period ,vhen Peale began to be active in and around Annapoli and the 
Ea tern hore. Peale' paper contain reference to painting that have never 
bee11 identified or found, uch a of a ((family,, or a <'merchant:' Peale did 
paint t-amil)1 or group portrait , with the plate of cherries and wine glasse 
echoing de\rice l1e u ed.4 If the painting i of Giles Cooke and family, the 
lain1 that it i a Peale thu ha an air of plau ibility. or would it be likely 

that another portrait painter active in Maryland would have depicted the 
(Jooke in tl1i co11figuratio11 at thi period.5 

There are fe,\' confirn1ed Peale portrait from prior to hi period of study in 
E11gla11d \\1he11 hi kill greatly improved, to which to compare the <<Giles 

ooke far11ily portrait_,, But docu1nentary evidence raise doubt on its 
pro,,e11a11ce. Fir t i the que tion of timing. There is a mall window of 
ti111e during \,1hich Peale could have made uch a portrait. His first forays 
i11to portraitt1re were made about 1763 or 1764.6 Ba ed on Peale, travels, he 
could ha,,e pai11ted a portrait of Maryland gentry from the time he began 
painting to }Line 1765 \Vhen, e capi11g debt , he journeyed to Accomack, 
Virgi11ia a11d <,ailed north to Bo ton and back, only returning to Annapolis 
<,on1e ti111e i11 tl1e 111iddle of 1766. There were a few more month of portrait 
1-1ai11tir1g i11 '1a1·),la11d before he left for England in December 1766 and 
ta)1ed there for t\\'O ,ea1· and one 1nonth, marking a retur11 to Maryland of 

abot1t larch 1769. 
• 

In tl1e per·iod 1763-66, 1ile Cooke and Margaret avage had at lea t five 
hildrc11, ra11gi11g i11 age from early teen to infancy.7 E ther, aid to be one 

ot- tl1e .. ubjcct , ,\-a" the olcle t ooke child, about twelve year old i11 1763. 
ttribt1t i11 g a Gi le ooke t·arnil)' portrait to Peale would have to come to 

4 Al ai11ti11g 111adL b}r harlc'> \i\1ill'>on Peale 1111 771-73 l10,v te11111en1ber~ of the exter1ded 
(>e~1le fa111il)' seated arou11d a tal1lt:, \vith a11 infant perched on the table near a plate of 
apples, a11(i a11otl1er "r11all child "eated 011 a \\'On1an's lap. It \\a'-> not t1ncon1n1on for his 
portrait to i11clude a parent and child together 111 1774 he pai11ted a portrait of t\\'O 

\tl'\\'art hildrer1 c~1rr)1i11g I Ct1che --. I 1ke G1le1._, Cooke, Anthon)· ~te,,.1art \\.·a a he apeake 
ll,l)' 111ercl1a11t. 

5 J)cale ,,,rite~ in hi '"' autobiograph)' tl1at, ,1t the time he took up pai11ti11g, in 1ar)1la11d there 
had been < 111 , fl)t1r portrait arti"t\ "ai11 (Kuhn) \\1ollaston, and He~ el1u -- the elder and 
'0ungcr. "] he "' t ,1rli "'t .. t1n be elin1inated 011 the bJ~t\ of date" acti,1e and t)rle. 

6 1be "' elected J)aJ)t:r .. <)f har)e -- \\7ill,on Peale and h ~ 1·an11I)', \ iol. 5, The Autobiogra1>hyr of 
harlt: ~ \ \1ill "'<Jn I>ealc (Yale . f)re , 2000}. 

7 "lhi i " prO\'CJl, inter alia, b)' the ,,,ill of i\1argaret' n1other, E ther Littleton a,,age. "ee 
orthan1pto11 ount)' \ T ,,·ill c., ..... 7 a)' 1763, 11 "'epten1ber 1764. 
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grips with the anomalies of portraying two out of five children and the fact 
that the apparent ages of the children depicted do not match what is known 
about the family. 

A bigger problem is the painting's chain of custody. As will subsequently 
become apparent, the painting was not passed down through the 
generations of the Cooke-James-Cook family. In fact, the painting came 
from a member of a family that would have no business owning a Peale of 
Giles Cooke, but did possess quality colonial-era family portraits that had 
the benefit of obscure origins. 

Why would Jane James Cook's family be so interested in a purported Peale of 
Giles Cooke and family? 

To shed light on this question we should start by briefly sketching the 
history of this family with roots in Jefferson County. Esther Cooke, 
daughter of Giles Cooke of Elkwood, supposedly pictured in the portrait 
as a girl, was married in 1772 or 1773 to Thomas James of the Antietam 
Iron Works (died at sea, ca 1784), an engineer and inventor who is credited 
with innovations that contributed to James Rumsey's invention of the steam 
engine. Their son, Thomas James, Jr. ( 1776-1856), lived in Old Berkeley 
County after his father)s death until 1797, first at Elkwood with his Cooke 
grandparents and then with his uncle Thomas Beall Evans at Harpers Ferry, 
where he got his start in business. At the age of 21 he became a pioneer of 
industry in the burgeoning Midwest; he brought the first load of iron to the 
Northwest Territories and then gained a monopoly on salt.8 Thomas James, 
Jr:s business empire grew to extend from the Potomac and Ohio to New 
Orleans and China. His mansion, Blair House, still stands in Chillicothe, 
Ohio. It was at Chillicothe, moreover, that the James family entered into a 
fortuitous alliance with the Dun family. William James (1823-1912), son of 
Thomas Jr. and his second wife Jane Byrne Claypoole, married Lucy Ann 
Dun (1822-1908) on 2 July 1846 at Chillicothe. Within a few years, Lucy's 
younger brother, Robert Graham Dun (1826-1900), had rocketed up the 
ladder of The Mercantile Agency to take charge of the firm that eventually 
became Dun and Bradstreet. 

R. G. Dun and his sister Lucy Dun James remained close even after Lucy 
went with her husband to manage the James family's Maramec Iron Works, 
the first successful ironworks west of the Mississippi. Nearby the town of 
St. James, Missouri, named for the family, would arise. With the failure of 

8 History of Chillicothe in Bennett, «The County of Ross,, ( 1902). 
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tl1e iror1,vork in the 1870 , R. G. Dun took on re pon ibility for the welfare 
of h1 i ter, family. When he died childle in 1900, he left a hefty tipend 
t Iii .. widow, but the bulk of hi ub tantial fortune went to the familie of 
hi~ t\ o 1 ter .9 

l .. ucy Dun Jan1e thu became the beneficiary of 60 per cent of the shares in 
R. . Dun and ompany ju t after the turn of the new century (Dun and 
Brad tr et\ a formed by merger in 1933). The James family e tabli hed 
them elve in Baltimore, where they joined the rank of high society. 
Be ide the elderly \ illiam and Lucy Jame , the contingent included their 
daughter, thewido,v Mr . eorge Hamilton Cook, born Jane (Jennie) Jame 10 

( I 85 1- 1932), and her four orphaned daughter . One of these daughter 
\,·a, al o named Jane Jame Cook (1885-1944); it was she whose estate till 
o, n the '' ile ooke family portrait:, Al o living in close proximity and 
pending n1uch time with tl1e Jame e and Cook in Baltimore was cousin 

Lucy ortham Jam , who had lived with the R. G. Duns in New York 
a11d arragan ett Pier during her teen .11 Following the family' windfall, 
li Jane Jan1e ook12 and Mr . Jane Jame Cook appeared frequently in 

the ociet}' page of Baltimore, Wa hington and ew York new paper . 
The family wealth allowed them to mingle with the illuminati of the day 
at e, port, arragan ett Pier and Hot pring , Virginia. They lived at 

9 \ee \\'ill, • 't ot1nt}, 644 34 7. H 1 re 1duar)' legatee \Vere the children of his late i ter 
Elizc1beth Dun Dougla (8/20 hare) and h1 i ter Lucy Jame (12/20) during her life 
and tl1cn to her Lh1ldren in the follo,ving proportion - 3/20 to on Thon1a Jame , 3/20 
to daug1'1ter Lu y J. Dun> and 6/20 to daughter Jennie J. Cook. In like proportion he 
devi ed the rent and o,vner'>h1p of ht office building in Manhattan. The Harvard Bu ine s 
\chool hold\ Du11· per onal corre pondence and e tate paper 1n the Dun and Brad treet 
olltLt1on at the Baker l.,ibrar)'· 

10 Jane Jan1e ook \\ a\ born 4 October I 851 at the laran1ec Iron v\.'ork . he married, at 
30 'ear of age aptain Creorge r-lamilton ook of the U .. Arn1)' (no relation to Giles 

""'ookt) pon her arrival 1n Baltimore prior to 1900, Jane Jame Cook had long been a 
\•lido,,,. Her hu band, born ir1 Mi ouri in 1845, ,va a 1 tant quarterma ter at David, 
I la11d ir1 Lockport . ·c,,, York, ,,·hen he died uddenl)' after dancing at a uhop,, 011 4 

tober I 9, leaving four small dat1ghter .. ee l ockport ( Y) Daily Journal, Oct 1889 
11 After R. 1 . Dur1' death I UL\ ,, a, '-tnt to \'1enna to tud}' piano, then traveled to Japan 

\\'here he n1~l and fell in lo\re ,,,ith an A1ncr1can legate Luc..\ returned to Balt1n1ore to tay 
,,,ith her 1\unt Ja11e and prepare for the nupt1al'i, and ,,,a married to Huntington \Vil on 
tl1ert: in 1904. For a decade the)' ,, treat the pinnacle of the \\Qashington diplomatic corp , 
but had no l1ildrcn and ,,,erl dt\'Or ed in 1915, ,, hereupon l .,UC}' re,1erted to her maiden 
11an1e. ~ce tht· biograph ' ot th1 re111arkable ,von1an at http:/ ' '"''"''.n)'Con1munit}rtru t. 
or /Portal /Ot pload Do un1ent / BioBrochure / l .. uc}'9{>20\ \1ortham~'o20Jame\ pdf. 

1.... \he i referrt:d herein a" 1i ook tc J1 l1ngui h her fron1 her mother, i\1r . Jane 
Jar11c ook. 
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prestigious addresses on St. Paul Street and in the Guilford neighborhood, 
and had a retinue of servants. Cousin Lucy Wortham James, meanwhile, 
led a scintillating and exciting life as a Washington hostess, the wife of a 
diplomat, spending time traveling the world over. 

The family of William James and Lucy Dun James at their diamond anniversary 
celebration at Magnolia, Massachusetts, 2 July 1906, including Mrs. Jane James Cook 

(back row, left), Miss Jane James Cook (front row, right) and Lucy Wortham James 
(middle row, second from left). Source: The State Historical Society of Missouri, 

Research Center- Rolla, RI317 James Foundation portraits. 

The family was of course no stranger to luxurious living, even if the Jameses 
had spent decades in the Ozarks and before that had lived on the Ohio 
frontier. But Baltimore society was a different kettle of fish compared to 
Chillicothe or St. James. Over time the James-Cook descendants gradually 
burnished their family history and credentials. When Mrs. Jane James 
Cook came to Baltimore prior to 1899, she joined the Maryland Society 
of Colonial Dames of America, claiming descent from James Claypoole 
on her paternal grandmother's side. While the Claypoole pedigree was 
sufficient for entree into this club, it placed her as a member by courtesy, as 
the Claypooles were from Philadelphia, and not a Chesapeake family. One 
may wonder why in 1899 Mrs. Cook did not appear among those Society 

-
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111e111ber claimi11g de ce11t from tl1e venerable Littleton/ avage family from 
,vho1n ~ he wa in fact de cended through her Jame -Cooke ance try. 13 She 
appar 11tly ,va unaware of it! By 1915> however) Mr . Cook was claiming 
de cent via the Littleto11s and avage ) connected through Gile Cooke. 

\t\' l1at l1appened i11 the meantime? 

TI1e year 1907 i ignifica11t to the tory of the Gile Cooke family portrait 
for everal rea on5. Baltimore genealogi t Jane Griffith Key wrote regular 
colt111111 011 irginia and Maryland heraldry for the Baltimore Sun. In 1907, 
he produced a erie of article on the Cook family of Gloucester County> 

Virginia. The eptember I) 1907 in tallment laid out the line from Giles 
oke and Margaret avage via the James family and expressly referred 

to ''Mr. illiam Jame > formerly of t. Jame , Mo., now of Baltimore." Ms. 
Ke}' n1u t have known that he wa e tabli hing in print an additional -
highly e teen1ed, no le - pedigree for the James-Cook family, linking 
them to the Littleton and a,,ages via Gile Cooke and hi daughter E ther 
Ja111e , of no mall value in their ociety. The fact that Mr . Jane Ja1nes Cook 
did not clai1n de cent fron1 the Littleton and avage in 1899, but did by 
1915, ee111 a fair· indicatio11 that the family only learned of thi a pect of 
their hi tory th1·ough M Key , re earch. 14 

'"' l1 e 11 did the Cooks acquire the ''Giles Cooke family portrait''? 

1 I . Ke)' ' erie of article in 1907 failed to mention the exi tence of a 
Peale or colo11ial era portrait of Gile Cooke and Margaret avage. Thi 
,night eem unremarkable> except for the following pa age in the econd 
i11 tallment in the ook fa1nily erie :15 

Ir-. O(lt1gla H. Thoma , of Baltimore, in a communication to the 
Hi torical ociet)' a}r : 'I have in my po e ion the portrait of 
the Fitzhugh fa111ily and their de cendant , male and female, in 
direct li11e fron1 1649 to the pre ent date, embracir1g portrait of 
nine ge11eratio11 1n dir t li11e, broken only by the ab e11ce of the 
portrait of Thon1a Fitzl1ugh, of Bo cobel, ,,vho repre ented the 
t·c)urth gene1·ation .' 

13 \ee \tt:c, op cit . 
. I In Dr. , nd 1r ... v\ illiar11 arter "" tubb ·, "De cendant, of Mordecai ooke) of '~1ordecai' 

t\lount, Glou e ter o. \1a. 1650, and Thon1a Booth, of \Vare • et.k Glouce ter Co. \ 1a. 

16 s :' (. ·t·'" Orlean~, 1923), the tubb ~e ... ackno\-.,ledged Baltimore genealogist Jane 
1riffith Ke}'' a ... their ource of infor111ation 011 th~ lan1e~ de <..cndant~ Jane Jame Cook 

later rcn1en1bercd ti s Kc\' in her ,,,ill. . 
15 I~allin1ore ur1 \tp. , 1907, f). 17. 
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This is truly a most valuable possession for a family of American 
parentage. It is a source of the deepest regret that so many of the 
old family portraits in the South during the Civil War were either 
mutilated, burned or stolen. 

This passage demonstrates that Ms Keys was on the lookout for colonial 
portraits and it would be remarkable therefore if Ms Keys in her research 
on the Cooks did not uncover a colonial portrait of the Giles Cooke family 
possessed by known local descendants right under her nose. At the least a 
follow-up article would be expected. The inevitable conclusion is that the 
Cooks laid no claim to having a Giles Cooke family portrait in their possession 
in 1907. This conclusion finds support in a 1911 newspaper article entitled 
<<Baltimore Gems of Portraiture'' describing some of the Peales remaining 
in the city; it does not mention the Giles Cooke family portrait. 16 This helps 
to explain why no estate records related to the earlier generations of the 
James family have turned up evidence of the portrait. 17 

Portraiture and the collection of colonial artifacts did, however, play a part 
in the consolidation of the family's social standing in Baltimore. Estate 
records show that the James and Cook families long had owned substantial 
collections of art and antiques. A portrait of Thomas James Jr. was apparently 
made during the mid-19th Century, and portraits were painted in the 1850s 
or 60s of children in the family. 18 Once in Baltimore, the James family 
commissioned renowned Scottish artist Harrington Mann to paint portraits 
of members of the James and Cook family, including individual portraits of 
William James, Mrs. Jane James Cook, her three surviving daughters, and 
Lucy Wortham James when she was Mrs. Huntington Wilson. 

When Mrs. Jane James Cook died at Ledger Hill on 14 November 1932, the 
New York Times described her as a socially prominent resident of the Green 
Spring Valley. She left an estate worth over $2,870,000 - equivalent to half 
a billion dollars today. 19 Her will did not specifically mention any paintings, 

16 Baltimore Sun, Jan. 22, 1911, p. Ll. 
17 For example, Thomas James Jr's 1851 will, Ross Co OH WB E-F:349 (see also Estate of Jane 

B. James, no. 3845), does not mention specific personal property. The estate records of 
widow Jane include an inventory that lists a silver service and other luxury items, but no 
portraits. 

18 For example, one James family descendant, William Rucker of Charlottesville, possessed 
a painting of Thomas James, Lucy James and Jane James in a donkey cart, presumably as 
children, and a painting of Lucy James as a child, which he passed by will to his cousins 
Jane James Cook and Lucy James Iglehart. 

19 See Wall St. Journal, Mar. 17, 1933, p. 9. 

.. 
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but imply directed her three urviving daughters to divide the per onal 
effect and hou ehold it 1n a they hould agree. There are inventories in 
thee tate file that could be in pected.20 

Other· pote11tial ource of information include reco1-d of art exhibitions. 
B}' 1922, Mr . Jane Jame ook wa expres ing a trong intere tin colonial 
family portraiture. In January of that year, he erved on the committee for 
the ociet}1 of the Friend of Art at the Peabody In titutions in Baltimore 
for an exhibition that included the loan of portraits. On 14 February 1937, 
the Mar land ociety of olonial Dame put on an exhibition of colonial 
portrait at the laryland In titute College of Art,21 and Miss Jane Cook 
wa on the committee. A contemporary newspaper account includes the 
following: ''A1nong other exhibit loaned by Mis Jane Cook is a portrait 
of Ir . athaniel Green Pendleton and a group of pa tels.''22 Could the 
pai11ting ha e been exhibited a one of the '(other exhibit ;' perhaps with 
a different attributio11? Unfortunately no catalogue of the exhibit ha 
urvi,,ed. 

In fact, to be fair to Ii Jane Jame Cook, there is no evidence that she 
clain1ed th portrait in her po e ion to be a Peale of Giles Cooke and 
fan1ily du1·ing her lifetime. Mi Jane Jame Cook died u11married at Ledger 
Hill23 011 25 October 1944, having been the ho te of the Cook country 
e Late ince the death of her mother. Her detailed will,24 made in 1938, 
in lude pecific beque t to family member , friend 25 and in titutions 
of a11tique , mementoe and painting , including a portrait of George 
v\'a .. hir1gtc)n b)1 Ren1brandt Peale and everal family portrait . The group 
portrait purported to b b)1 Charle Will on Peale did not rate a mention. 
It \Va irl fact left ,>rithin her re idual e tate. 26 

20 \\7ill n1a<le 2 Jul , 1926 and re<..orded 1n Baltimore it)'. Vol. F RD-J\'\'5 1 To. 175, folio 125. 
I~ .. tatc , o. 1182-62, r:ile 10. 16415. ~ee l11,1entor1e , 264:2 I 5.356. E tate Docket 38:88; etc. 

_ 1 In 1938 the or oran Galler)' in \i\1a l1ington D reported record attendance at an 
cxl11b1tio11 of portrait of 1gner of the Declarat1011 of Independence and their fam1l1e . 
\\1a hi11gton Po~t, Feb. 6, 1938 p. B6. 

22 ,~ olonial Portrait Exhibit PleJ e at l\td. In t1tute;, Balto e\\' -Po t, Mar. 5, 1937 . 
... 3 tr . Ja11e Jan1e~ ook bought Ledger Hill, at l 0044 Green pring A\'enue in Luther,,ille, 

1ar}'land. i11 1919 a a countr}' hou e. M1 Jane Jame ook acquired legal title to Ledger 
~lill on 29 far 1934 he al o had a re',idence at 3908 L • Charle treet 1n Baltimore. 

24 Baltin1ore ""ounl)' ~1 D Liber 39: folio I 9. See al o Baltin1ore ~un, l O\'. 15, 1944. 
25 One of the e \\ a \11 Jane Griffitl1 Ke}' . the genealogi t mentioned abO\'e, then an elderl)' 

,,,on1an li,ri11g in l3alt in1ore. 
26 1\ more deta1l~d car h of t.: tatc record n1a>' re, eal a r1otation i11 an in\1entor}' that 

dt cribe the painting. 
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What did Jane James Cook's cousin think about the painting? 

By the 1930s the Dun-James-Cook legacy was secure. A part of the 
James family narrative involved its contribution to the great nation that 
America had become. The Jameses were not only industrialists but also 
great philanthropists, from at least the time of Thomas James, Jr. Mrs. Jane 
James Cook gave often to charity. James descendant William Rucker set 
up a medical center in Charlottesville.27 Meanwhile, Miss Jane James Cook 
edited and published her grandfather's memoirs, <<Land Ho! The Original 
Diary of a Forty-Niner;' in 1935.28 The same year she privately published 
a pamphlet of the Civil War letters of her father, George Hamilton Cook 
( only ten copies were published, one of which is in the Virginia Historical 
Society Library). Her will included specific bequests to several churches 
and hospitals. 

The philanthropy of cousin Lucy Wortham James, meanwhile, leads to a 
treasure trove of information found in papers and correspondence related 
to the James Foundation in the collection of the State Historical Society of 
Missouri. These papers provide insight into what Ms James was hoping 
to achieve at the time of her death in 1938 and how her friends and 
associates fulfilled those wishes. Like R. G. Dun, Lucy Wortham James 
had no children; she chose as her legacy to buy back the old ironworks in 
Missouri as a public park, and to build a library in St. James as a memorial 
to the James family that would proudly display its family portraits on its 
walls. She wrote specific, detailed instructions to her agents about the 
borrowing, copying, manufacture, display and labeling of portraits of her 
father, grandfather and great-grandfather. 

Lucy Wortham James and her trustees corresponded about Harrington 
Mann's portrait of William James, then in the possession of Jane James 
Cook, that they wished to borrow in order to make a copy for the St. James 
Library. This was ultimately successful but only after the deaths of both 
Lucy Wortham James and Jane James Cook, who had left the portrait to her 

27 See http:/ /www.mjhfoundation.org/rucker-society. R. G. Dun's millions in the hands of 
others sometimes went towards hospitals, museums and libraries, but in one case at least 
also supported a fringe political cause - Miss Jane James Cook's sister, Frances Swayne 
Cook (1887- 1962), married the Rev. Harold Noel Arrowsmith Sr. (1886-1955) and 
their son, Harold Noel Arrowsmith Jr. ( 1919-1989), a virulent anti-Semite, was an early 
financial backer of George Lincoln Rockwell, founder of the American Nazi Party. 

28 Lt. Col. Elliott Wilkinson Cook of Lockport NY, gunsmith, was an adventurer and forty­
niner who also served in the US Army during the Civil War. 
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nephe\,1 George Hamilton ook Arrow mith.29 Con idering the intere t 
di pla)1ed in tl1e Jame family' l1istory, M James pre umably would have 
bee11 quite intere ted in an even 1nore ancient portrait in her cou in's 
po e ion. 111 her pre erved correspondence about family portraits, 
ho\vever, Lu y ortham Jame did not mention the Gile Cooke family 
portrait. Thi ilence tand in tark contrast to the care and attention given 
to even the preci e wording of the captions for the James portraits. 

LUC)' ortham James had lived for many years in Baltimore and Wa hington 
i11 clo e proxin1ity to her grandparent ) aunt and cou in ) and was likely 
to k110\\1 ,vhether a purported portrait of their mutual ancestors had been 
acquired. A logical conclu ion i that Lucy Wortham Jame did not con ider 
the ubject painti11g to be a portrait of her ance tral family. 

In u1n111ary, there i no evidence of any attribution of the portrait as a 
Peale, nor of a11y claim by the fan1ily that the portrait depicted Giles Cooke 
and fa111il)', p1·ior to tl1e di tribution of Jane James Cook's estate, and it may 
be that thi attribution onl)' came about after her death. While the painting 
\\'a a part of Jane Jan1e Cook, e tate, no information has so far come to 
light a to \r\'hat attr·ibution he gave it during her lifetime. 

\1\1110 ow11ed tl1e painting prior to the Cooks? 

111 a11 odd t,vi t of fate, the portrait did omehow make it into the St. 
Ja111e Library.30 Today, the Library' ((Old Album'' collection includes 
a black a11d ,,,hite BX 10 photograph of the ''Gile Cooke family portrait'' 
( ource ot~ the reproductio11 i11 thi article). Record how that the Library 
recei,,ed the photograph during the tenure of Agne and Grace Muller, 
personal friend of Lucy ortham Jan1e whom he had elected to run the 
l"'ibrary. 111 tl1e rnid-1940 the Jame Fou11dation wa trying to follow Lucy 
vVortl1a111 J,1me'° ,~ vli he in cop)'i11g and di pla)ring portraits of the Jame 
fa111il)1, and tl1e 1uller .. and other from the Foundation were engaged in 
co1·re~po11de11ce \\1ith extended Jan1e fan1il)' member . At lea t ome of 
tl1i corre po11de11ce took place ar und the time of Mi Jane Jame Cook, 
dcatl1 altl1ot1gh no pecific corre por1dence about the Gile Cooke family~ 
portrait l1a~ bee11 fou11d. 

29 l .. u ' \\1orthan1 Ja111t: .. ollcction, I-Ii .. tori al ocict}' of 11 ~ouri. 
30 111c author \\'i, h • to thank _ Tiki foen , ljibrarian, for her a t'1tance 1n tracking do,\'n the 

Librar ,, ... inforn1ation about the portrait. 
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The fact that the Library did not commission a large painted copy of the 
image for display, as in the case of other family portraits, may be telling. 
More meaningfully, the Library records provide us with a few clues as to the 
portrait's provenance. Most notable is what Grace Muller wrote on the back 
of the photograph. First, she wrote that the portrait itself had an ((old card'' 
affixed to the back of it that read: 

<'Giles Cooke and Margaret (Savage) Cooke 
Esther and Elizabeth 

By Peale'' 

As the Library had only received a photographic copy, this information 
must have come second-hand from Ms Muller's unknown correspondent. 
It is one of the most compelling mysteries associated with the portrait. 
Who affixed that <'old card'' to its back, or did the card even exist? Was the 
informant implying that the attribution had been made much earlier? Ms 
Muller followed this notation with more information about the portrait and 
its subjects: 

Painted in 1766 by Charles Willson Peale at Georgetown, 
Kent Co. Maryland, 

Formerly owned by Mr. Schuyler Hamilton of Croton-on-Hudson 
N.Y. 

Esther Cooke married about 1772 Thomas James of Pennsylvania, 
Maryland and Virginia, son of William James, Iron Master of 
Berks County Penn., Antietam Furnace, Maryland and Berkeley 
& Bedford County Va. 

Giles Cooke of Gloucester Co., Virginia, married Margaret Savage 
of Northampton Co. Va. 1750. Lived in Kent Co. Maryland for 20 
years, then moved to Berkeley Co. Va in 1770. This portrait was 
owned by Jane James Cook of Baltimore Maryland. 

[In the upper corner Ms Muller also wrote:] Esther is Lucy W. 
James Great, Great Grandmother & Giles Cooke was her Great, 
Great, Great Grandmother [sic] 

As the note states that the portrait <<was owned'' by Jane James Cook it may 
be presumed that the note was written after Miss Cook's death in 1944 and 
we may therefore surmise that the informant was someone involved in her 
estate. Likely candidates include Jane James Cook's sisters and residual 

.. 
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legatee , Mr . Harold . Arrow mith and Mrs. Franci a h Iglehart. 

Thi humble note introduce a critical piece of information as to the 
mean by which the painting came into the posse ion of the family. The 
key refere11ce i that the painting had been previously owned by Schuyler 
Hamilton of Croton-on-Hudson, NY. Upon further investigation we 
di cover chuyler Hamilton died in 1907, around the time that the Cooke­
Jame - ook pedigree wa emerging. 

Ho1v might the portrait have gotten from Hamilton to the Cooks? 

chuyler Hamilton, Jr. (1854-1907) wa the great grand on of the patriot 
lexander Hamilton of ew York and a de cendant of the Colonial Dutch 

patroon chuyler and Van den Heuvels. Despite his advantages, his life 
took a di a trou turn. In 1890 his brick-making business in Croton, New 
York failed. Hi fir t wife left him for a Count.31 In 1899, his new young 
Baltimore ociety bride died of a morphi11e overdose, leaving him alone 
to rai e their two-year old daughter, Alexandra Schuyler Hamilton. That 
ame year, Ii ted a a mining engineer re iding at the Hotel Savoy> he was 

di charged i11 bankruptcy. 32 But in 1902 he remarried to a minister, widow 
and the following year inherited hi father's fortune, only to die in 1907 
,-vhen Alexandra wa ju t ten. 

There are e\'eral explanation as to how the portrait may have passed 
from chU}'ler Hamilton to the Cook . chuyler' three maiden aunt -

harlotte, Ali e and Adelaide, the la t of whom died in 1915 - inherited 
the bulk f thee tate pa ed down from John Church Hamilton and Maria 
Eliza Van den Heuvel, chuyler' grandparent . The ew York new papers 
,vere full of torie related to fight over the e tates of hi eccentric aunts, 
undoubt di)' including the picture frequently mentioned in family e tate 
rec rd __ \J chuyler Hamilton him elf i on record a having owned 
c l nial -era artifact and portrait .34 It i not difficult to imagine that a 
ruined c1on of a \vealth)' ew York family might be tempted to di po e of 
Cl urplu '' portraiture for fund . A mentioned, Hamilton had a connection 

3 l rli fir t 111arriage, t() Gertrude \ 'an Cortlandt v\'ell , ended in di\'orce and he remarried 
to Baron Raoul de Gratlenried. 

32 e\,, 1'(1rk Time". Apr. 13, 1899 p 9. R. G. Dun had a mining \'enture in Colorado on the 
ide, although it I not clear if Hamilton ,,.ra invol\·ed 1n any ,va}'· 

33 Among the ma11\ d1 pute O\te r the legac1e ) chu)1ler Hamilton filed an ob1ection to the 
\viii of the econd 1 ter, Alice, \vho died in 1905. 

34 '"ee •. • ote and , • O\'eltie ;• 1ne ollector, Vol. 3, To. 24 (Ma}' 15, I 892), at 220 -H1 \viii 
di "PO t.!d of hi can1eo --et to hi ,vido,,,, the former Emn1a Gra}'· 
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to Baltimore society through his second marriage to Jane Byrd Mercer in 
1896. He may easily have used his Baltimore connections to market his 
family,s heritage, taking advantage of the fact that it was remote from the 
hostile New York press. 

It is also possible that the Cook family,s benefactor, R. G. Dun, was an 
intermediary. Besides being a financial wizard, R. G. Dun was also an art 
collector. He left a substantial collection of 19th Century French paintings 
to the Metropolitan Museum of Art, and owned at least one colonial-era 
portrait, by Sir Joshua Reynolds.35 R. G. Dun must have been acquainted 
with Hamilton in New York, as the wives of both men attended the same 
charity functions and social banquets. R. G. Dun had both motive and 
opportunity to snag a random colonial portrait from a desperate Schuyler 
Hamilton, Jr. 36 Still, if it had gone by way of R. G. Dun, there is no clear 
chain of custody from him or his estate to the Cooks. Much of Dun's 
personal estate remained with his widow, Mary Dun, who lived and died at 
their Dunmore mansion at Narragansett Pier. Mary Dun's 1910 will does 
not mention any paintings, and no inventory of her estate was recorded. 
But if R. G. Dun did once own the portrait, Lucy Wortham James may 
have known it for what it was, having lived with the Duns in New York and 
Narragansett Pier during her teenage years. 

A further possibility is that the painting was sold out of Schuyler Hamilton, 
Jr:s estate. Hamilton left most of his estate by will to his young orphaned 
daughter Alexandra, who spent much of her youth with her grandmother, 
Emily Josephine Mercer of South River, Anne Arundel County, Maryland.37 

It is quite feasible that Alexandra or her guardian sold the painting for 
her support. 

35 «THE WILL OF R.G. DUN: Business of the Mercantile Agency in Trustees, Hands. A 
Bequest of Valuable Paintings to the Metropolitan Museum of Art -- Estate Appraised.» 
New York Times, Dec. 2, 1900, p. 14. 

36 Further information could be obtained from Harvard Business School's Baker Library, 
where the Dun and Bradstreet Collection includes letters written by Dun to family 
members and letterpress copybooks that list the artwork purchased by R.G. Dun, including 
value, artist, title, and date. Series II, Subseries A, Dun and Bradstreet collection, Baker 
Library, Harvard Business School. 

37 Alexandra Schuyler Hamilton appeared frequently in society pages in Baltimore, 
Richmond and Washington DC when she was a child. In 1910 her aunt, Mrs. Edwin J. 
Farber, was reported to have given her a tea at the Baltimore Country Club. She was also 
a guest of honor at a New Years German on New Years Eve 1915-16. It appears that she 
spent a good part of 1915-16 in Baltimore, after having inherited $10,000 from her great­
aunt Adelaide. 

.. 
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\I\TJzat could the picture really be about if not the Giles Cooke family? 

lthough it cannot be excluded that chuyler Hamilton, Jr. acquired the 
pair1ti11g on tl1e 1narket, the mo t likely place to look for its true provenance 
1 \,1itl1in hi family. The patriot Alexander Hamilton aro e from humble 
origir1 on the i la11d of evi in the We t Indie . He married into the New 
York Dutch patroon chuyler family, known to have collected art from an 
early time in the hi tory of the colony.38 A portrait such a the one thought 
to be f ile ooke and family may thu have come into posses ion of the 
chU)7ler fr m the Albany chool of portrait painter working among the 

old Dutch patroon familie . 

r1other of chuyler' ance tor wa John Corneliu (or Jan Cornelis 
in Dutch) an den Heuvel ( 1742-1826), a wealthy planter at the Dutch 
colon at Demerary, now part of Guyana in outh America, who erved 
a ommi io11er of that colony from 1765-1770. Hi first marriage, to 

aria atl1arina torm van < Grave ande,39 took place in 1766. Maria died 
by 1773 \vl1en a11 den Heuvel remarried to Ju tina Henrietta Frederica 

an Baerl . \ 1 an den Heuvel eventually moved to Manhattan about 1790, 
bringing Ju tina and five children with him.40 But J11 tina soon died, and 
\ a11 den Heu,1el rnarried for the third time about 1794 to ·Charlotte Apthorp, 
an n1erican, and tarted yet another family. One of the daughters from 
111 third marriage, aria Eliza, married John Church Hamilton, the on 
of lexa11der Hamilto11 and Elizabeth chuyler, and thi couple wa the 
grar1dparent of chuyler Hamilton Jr. 

(Jould tl1e portrait have con1e down to chuyler Hamilton Jr. from his great­
grandparent , a11d be of' the family of Joh11 Corneliu Van den Heuvel? There 
are at lea t three k110\vn depiction of John Corneliu Van Den Heuvel, two 
of \\1hi 11 ,ire fro111 life - a n1iniature in the collection of the Mu eum of the 

it)' of • \\1 )ork, and a portrait of him in hi old age by John We ley Jarvi 
i11 the Frick llection. The third i a full- ized portrait in the collection 
ot· the ·e,\1 York Genealogical and Biographical ociety copied from the 

3 ce Lot11~a \\1ood l{ub ,, '' I)utch rt and the f-Iud on Valle" Patroon Painter ;' Going Dutch: 
Four c11turit: of Dutch Influt.:11ce i11 the l n1ted late . An1 terdan1: Brill Academic Pre \, 
200 , ,,r,,,,,,.a ader11ia.edu. 

39 '>he,, ~1 the daughter of l.,aure11~ \tor1n \'an ' Gra, e ande ( 1704-1775 ), Di rec.tor-General 
of I~ .. sc:quibo and Den1crar}'· 

40 ec: [,;a,,, of the tale of e,v York, Vol. I I ( 1792), hap LIV, 9 Apr 1792, Ii ting John 
orr1eliu \1a11 den Heu,1el famil\' men1ber ' . I-le can1e to ~e,,, York ,,,ith t,vo on -- and 

' 
three daughters. 1beir nan1e\ ,, ~ re I aac G),Ibert Hern1en, harlotte eertrU}'da, Jacob 

driane, largaretta atharina cleo11ora, and Ju tine Jeane 1-f enrietta. 
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miniature. Below, a detail of the Jarvis portrait is placed side-by-side with a 
detail from the <<Giles Cooke family portrait." The reader can judge whether 
there is any resemblance. 

Detail from a portrait of John Cornelius Van den Heuvel by John Wesley Jarvis (left). 
Courtesy of the Frick Art Reference Library. Detail of the ''Giles Cooke family portrait,, (right). 

If the Giles Cooke family portrait were of Van den Heuvel, then the other 
subjects depicted in it would likely be his first wife and children. As such 
it may not have held great sentimental value to the Hamilton descendants. 

Who may have painted a portrait of Jan Cornelis Van den Heuvel and family 
of Demerary in the 1760s? 

If the painting were a colonial portrait from Dutch Guiana, would it be 
possible to identify the artist? Most of the settlers of Demarary were English. 
John Greenwood, born in Boston, was a well-known portrait painter active 
in Dutch Guiana from 1752 to 1758 where he painted over a hundred 
portraits. Greenwood later went to Amsterdam and settled in England 
about 1763. His style and composition bear a strong resemblance to the 
<<Giles Cooke family portrait." A group portrait Greenwood made of his 
family in the late 17 40s has many features in common with the Giles Cooke 
family portrait, and can be viewed on the website of the Boston Museum 
of Fine Arts. There is no evidence that he returned to Dutch Guiana when 
Van den Heuvel was commissioner, but Van den Heuvel certainly had to 
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tra\'el back and forth to Europe from time to time, occasionally with hi 
family. Therefore, a group portrait may have been executed in Amsterdam 
or ngland on ne of the e ojourn . Thi i of cour e only one speculative 
xplanation for the origin of the '<Gile Cooke family portrait." Further 

re earch i nece ary. 

While the lovely family of four depicted in the portrait likely had no 
knowledge of the Elk Branch, the fact that later generations tried to pass 
them off a Jeffer on Countians merit our attention. Even if the painting 
i not an authentic Peale portrait of Gile Cooke and family> a colonial-era 
family portrait that fell into the po es ion of Giles Cooke' de cendants and 
took on the aura of an heirloom that once graced the Elkwood mansion' 
wall can teach u omething about the changing indicia of class and the 
,,ici itude of fortune. Moreover, if the portrait can be ruled out as a Peale, 
and hence a being a portrait of the Cookes, the inquiry i not over; rather 
the earch for an wer ha ju t begun, as there may be a better story behind 
the portrait when all i aid and done. 

tep_l1e1z tel, a latV)'e r, is adjunct professor at Ce11tral European University 
(B1,dapest) atid A sociate cholar at Leiden lrniversity (Netherlands). 
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Religious Beginnings In 
Charles Town 

by Drath C. Gibson 
In the quiet, tree-shaded town the church bells ring on Sunday morning, 
inviting one and all to worship- not in the Established Church of the 
state, but with any of the denominations housed in the various buildings­
the Gothic Episcopal, the white-pillared Presbyterian, the red brick 
Baptist, or the gray stone Methodist. The worshippers give little thought 
to the fact that today this choice is left to the individual, quite different 
from three hundred years ago when church worship was directed by the 
government. 

In 1606 when King James I of England <issued a charter to some London 
and Plymouth merchants ... [for the] establishment of new outposts 
of trade in Virginia, 1 he also <<regarded the New World as a legitimate 
missionary field." 2 So at Jamestown '(the Episcopal Church of Virginia 
commenced, and was the Established Church with the Bishop of London 
in charge ... "3 of religious practices in the new colony. 

By the first quarter of the eighteenth century the tidewater settlers were 
looking over the mountains to their backs at the hitherto untouched 
farmland in the valley of the Shenandoah River. ''In March 17 46, a 
surveying party ... laid off tracts ( of land) in the Harpers Ferry region 
for Lord Fairfax:, 4 Young George Washington was with this party. Per­
haps he told his brother, Lawrence, about this vast unsettled wilder-
ness. ('Lawrence Washington, as shown by the records of 1743 to 1750, 
purchased from Fairfax a large number of tracts of land .... " 5 Robert 
Worthington had '(acquired a tract of 3,000 acres from the crown in 1730, 
and had established a home on Evitts Marsh;'6 two miles from town. 
'(Charles Washington, the youngest brother of George, came to 
this locality in 1780 from Spotsylvania County and built a residence:'7 

1 John Hicks, The Federal Union, p. 22. 
2 Ibid., p. 17. 
3 George W. Peterkin, History and Record of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Diocese 

of West Virginia, p. XIII. 
4 Millard K. Bushong, A History of Jefferson County, West Virginia, p. 14. 
5 E. Norris, editor, History of the Lower Shenandoah Valley, p. 322. 
6 Bushong, p. 13 
7 Ibid. , p . 17 

-
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011 1 ov. 23, 1786 Charles Wa hington and everal others 
petitio11ed the Virginia General As embly toe tablish a town upon 
eigl1ty acres of Wa hington,s land ... provided that it be laid out in 
half-acre lot with intersecting treet .... erection of a sixteen foot 
square dwelling with a brick or tone chimney entitled lot owners 
to the right of other freeholders in the state.8 

''111 religio11 a i11 governme11t the plantation area of the South was not 
u11like rt1ral Engla11d, ,,vhere the trength of the Establi hed Church wa 
al,,1,1)' great_,,9 harle tow11 10 \Vas part of the Frederick County Parish, 
but the clo est church wa in ''the pre ent village of Bunker Hill;, 11 ten 
mile a, .... ,ay and atte11dance meant great inconvenience to the Charlestown 
n1en1ber . 

o]. Robert\ orthi11gton, '(a trong upporter of the Episcopal Church ... 
and hi rleighbor petitio11ed the Hou e of Burge e in ov. 1769 for a 
di\'i<,ion of the Frederick Pari h .... 12 orborne Pari h wa ubsequently 
c1·eated v\'ith the tipulation that it have a pari h church. 

O\V t. George' hapel enter the picture, and it history is veiled in 
1ny tery. "Tl1ere are no known record in regard to the origi11 of this 
l1urcl1, bt1t the date i et a between 1760-70:' 13 D14

• Roy Bird Cook, in 
a11 article in the v\1e t Virginia Review, Apr. 1933, has placed the date of 
co11strt1ctio11 a .. 1769 oon after the establi hment of the new parish. 14 It 
i .. higl1l)' pr·obable tl1at thi propert}' wa a '(chapel of ease'' built by the 
n1e111bers of the cl1urcl1 in the neighborhood, and never the property 
of tl1e pari }1." 15 ((The ,veal thy landowner would have taken pride in 
outdoi11g their 11eighbor in ize and magnificence of their chapel_>, 16 

~n1e ,vall of tl1e chapel, [ till tanding] were twenty-two i11ches 
in thick11e , and co11 tructed of tone quarried in the vicinity. 
"The re t of the n1aterial i believed to have been brought from 

I de Ill 

9 I I ick, p . 56 . 
10 plhc.-: l r1c \\'Ord na111e of l1arle~ to,vn \,·a u~cd until 1911. 
11 llu~ho11g, p. 22. 
12 Idc111 

J 3 . ·orri ~, p. 360 
14 111e f-Iistorical Recore.I ur,,e ', l11,,c11tor)1 <)f tl1e hurch Archi,,e-- of \"-./e t Virginia, '"Ihe 

1>r<>te" ta11l I: r>1 \.Opal Church, p. 12. 
15 ldt 111 • 

16 1orri , p. 61 
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England .... The roof was covered with sheet-lead. The window 
and door frames were of cedar wood; the floor was laid in tiling; 
the high-backed pews were oak, and the pulpit of the same wood, 
elaborately carved and projecting from the wall considerably ... 17 

Assessments for the Episcopal Church <<were as sure as taxes, and the 
collection of these tithes was made at the same time and by the same 
county officers irrespective of whether the individual was a Churchman or 

t >> 18 no. 

<<The number of clergymen sent out was not sufficient; the type of 
minister not the highest, and the lack of a bishop [in the colony] a 
handicap." 19 

At the time of the Revolution <<the union of church and state that 
existed in nine of the thirteen colonies was promptly attacked, 
although with varying results. In the South, where the Church 
of England was the state church, disestablishment was naturally 
associated with revolution and was early accomplished .... in 
1786 the legislature [ of Virginia] asserted, in words penned by 
Jefferson, that <<no man shall be compelled to frequent or support 
any religious worship, place, or ministry whatsoever:'20 

With the repeal of the law pertaining to church restrictions and after the 
Revolution <<the [Episcopal] Church was left without property and without 
clergy." 21 <<_ .. the civil powers of the vestries were turned over to the 
newly created <overseers of the poor: 22 and many church buildings were 
subjected to <almost complete dismantlement:''23 Because the furnishings 
of St. George's Chapel were possibly the finest in this section it is thought 
to have suffered, too. 

The growth in population of Charlestown, further intensified by the 
organization of Jefferson County in 1801 , leads us to assume that the 
Episcopal congregation would think of moving to the town which was 

17 Idem 
18 Survey, p. 5. 
19 Ibid., p. 4. 
20 Hicks, p. 162. 
21 Survey, p. 13. 
22 Ibid. , p. 8. 
23 Ibid., p. 13. 
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no\ the count)' eat. v\'ork on Zion Church, ituated on the highe t point 
i11 tow11, \ a tarted in 1815, <'fixture from t. George' Chapel were 
u ed',24 and the country chapel abandoned. 

''Ir1 1847 the fir t (Zion) church building wa torn down and a much 
l1a11d 0111er 011e e1·ected .... A )'ear later, it accidentally caught fire and was 
bL11·11ed to the ground. It wa immediately rebuilt on the same ite:'25 

Today, the pire of thi tately church i vi ible to the approaching traveler 
fi e 111ile a\vay. 

Earl)r i11 the day of colonial ettlement of Virginia there were 
u11derct1rre11t of di ention toward the E tabli hed Church. The 
Pre b)rt:eria11 , Bapti t , and Methodi t <<were tolerated ... , the teaching of 
tl1e Ro111ar1 atholic doctrine wa prohibited in the state. A prie twas not 
even permitted to vi it the colony; to do o subjected him to arrest, fine 
ar1d i1npri on111ent.» 26 

Even after the repeal of the law of restriction little headway was made by 
tl1e atholic to e tabli h a congregation until after the Civil War. Many 
of the faith \\'ere cattered through thi section, and Ma s wa aid in 
pri,1ate re idence by prie t who vi ited one or more person who could 
11ot attend er\'ice ((at con ecrated hou e of wo1· hip in the neighboring 
to,, 11 ."2 The pre ent atholic Cht1rch in Charle Town wa built in 1889, 
although there ha been one in Harper Ferry ince 1830. 

The Pre b)'terian di enter were one of the earlie t of the minority 
de11ominatio11s to be heard. The olde t known record tate that ((on Sept. 
19, 1719 ... the [Philadelpl1ia Pre byterian] ynod had received a letter 
f1·o•n1 the peopl of 'Potomoke in Virginia> reque ting that a mini ter be 

nt ther11_,,.. In 1740, or perhap a year or two earlier, the Pre byterian 
g1·oup (( rccted a building at the head pring of Bull ki11 Run, near ummit 
Poir1t ... call d Bull kin hurch ... eccle ia ti cal name wa Hopewell:'29 

fter harle to\.vn \\'a, chartered in l 786, the Pre b)rterian planned 
t() e tabli 11 a co11gregatio11 there. The already had active group in 

24 l~u hong, p. 79. 
_5 J)eterkin, p. 59 5. 
_ S. i\le 't.r H1\tor ' of \i\e t \ 1irginia \ 'ol. II , p. 4 4 
27 orri , p. 365. 
2 Bu" hong , p. . 
29 Ibid., p. I 9. 
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Shepherdstown, Elk Branch, and Bullskin, and so, in 1787, purchased a lot 
from Charles Washington for a church building, and called for cca minister 
to supply them service."30 In 1851 a brick church was erected on the main 
street where its tall white columns make it an imposing edifice today. 

The first groups of Friends or Quakers came from Pennsylvania. As early 
as 1726-27 there was a Quaker settlement near Winchester with a meeting 
house called <<Hopewell:' 31 

Records show that William Vestal of that faith had a 205 acre tract near 
the Bloomery in 1734. 32 

The Friends must have gradually increased in the county, as in 
1785, the Friends from Hopewell [Winchester] appointed to visit 
the Friends at Bullskin [near Summit Point], reporting they had 
made the visit and were of the mind it would be best to indulge 
them with holding a meeting on First Day and Fourth Day of the 
week. The church was called Bullskin until 1795 when the name 
was changed to Berkeley. 33 

Ministers seemed to have visited from one meeting to another. Each 
church apparently had elders and overseers whose duties were ccto visit 
such as are neglected in attendance to meetings."34 Some members of the 
church were punished by disownment from meeting for, 

assisting his sister to accomplish her marriage contrary to 
discipline, and dancing at weddings; for dancing and singing and 
neglecting meetings; for consenting to their daughter's marriage 
in their home; for marrying a first cousin; trained in militia 
service and hired a man as a substitute to go to war; joined the 
Methodists; fighting a neighbor.35 

The first Baptists to come to the Shenandoah Valley were a group of 
''about fourteen or fifteen families. . . [ who in 17 42] migrated from the 

30 T. K. Cartmell, Shenandoah Vallev Pioneers and Their Descendents, p. 176. 
31 Carrie B. Wilson, «The Friends or Quaker Element in Jefferson», in Magazine of Tefferson 

Co. Historical Society, Vol. 5, Dec. 1939. p. 24. 
32 Ibid., p. 25. 
33 Idem 
34 Wilson, p. 26. 
35 Ibid. , p. 27. 
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tat of 'e,v Jer ey a11d ettled in the vicinity of what i now called 
errard to\v11;'36 near Martin burg. Becau e of frequent Indian raid they 

111c..)ved ea t (' to l .. oudoun aunty and located on the Ketocton Creek:'37 

''111e Bapti t \\rere mo t uncon1promi ing advocate of oul-liberty. 
The}r ,,·rote a11d pled for total non-interference by the government with 
1·eligiou matter :, 3~ The mini ter traveled far to preach the gospel, with 
tl1 1ne ting announced ometime a year in advance. These were truly 
((ca1np-111eeting ,, ,vith the people gathering from mile around, and 
re111a1ning for a, eek. 

By the 1790 there ,va a Bapti t church in Berryville called <<Buck Marsh;' 
bt1t tl1e l1arl town Bapti t were intere ted in organizing their own 
co11gregation. ''Fourteen per on on April 24, 1792 organized at the home 
f l1ri top her Collin > located two mile 11orthwe t of Charlestown . . .. A 
ub riptio11 for purcha ing land and buildi11g a meeting hou e was started 

on I◄eb . 14, 1795 .... In 1798 a hou e wa purcha ed two miles south of 
henandoah Junction ... named ((Zoar Meeting Hou e;' and a regular 

mi11i ter wa called.39 The Bapti t Church of today in Charle Town wa 
bL1ilt in 1858.4 0 

One mi11orit)' group, in oppo ition to the Epi copal Church, called 
tl1 111 l\1e the ,< nepi copal Methodi t ." From their Sixth Annual 

011ferer1ce in Lee burg, Virgi11ia, in 1778, they ent a preacher to the 
1·ece11tly formed Berkeley ircuit. Thi wa the fir t regularly appointed 

lcth di t pa tor· on record, although itinerant mini ter had been 
holding freque11t er,rice .41 

t Ke) e ' Ferry, 11 ar the pre ent community of Millville, ervice were 
bei11g l1eld in a private home in 1790.4 2 

etl1odi i 111 in Jeffer on ounty run back po ibly to a early 
a period a an)' other of the deno1nination that began to take 

36 ar11uel 1'Lrcht\al Ht tor)· of the \Talle)' of \ 1irgin1a, pp. 62-63. 
I . l)ffl , ~') . 364. 

3 Iden1 
39 Bt1~ho11g, pp. - , : 9. 
10 orri , p. 364. 
41 Bt1 hong, p. 23. 
42 Ibid. p. 6 . 
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root after the Revolution, but it is not probable that there was 
any organized church in Charlestown ... owing to the population 
being largely either Episcopal or Presbyterian. 43 

In 1794 Bishop Francis Asbury found there a good house of worship and 
a local preacher, but it was 1803 before the church received a deed for 
the property. 44 

At first glance it seems strange that the Lutheran congregation is the 
newest in Charles Town. It was organized in 1939. The Lutheran church 
in Shepherdstown was organized in 1765. Pack Horse Ford crossing of the 
Potomac there was drawing <<German immigrants from Pennsylvania and 
Maryland.»45 They seemed to have settled in Shepherdstown or continued 
south. Due to the large German population services in the Lutheran 
Church were conducted in German.46 

The present Lutheran Church in Charles Town <<was established as a 
mission church by the Board of American Missions ... on May 28, 1939 
by the pastor of the Shepherdstown Lutheran Parish and thirty charter 
members signed:'47 The church property includes a church building and a 
home for the pastor. 

As we look at all these houses of worship - modest or imposing, we are 
challenged to wonder about our pioneer forefathers, religious life. 
S. Meyers tells us that they were not over-zealous in religious matters as 
a whole .... Their minds were more occupied in the clearing of fields and 
protecting their homes from the Indian depredations than in spiritual 
affairs.48 

In pushing the frontier westward they had lost touch with the church even 
though they still felt a personal need for God. This feeling of insecurity, 
social starvation, and sense of need was partially satisfied with religious 
meetings, weddings and funerals. The need for church development was 
evident, and was realized as soon as permanent settlements were made. 49 

43 Norris, p. 365. 
44 Bushong, p. 58. 
45 Meyers, p. 476. 
46 Bushong, p. 23. 
47 --- ---------,St.Thomas Lutheran Church , bulletin. 
48 Myers, p. 469. 
49 An interview with Mr. Allen Bartlett, rector of Zion Episcopal Church, Charles Town, 

Aug. 10, 1963. 
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((l:\1ery deno111ination, carrying the banner of Chri tian faith'' ha 
had it part in the great drama unfolding in the ew World. The 

hurch i the ''only in titution to urvive the upheaval of time 
a11d is e11couraged in the hope that ... [it] will ultimately triumph 
O\ er all creations.',"0 

Edita,-' ote: 111is article was written as a requirement for hepherd College 
ll11gli l1 102, Augz-lst 17, 1963. 

rat/1 . ,il1s011 li1as <~ resident of J efferso11 CountJ1 for 67 years l-1,hen sl,e 
p_tl .. ) d lli\1tl)', at age 96, irz 2008. he i1-1as a Ii e rr1e1,1ber of tlze ociety, a orrner 
[Joa,·ci 111 111ber a11,f 111ot/1er of curre11t presi e11t Jim Gibso11. After Rra llati11g 

fro,i1 To,, ·c>11 1 01·111t1l cl100/, size ta11 ht sc/100/ for man;1 years ;,-z ~1ar;1lancf 
a11d Hcz,·p rs Fe,-1-;1• lie t111d her ami/;1 were particularly proud of lier 

gr{ld11atio11 Jro,11 lzepfze,~ ollege i11 1989 at tl1e age of 77. 

""O artn1ell, I· _ l . 
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Zion Episcopal Church: 
A Celebration, 

1815-2015 

By Sonja James 

And now faith, hope, and love abide, these three; 
and the greatest of these is love. 

I Corinthians 13:13 

\ ' 

Zion Circa 1900 
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Doe He not com111and that we gather 
like bt1tterflie dancing in the ky? 

A11d o we do. 
\\'e ¼·ho drift upon a current of wind 

e1nb1·ace the ceremony 
"''here a co1nmon chalice unite u . 

Why ,veep? 
\Vhy fear olitt1de' intractable wi11ter 

or the udden eclip e of the moon 
or even the end of our day ? 

Zio11, two hu11dred year are but a stranded 
jellyfi h on infinity' perpetual hore, 

yet omeday, face to face, 
\ve'll find that love devour time. 

Oh, the people of God are e11thralling. 
That baby in her blanket i a re plendent 

a the b1·ide in her gown. 
That boy with hi ailboat enchant 

the old n1an nodding off to leep. 
The exton. The choir. The prie t. 

hri t 011 the Cro , 
a11d then-our Ri en Lord! 

Love the way He lo,,e . 
Hold the \vorld clo e. 

-it1 n1en1ory of tl1e Reverend Roger Henshaw 

43 

cJ11ja ]a111e~· i tlze t111tlzl>1· o.f_fol-11· collectio11 oj·poetr;1, 111o~~t 1·ece11tl}' Tlze \l\l }zite 
pit.le,· i11 1)' Ha11tf ( 1e,,, Acade111it1 PL,lJ/1s/1i11g: Scarith Book~, 2015) a11d 
alli11g Old G/10 ts tcJ i1ppe1· (Fi11is/1i11g l ., i11e P,-ess, 2013). l1e J1as t1110 -o,zs 

t111d 1·e-ides i11 1a1·ti11 .. ~[,i1rg, \\-est \l irgirzic1. 
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Belleview - A Lost Washington 
Family Home 

By Walter Washington, John C. Allen Jr. and 
Samuel and Sharon Hansard 

In 1901, a photographer from Philadelphia named H. Parker Rolfe came 
to Charlestown for the purpose of taking photographs of Harewood, the 
home of Samuel Washington. Rolfe was brought to Jefferson County 
by Edwin Fairfax Naulty, also of Philadelphia. Naulty had married Ann 
Harewood Washington, the daughter of George Lafayette Washington. 
George Lafayette, who was born at Harewood in 1825, was Samuel's great­
grandson. 1 

The reason for Rolfe's visit was to take photographs of Harewood for the 
Washington Manor Association for the Preservation of Harewood, an 
organization which Naulty had organized and also served as its secretary. 
In 1900, the family then living at Harewood consisted of the widowed 
Richard Scott Blackburn Washington, whose wife Christian Maria 
Washington2 had died in 1895, their daughter Christine and their sons 
John Augustine and Samuel Walter. Samuel Walter had married Elizabeth 
Ryland Willis in 1899, and the family decided to move from Harewood to 
a new home which they built at 216 South George Street in Charlestown. 
The Washington Manor Association for the Preservation of Harewood 
had as its goal the acquisition and preservation of Harewood, which in 
190 I sat vacant with an uncertain future, as a historic site. (Fortunately, 
the Association failed in its purpose and Harewood remained in the 
ownership of the family.) 

Visiting Jefferson County at least twice, Rolfe took 34 photographs of 
Harewood and the surrounding country side, including the ruins of 
St. George's Chapel, the train station at Cameron's Depot and the stone 
walls at Altona fronting on the road from Charlestown. The original 

1 George Lafayette Washington (1825-1872) was the only surviving son of Samuel Walter 
Washington and Louisa Clemson Washington. 

2 Christian Maria Washington was George Lafayette Washington's younger sister. She 
married her third cousin, Richard Scott Blackburn Washington who had inherited 
Blakeley. When Blakeley was sold in 1871, Richard and Christian moved their family 
of seven children to Harewood, which was then the home of Christian Maria's widowed 
mother Louisa Clemson Washington. 
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Figure I: 1901 Photograph ho,v-ing the Ruin of Bellevie,v 

gla 11egc1ti~ e of the e photograph are pre erved today. One of the 
photogra~1}1 ~ 110\\' the caved-in ruin of a hou e, partially hidden by 
tree . It 1 \hO\\' I1 a Figure 1. The label on the gla negative of thi 
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pictur·e a)'S ''Propert1~ of Geo. teptoe Wa hington.» Re earch now 
i11dicate tl1at th1 \Va B llevie\\1, the hon1e of George Steptoe Wa hington, 
Ji·., built arou11d 1828 and de troyed b)r fire in 1898. It wa ituated on a 
1·i e about tl1rec qt1arter of a 111ile directly ea t of the Harewood man ion 
0 11 tl1e outl1 ~ide of· the road to l1arle to\v11. 

eorg teptoe Wa hington, Jr. 

1eorge teptoe \,\ a hi11gt n, Jr., born in 1806, was the younge t of the 
tl1rec t1r,,i,1 ir1g ~011 ot· George teptoe a hingto11 and Lucy Pa)'ne 
\\ ~1 hi 11gto11. His t\\10 older urvi,1ing brother \Vere amuel Walter 
v\ a l1ir1gto11 born i11 1797, a11d \ illian1 Te111ple v a hi11gton, born 1n 
l O O. TI1 e i r f,1 t 11 er died in 1 0 9 and the 1 r 111 other remarried in 18 12, 
t,1kin 1 1" 11 r 'econd l1u ba11d L. '" . upre1ne "'ourt Ju tice Tho111a rf odd. 
1.,u at1(i t1er rot111g on'" 1nO\'ed to Ju tice Todd' ho111e i11 Frankfort, 
Ke11tt1ck) \\1here the bO)' ,,,ere rai ed. The olde t on, a1nuel \!\alter, 
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graduated from medical school at the University of Pennsylvania in 1820 
and returned to Harewood with his wife Louisa Clemson Washington to 
set up his medical practice. 

Harewood 
181 

I 
593 Ac. II 

564 Ac. 

III 
586 Ac. 

I Samuel Walter Washington 
II George S. Washington 
III William Temple Washington 

Figure 2: 1828 Division Plat of Harewood 

• 
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l1e11 eorge tei1toe, Jr. attained the age of legal majority i11 I 827 > a 
tiit ,,,a"' filed in cha11cery cot1rt in harle tow11 to partition the three 

brotJ1 r<,' J ffi r 011 Count)7 inheritance. At the time of their father's death 
i11 1809> Hare\vood included roughly 1800 acre . The 1828 partition 
decree a,,1arded arnuel \'\'alter the Harewood hou e and 593 urrounding 
a 1·es a11d a 11on-co11tigt1ou eve11 acre woodlot, for a total of 600 acre . 3 

\ 'illi,1111 ,.fe111ple wa a\\'ardeci 586 adjoi11ing acres on which he built 
l1i ho111c k11c)\\111 a Ieg\villie.4 George teptoe, Jr. '1\1a awarded 564 
,1djoi11i11g c1cre a11d a 11on-contiguou 39 acre parcel, for a total of 603 
cl re .. . 5 A pl,1t crec1ted to s110,v the di,,i ion ba ed on the deed de cription 
of tl1e e parcel i ho\v11 i11 Figt1re 2. (All of the e parcel were ubject to 
tl1e do\ r i11tere~t ot

4 

tl1eir n1other Lucy Payne Todd.) 

Jt1st three )'ear later, the two brother amuel Walter and George 
teptcJe Jr. , died \\1ith1n a day of each other, on October 12, a11d 13> 1831, 

re ~1ecti,1el)'· 1l1e cau e of death i thot1ght to be cholera.6 The young 
c;eo1·ge teptoe, Jr. left a cl1ildle wido,v, Gabriella Augu ta Hawkins 
\ 7,1 .. h111gto11> \\ l1on1 he had brought with him from Kentucky. A uit 
i11 l1a11cery, a brougl1t i11 1832 by Willia1n Temple Wa hington, the 
t1r,1i,ring brother, to partition George teptoe, Jr: 603 acre e tate. 

Bellevie, 

plat ot- tl1e 1832 partitio11 how a tract of 139 acre awarded a the 
do,,1er pt)1·tio11 to hi \\1idow, Gabriella Augu ta Wa l1ingto11.- See Figure 
3. n tl1at tract, the location of a hou e i hown on the outh ide of 
tl1e harle')t0\\'11 road. Both the 1852 and 1883 . Howell Brown map 
of· Jefferson Cot1nty al o ho¼' a hou e at the ame location. Re earch 
t1pport tl1at tl1e ru111 ho\vn in the photograph (Figure I) are of that 

l1ou~e ,1lled Belle,,ie,v bt1ilt b1r eorge teptoe Wa hington, Jr. The 
18 .... 9 real prope1·t}1 taJ" record how the total acreage owned b)' ''George 
\'.~1 l1i11gto11)\ a<., 603 1/2 acre , and a value of the improveme11ts on the 

I t:td dalc(i 1ar h l < ) 1 2'" re l>rded in the Jc.flLr~on ot111l)' Clerk,... fl1ce in l)eed Bo<1k 15, at 
I age 69. 
[)t:t:d d .. 1tt: i l~ct,ruar , 1 , l 2 , recorded ir1 tl1e Jeftcr on ou11t)' lerk,s Offill 1n l)eed l3c>ok 15, 
,lt r>agl: 67. leg,,,i l lie ,,,a:- de~ l rO}'Cd b r fire i fl the 20ti1 e11tu r)'· 

5 I cd <latc.:d J'=ebruar ' I , ls_ , re orded in tl1e Jefler '<)n ount r lerk Office in Dt!ed l3ook 15, 
l I agt: 71. 

6 (; n1uel \\'alter, a l'h ' i ia11 , rep<Jrlt:dl)' aught the di!,ta t fro111 treating i11fected ,,,orkcr'" 011 the 
\: , 11a I. 

7 1 l1e JJlat i in lt1(ied i11 the ~)artitio11 llecrct entered i11 tht 1a)', 1 32 tern1 c>f court and i ~ 
r~ rded i11 t l1e Jc ft~ r on _ounl}' lcrk's Office i11 Deed l!ook 1 , .. t 11agc 49. 
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pr<)perty of 1,500, with the notation ((and 500 value of building added,,, 
i11di ating that the hou e wa completed in 1828. 

Littl i kno\v11 about George teptoe, Jr., who died two day before hi 
25tl1 birthday. The apprai al of hi e tate and the record of the ale of 
h1 per onal property in 1833 iten1ize the furni hing of a re pectable 
hou eh Id, including a well-rounded library of over eighty books on 
a \vide range of ubject from the work of hake peare to French and 

reek gra1n1nar a well a practical treati e on law and agriculture.8 Thi 
ugge ts l1e po e d a college education. He died owning four adult 
la\1c who\ ere pre urnably u ed to farm hi 603 acre .9 The primary 

agri ultural product wa live tock, with 70 hog and 50 heep li ted. The 
total ,,a lue of hi per onal property old at auction wa 6,224.49. 

ft r the death of her ht1 band, Gabriella Augu ta Hawkin Wa hington 
returned to Kentuck)' , l1ere he ub equently remarried. he conveyed 
her 139 a r dower portion of the property, which included the hou e as 
ho,v11 on the plat, to Jo eph T. Daugherty in 1834. 10 In 1891, after everal 
t1b ~ qu nt ow11er , the property, then expanded in ize to a little over 170 

,1cre .. \ a acquired by Jame B. Gitting .11 The deed to Gitting i the first 
to de cribe the property a << Belleview:' Gitting , in turn, old the property 
to ar}' E ther Luca in 1896, the deed again de cribing it a ((Belleview:' 
(1he 1 3 . Ho,\ell Bro½1n map of Jeffer on County al o label the 
p roperl)' (( Be lle,"1e\,,.,,) 

It , a appar ntly during Luca , owner hip that the hou e burned. The 
real e tate ta reco1·d 1n 1898 how the value of improvement on the 
prop rt)' a 1,000, a ,,alue ,,,hich had ren1ained con tant in the tax 
reco1·d fron1 the time of it purcha e by Jame Gitti11g in 1891. In 1899, 
that valu dropp d to 600, and remained at that level for two decade . It 
i~ rea 011able to attribute thi lo in ,,alue to the de truction of mo t of 
the hou b , fire. Farn1 building are till \ ri ible in the 1901 photograph, 

·Ibe ai prai , I of eorgc '>tcptoe \\1a hingto11, Jr.,') e tate l"- rccor<lt!d in the Jeffer\on Count)r 
lcrk' flice in \\1ill Rook 7, at page 41; the record of the e"tate ale 1 recorded 1n \,\' ill Book 7, 

l pag 17 . 
9 ·111c four en la,,ed adult ,,,ere l·redtrt k, age _ • Denni 20· \1i,,ian, 20; and Ra<.hcl, 25. F<)tJr 

hildrer1 al o Ii lc<.i \,'ere Jamt, 3; I t.. ,,,i .. . l O; 1ar\', 11 ; and Ra her .. eight n1onth <)Id cl1ild. 
JO L)ccd datc.;d June 27 l 4, recorded 1n the Jeffer on aunt}' lerk OH1ce in Deed Book 20 at 

l age 75. 
I l [ ced d, ted tober, 15, I 91 , recorded i 11 the Jeflcr .. on ou11t r ( Jerk, ()fficc i11 Deed l1ook Y, 

t page 130. 
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which explains the remaining tax valuation. The 1901 photograph also 
suggests the fire had been recent enough that the ruins had not become 
overgrown. Reinforcing the theory that a recent fire had destroyed 
the house is the fact that in 1901) Lucas sold the property to William B. 
Packett and George W Packett, who owned the land immediately adjacent 
known as Locust Hill. 12 

In 1918, the Packettes sold 39. 72 acres of the property, including the 
location of the burned house, to Joseph M. Funk. 13 The 1919 property tax 
records show the value of improvements on the property increasing from 
$600 in the previous year to $1,000. By 1922, the value of improvements 
had increased to $1)240. This likely reflects the construction of a new 
house on the property. Research and physical inspection indicate that this 
new house was built on the foundation of the original house, Belleview, 
that had been destroyed by fire in 1898. 

In 1952) following several intervening owners, the property, still consisting 
of approximately 39 acres, was bought by Donald M. Kahle and his wife, 
Hilda M. Kahle. 14 In 1981, the Kables sold the property to its current 
owners, Samuel L. Hansard, II, and his wife Sharon C. Hansard. 15 

Physical Evidence 

Excavations done by the Hansards in 2013, show evidence of stone 
foundations of wings on both the north side and the south side of the 
existing house. The outside dimensions of the north wing measured 
21 feet by 23 feet. The chimney was on the north end of the wing and 
was an inside chimney. Excavation of the south wing showed only some 
foundation stones about 20 feet from the foundation of the main block of 
the house. This area has been subject to installation of propane lines and 
other disturbances of the soil. Hence, the foundation suggestions are not 
definitive. 

12 Deed dated December 29> 1901, recorded in the Jefferson County Clerk,s Office in Deed Book 
91, at page 75. The deed into the Packetts refers to the property as Belleview> but under the 
Packett,s ownership, the property is described on the Assessor's Land Books as «Happy Retreat.» 

13 Deed dated March 28, 1918 recorded in the Jefferson County Clerk,s Office in Deed Book 116, at 
page 168. (NB: In the early 20th Century, the spelling of the Packett family name in the ] efferson 
County Land Records changed to Packette.) 

14 Deed dated March 28, 1952, recorded in the Jefferson County Clerk,s Office in Deed Book 187, 
at page 273. 

15 Deed dated August 28, 1981, recorded in the Jefferson County Clerk,s Office in Deed Book 489, 
at page 600. 
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portion of the ba e1nent foundatio11 i all that remain of the original 
}10L1 e. The footprint of the later hou e i mailer, o the stone foundation 
\ a redt1ced to acco1nmodate the mailer tructure. Thi truncation of the 
fou11(iation ca11 be clearly een in the ba ement of the home. The tone 
\,,ork of tl1e 01·igi11al fou11datio11 i typical for that of the early to mid-19th 
c 11tur)' \\'all work. The work added later i of a different quality and scale 
tha11 the origi11al foundation. 

The 1901 photograph of the hot1 e wa taken aftet· the tructure wa 
badl} dan1aged a11d from an angle where the tree ob cure the view. In 
tl1i 11nage, the hou e appears to be a triparte design with a two- tory 
1nain blo k flanked 6)1 ingle story wing . The roof i mi ing and the 
front (ea t) wall of the central block of the hou e ha collap ed. In the 
photograph, the v all dan1age allo,\T u to ee the tone wall con truction 
u11der it tucco \"eneer. The kitchen fireplace i al o vi ible through the 
v\1i11do\v of the outh ,ving. 

111 mai11 block of the hou e wa likely 32 feet wide by 24 feet deep. 
TI1e flanking ,-vi11g \Vere around 20 feet wide. It i possible that both 
,,1 i11g .. ,,. re built at the an1e time balancing the front elevation, but this 
arrangcrn r1t wa rare in Jeffer on Cot1nty. If a econd wing wa added at 
a later date, it ,,,a probably the north wing a the cooking fireplace wa 
hou ed i11 tl1e -outh \\ri11g. 

Gi,1e11 that mucl1 larger hou e were completed within two years of the 
1828 partition of the property, thi tructure could have been inhabited 
b)' 1829. The hot1 e 1 co11temporary with e eral of the other Wa hington 
ho111e 1n the in1n1ediate \;1cinity including Cedar Lawn, Blakely, Rich 
\ ood\ rarn1 and la)rmo11t Court. Due to the original building' 
limit d re1nai11 it i not po ible to confirm the plan of the hou e. The 
n1 a~ur r11ent of the l1ou e limit the po ible plan type to either a ide­
hall arra11ge111ent, or a tra11 \'er hall plan. The hou e i not ,vide enough 
to l1a,1e had a central hall. 

"Ihe \\ a .. hington famil)' favor d the tran ,1e1· e-hall plan during the 1820 
a11d 30s o tl1a1 i .. certai11l} a po sibility. Though tran ,,er e-hall hou e 
, 

1ere ti uall)' qt11te large by local tandard , the tone re idence at Rich 
\ ood Far111 built for Thon1a B. a hington in 1831 i 1·oughly the 
"°' ,1me ale - 30 fi et b,, 20 feet. 

lh ide-l1,1ll a1·rang n1ent, ho,,1e,1er ,,,,a a n1uch 111ore con1mon plan 
l) pe ,111d \\'Ou)d be t=,l 1er to fit int the gi\1e 11 din1e11 1011 . The chin1ne)' 
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placement in the main wing would also work well with the side-hall 
arrangement. A conjectural floor plan as a side-hall house is shown as 
Figure 4. 

What constitutes the universe of <'Washington Family Homes'' in Jefferson 
County depends on the parameters used to describe it. Nine homes built 
by members of the Washington family in the 18th and 19th Centuries 
are still standing: Harewood, Happy Retreat, Cedar Lawn, Blakeley, 
Claymont, Bellair, Barleywood, Sulgrave and Rich Woods Farm (not to 
be confused with Richwood Hall). Belleview can now be added to the list 
of those no longer standing, the others being Prospect Hill, Locust Hill 
and Megwillie. At least three early 20th Century homes built by members 
of the family still stand in Charles Town. George Washington's Bullskin 
Plantation, later called Rock Hall, could perhaps best be described as 
existing in a parallel universe due to the uncertainty of the dates of the 
existing structures or of the house that burned in 1906 and the fact that he 
never resided on the property, which, during the General's lifetime, was 
first managed by an overseer and later leased to a tenant. 
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Figure 4: onjectural Plan of Bellevie,v 

\\tilter· \1
\ asl1i,1~to11 is a,1 t.1ll<Jr11e}1 ii1lzo lives arid practices lal11 in arles Tolvn. 

]olz11 . 1\/le,1 Jr is <l11 arc/1itectz~rt1l historian lii1i11g riear hepherdstolvr1. 

F11joJ1i11g r >t1re111 11t 111itJ1 a r·ocki11g clzai,~ viel1' of t/1e Blz-1e Ridge, 
~,11111,cl a11(i "' /1c1ro11 Ha11 .. ard look i,1zto tlze hills a11d 111oi,11tai11s 

''fro111 it1l1e11ce co111etl1 .. .. tre11gt/1. " 
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''I have never voluntarily borne arms 
against the United States." 

Jefferson County, 1865 

By P. Douglas Perks 
Finally, The War was over. On Sunday, April 9, 1865, Confederate General 
Robert Edward Lee surrendered his army to Union General Ulysses S. 
Grant. Gradually the men from both armies began the trek back to their 
home state. The Georgians returned home to Georgia. The Pennsylvanians 
went back to Pennsylvania. The men from Frederick County, Virginia, 
came back to their homes in Virginia. But the men who left Jefferson 
County and followed Virginia out of the Union and into the Confederacy, 
returned home to a new state, West Virginia, and West Virginia was leery 
of these returning veterans. For that reason, these men encountered a 
number of changes upon their return to Mr. Jefferson's County. 

The first major change in Jefferson County involved the county seat. 
Since the formation of Jefferson County, Charlestown, founded in 1786 
by General Washington's youngest brother Charles, had been the seat 
of government. During The War, Charlestown was headquarters for the 
forward line of the Union garrison based in Harper's Ferry. As such, many 

t 

Shepherdstown Town Hall. This 
building was given to the town by 
Rezin Davis Shepherd. From 1865 
- 1871 it was the Jefferson County 

Court House. 

of its public and private buildings were 
used for a variety of military purposes. 
Early in the war, the county court records 
were moved south to Lexington for 
safekeeping. Frequently the court house 
served as a barracks for Union soldiers. 
On October 18, 1863, Confederate 
General John Imboden attempted to 
dislodge the Union forces stationed in 
Charlestown, and in the process damaged 
the court house. Due to this damage, and 
more importantly because Charlestown 
was vulnerable to Confederate raids, 
on January 26, 1865, the West Virginia 
Legislature moved the county seat to 
Shepherdstown. The town hall building 
given to Shepherdstown by philanthropist 

• 
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Re11r1 Da i hepherd became the new court hou e. 1 

r1 1 ove1nber 16, 1863, We t Virginia adopted An Act Concerning Oath 
anc.i Affir1nation . Thi .... act tipulated that: 

E ery per 0 11 elected or appointed to an office of tru t, civil or 
1nilitary, hall, before proceeding to exercise the authority or 
di charge the dt1tie of the ame, take the following oath: I, 
A.B., do olemnly wear that I will upport the con titution of 
the nited tale and the con titution of thi tate; that I have 
r1e\1er ,,oluntarily borne arm again t the United tates; that I 
have \·oluntarily given no aid or comfort to per on engaged in 
arrned ho tility thereto, by countenancing, coun elling [sic] or 
11couragi11g them in the ame; that I have not ought, accepted 

r1or atte1npted to exerci e the function of any office whatever, 
under any authority in ho tility to the United tate ; that I have 
11ot yielded a voluntary upport to any pretended government, 
authorit , power or con titution within the United States, hostile 
or inin1ical thereto; and that I take thi obligation freely, without 
ail}' mental re .. ervation or purpo e of eva ion. 2 

111 the mid t of The War, when We t Virginia became a tate it entered the 
11io11 a11d 11ot the onfederacy. The Oath and Affirmation Act a ured 

tl1at both ci\1ilian and military leader upported the Union and the U 
on titution, and the act wa till in force at war' end. Thu , men who 

Ii,, d in Jefter n aunty, \, e t Virginia who had either offered upport or 
('bor11e ar1n ,, again t the nited tate were not eligible to be ''elected or 
appointed to an office of trt1 t, civil or military_,, 

In 1 61 Jo eph rane ,va heriff of Jeffer on County.3 Hi ervice in 
0111pan}' (Bott 1ra ), 2nd irginia Infantry,4 made him ineligible 

for re-ele tio11 to that po 1tion. ell J. Hawk , Logan Osburn, and John 
Thon1a ib on5 each er, ed a term in the irginia General A embly. 
Ot1e to their 'upport of and/or er,tice in the Confederate Army, the)' 
cot1ld 11ot be ele ted to the v\' t irginia Legi lature. 

I 1illard K. 11usl1ong. l-Ii toric Jeffcr on ou,1ty. ( arr Publi hing <>n1pan)', Inc., BO}'Ce, 
\,. • • 19-?) 7 1rg1n1a , ... . .... 6, 

_ http://,\'\\T\\'.a ". \\ '"U.cdu/ \\7\TJ-Ji ~tory/do ument /049.pdf. 08/ 11 /2015. 
Bu hong 569. 

I t:n11i I~. Fr)'c. 2nd \ 'i rgini~ Infantr}'· (I~. E. H0\\1ard, Inc., IJ)'nchburg, \ ' irginia, 1984}. 92. 
5 13u l1011g 573. 
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The test oath applied to all professionals who lived in Jefferson County. In 
October 1865 Jefferson County, Charlestown resident and attorney Edwin 
E. Cooke wrote: 

All the members of the bar living in this county, and all 
of the citizens of the County> except a corporal's squad at 
Shepherdstown and Harper's Ferry, are outlaws, under the test 
oath of West Virginia. It is necessary to take an oath that we 
have not acted, or assisted, or comforted the rebels since the 
commencement of the war, or, I believe, sympathised [sic] with 
them, or we cannot appear in Court, as counsel, or hold office, or 
vote, or institute suits against our debtors, nor qualify as Executor 
or Adm tr [sic]. To make ourselves good citizens, it is necessary to 
begin with perjury. Quamdiu!6 Quamdiu! 7 

According to Cooke, enforcement of the test oath was not an idle threat. 
In the letter, he tells his friend of a local physician who had supported the 
Confederates who <'was elected a magistrate, and was coaxed into taking 
the oath of office. He was indicted for perjury the next day:'8 

Finally, Cooke described his personal plight. Like many families who lived 
in Jefferson County, his property was damaged during The War. '<My place 
has not a rail on it, except around my house and garden;'9 Cooke told 
his friend. Most farms had suffered a similar fate. On November 14, an 
editorial in the Spirit of Jefferson described the situation: 

Situated on the border, it was one constant battle-ground, and its 
military occupation was the subject of an almost uninterrupted 
struggle between the contending forces. Provost guards, 
reconnoitering parties, and roving, predatory bands of armed 
men, intent upon plunder even at the cost of arson and murder, 
preyed upon its citizens and made it their safety as well as their 
necessity to confine themselves in their homes, where their 
presence was too often required not only for the preservation of 

6 Latin: How long! 
7 Edwin E. Cooke. ((D. C. Wirt, Esqre:'Letter. October 14, 1865. Charlestown, Jefferson 

County, Virginia. MS. Letter in the archive of the Jefferson County Museum, Charles 
Town, West Virginia. 

8 E. E. Cooke letter. 
9 E. E. Cooke letter. 

• 
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tl1eir property bt1t for the defe11 e of the live and honor of 
their fa111il1e .10 
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Bi,,ouackir1g troop 1·equired cook fir . Fire required wood, a11d fe11ce 
J)ro,~ided a readi],, availabl upply. It wa v\7idely reported that from 
Hari-1er " Fer1·y to harle t0\'\' 11, not a fence po t remained tanding at war' 
e11ci. ooke al o '(ha eight hor e taken off ... & my law library wa taken 
ofl~ fron1111y office ir1 harle town_,, 11 Whether taken by Confederate or 

nio11, tl1e I )~ \\1a botl1 de,'a tating and real, with no pro pect for either 
replc1ce111ent or rei111bt1r ement. The War wa officially over, but for some 
i11 Jeffer c>11 Count)' a <<return to normalcy,, would not be ea y. 

l11 its \\t~dor11, 011 February 25, 1865, the We t Virginia Legi lature pa ed 
,1 la,-v reqt1iring tl1e ad1nini t1·ation of a te t oath to pro pective voters 
before tl1e)' cot1ld qualify to vote. Pro pective voter had to affirm that 
tl1e}' l1ad r1ot offered upport to or fot1ght for the Confederacy. Tho e who 
could not 1nak the clai111 were ineligible to vote. Under the re-organized 
go,,e1·11111 11t each ,,oting di t1 .. ict wa admini tered by a upervi or who 
o,, r~a\, a board of regi tration. The upervisor wa re ponsible for 
ertif-)ri11g e\·er)' eligible voter in their di trict. In 1866, the board of 

1·eg1~trati n i11 the harle town di trict certified ((23 eligible voter out of a 
, 1oting popt1latio11 in exce of 400.,, 12 

l "'11,vill111g to a ·cept being di e11fra11chi ed in We t Virginia, a number of 
itize11 decided to exerci e their right to vote el ewhere. On eptember 2, 

186- l a group of' 47 me11 led by Andre,v Hunter and William H. Traver , 
111et at tl1e arter Hott e i11 ha1·le to,\'11. At thi meeti11g the group 
no111inated fi,,e delegate to attend a convention to be held in Winche ter. 
111e \ in he ter co11\·e11tio11 \Vould elect candidate for election to 
\ irginia' 7tl1 011gre ~ional Di trict, and the e men plan11ed to hold an 
elc ~tio11 i11 l1arle\to,,111 011 October 12, 1865. 13 We t Virgi11ia Governor 

rtht11· l11gr,1l1a111 Bore111an , a~ advi ed of tl1eir pla11 by the supervi or in 
tl1e ~aunt}' "eat ,1t hepherd t0\\111, and he ordered Iajor General Willian1 
rl. E11101· , a11d troop '<to aid ci\1il officer i11 maintaining the law .), 

10 I3cnja111i11 r=. I3cllcr J~ditor. "pirit of Jc{ler. 011 . y() \ 1e111ber 14, 1865. [)age 2. 
11 I~. l~. o kelctlcr. 
l - pirit cf Jeff er ·011. Jul , 17, l 66. Pagt: 2. 
l Bu l1or1g _ 7 

• 
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Boreman reported, '½.s a consequence of these precautionary measures, 
no election was held.,' 14 

Undeterred, they changed tack. Aware that the US Constitution 
required that: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but 
no new State shall be formed or erected within the Jurisdiction 
of any other State; nor any State be formed by the Junction of 
two or more States, or Parts of States, without the Consent of the 
Legislatures of the States concerned as well as of the Congress15 

The men determined to approach the Virginia General Assembly and 
request that it deny permission for Jefferson County to leave Virginia and 
become part of West Virginia. They drew up a petition that outlined the 
reasons why Jefferson County should remain in Virginia, circulated the 
petition in each of the eight old magisterial districts16 asking for signatures 
and donations to support the cause, and received over 1,200 signatures. 
On December 5, 1865, the Virginia General Assembly received the 
petition and after deliberation, repealed the transfer of Jefferson County 
to West Virginia. 17 In his 1866 address to the West Virginia Legislature, 
Governor Boreman acknowledged what was taking place in Jefferson 
County when he told the legislators: 

I am assured, and have no doubt of the fact, although not 
officially informed of it, that, at the instance of the malcontents 
referred to, the General Assembly of Virginia, at its present 
session, has repealed the laws giving consent of that State to the 
annexation of the counties of Berkeley and Jefferson to West 
Virginia. It is believed that this repeal cannot affect the status 
of these counties; but in order to avoid further controversy on 
the subject, it has been deemed proper to obtain the sanction 

14 Journal of the West Virginia House of Delegates. Annual message of the Governor. January 
16, 1866. Pages 8-11. http:/ /www.as.wvu.edu/WVHistory/documents/049.pdf August 11 , 
2015. 

15 US Constitution. Article IV, Section 3. http:/ /www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/ August 
13, 2015. 

16 West Virginia initiated the township system of government. The eight voting districts were 
reduced to seven townships: Averill (Middleway), Bolivar, Chapline, Harper,s Ferry, Grant 
(Charlestown), Osburn (Kabletown), and Shepherd. 

17 Bushong. 277. 
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of 011gre , which it i expected to pa , a11d thu quiet and 
har111011y v\1ill be re tored to the comn1u11ity intere ted. 

111 l1i s reference to Co11gre '> , I301·eman acknowledged an apparent 
procedtiral error i11 tl1e a11nexatior1 of Jeffer 011 County. Although the 
tra11~ fer ot· Jefi· 1· on ot111t)' t·ron1 irginia to We t Virginia had been 
app1·0,,ed b)' tl1e \ e t Vi1·ginia Legi lature on ovember 2, 1863> it had 
not )'C t 111et the additio11al requireme11t of (( on ent of ... the Congre _,, 
B o r e 111(1n \ \!,l~ 11ot the 0111)' per ~on a\vare of the defect. Andrew Hunter 
~111ci \ illia111 H. Traver~ botl1 k11ew that Congre had not approved 
Jefte r on' tra11 fer. \r\'itl1 tl1e revocatio11 of Virginia, per mi sion for 
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Jeffer 011' c:11111exatit1n i11 l1a11d, Hunter and Traver 1nade plan to reque t 
011gr \')ic 11al de11ial of tl1e tra11 fer. A 1865 came to a11 e11d, Jefferson 
()t111t}' ren1ained a part of e5t Virgi11ia, but both men retained hope that 

tl1e fL1ture \\'Ot1ld bri11g repatriation with Virginia. 

IJolitics a ide, tl1e lo of life wa the mo t deva tating consequence of The 
\V,1r. }<)1111 Browr1' fi11al \vord rang true. On the 1nor11ing of December 
211d, 1859, \\,·h1le eated in hi cell in the Jeffer on County Jail, Brown had 
\ ,, r i t t e rl : 

I Jc)hr1 B1·0,\1n an1 no,v quite certain that the crime of this guilty> 
lar1<.i: \\'ill 11e\1e1· be pt1rged awa)'; but with Blood. I had as I now 
tl1i11k: ,1,1i1111, tlatte1·ed ffi)' elf that without very 1nuch blood hed; 
it n1ight be (io11e. 1 

,,er tl1e coL1r~e of Tl1e \\'ar, approximately 620,000 American died 
fror11 either (i1~ca e or a a ref,,ult of battlefield wound . According to the 
1 60 e11~u~ figt1re\ , thi repre ented approximate!)' 2°tU of the total 
J)Op11latio11. 1 ntil the iet11an1 \ ar, the total number of death in the 

i,1il \\ar ex e ded th total of all U ,var combined.20 Roughly 14% of 
t lie 11 io11 1·1n)' e11li tn1e11t tr 11gth died. ii The figt1re for 011federate 
,, ~1~ 11t1 h l11gher. l~ 111g the highe t enli t1nent trengtl1) almo t or1e 111 
fo ur 0 11 fi der,1te eligible to e1·,,e died. 22 

! ot urpri ingly, of all of the 

I ,,t,1ld arriso11 \ 1illard. Joh11 Bro\,1n: a. Biograpl1}'· Doubleda)', I)<.)ra,1 & 0 111pa11)'· l11c. 
, rclc 11 it ', 1t , , , 't'.ork, 1929; 554 

) 9 P"llic " J)l pltlati ,11 i11 I 60 \V,l ... 3 J 000,000. 
_ 0 P"Il1 c d t at 11 t 11 f o I a 11 o th t: r l) n fl i L t 1 6 4, 2 -3. 
- l J:. r1li t111e11t trengtJ1 for the 11ion 1\ rnl)' ,,,~1 2 672,341 n1cn. lne 11io11 (ieat l1 tc>ll , , ,a · 

9,75 . 
-- l:11li'"' t111c11t tr 11gth for tl1c _,onfedcrate 1\ r rll)' ,,,a .. 1 227, 90 n1en. ~lhe 011federate deatl1 

tel11 ,,,a _ 9,000. 
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states in the Confederacy, the Commonwealth of Virginia suffered the 
largest number of deaths during The War. The State of New York recorded 
the most Union deaths.23 

Battlefield death did not escape Jefferson County. To provide some 
perspective, not long ago I did a very unscientific review of the 2nd 
Virginia Infantry Regiment. I chose to examine the rosters of Company A, 
the Jefferson Guards; Company B, the Hamtramck Guards; Company G, 
Botts Grays; Company H, the Letcher Rifles; and Company K, the Floyd 
Guards. Each of these companies was organized before or early in the 
war somewhere in Jefferson County, and I scanned each of their rosters 
looking for men who were either KIA (Killed in Action), MWIA (Mortally 
Wounded in Action), died from disease, or died from unknown causes. 
From that review I created a list of men who died during The War. 24 

The 2nd Virginia was selected because it was one of the five Confederate 
infantry regiments which became known as the iconic Stonewall Brigade, 
and because of all of the infantry regiments which served in The War, the 
2nd Virginia had the largest concentration of men who called Jefferson 
County home. The list of names that resulted from my survey provides 
just a thumbnail sketch of The War's impact on five companies of the 2nd 
Virginia. 

Companies A, B, G, H, and K of the 2nd Virginia Infantry Regiment 
recorded a total of 110 men lost from 1861 to 1865. Of that total, 53 men 
(48%) were either KIA or MWIA. Thirty-two (29%) deaths occurred from 
disease. Death from unknown causes claimed 25 (23%) lives. Forty-three 
deaths (39%) were recorded in 1862 which was the highest one year total. 
The second highest death toll was 22 (20%) in 1863, followed by 21 (19%) 
in 1864, 17 (15%) in 1861, and 7 (7%) in 1865. 

Manassas proved to be a deadly location for the 2nd Virginia. The Second 
Battle of Manassas, fought in late August, 1862, recorded the highest 
number of deaths for a single engagement: Sixteen men died - nine (56%) 
were KIA, and seven (44%) were MWIA. Among those killed on August 
30, 1862, was Private George W Barnhart. Barnhart was a local carpenter 

23 Civil War Facts 1861-1865 http://www.nps.gov/ civilwar/facts.htm 08/14/2015; 
Civil War Trust. Civil War Casualties - THE COST OF WAR: KILLED, WOUNDED, 
CAPTURED, AND MISSING http: / /www.civilwar.org/education/civil-war-casualties. 
html 08/14/2015 

24 Rosters were located in the appendix of Frye,s book 2nd Virginia Infantry. 79 - 153. 
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\Vho er1listed in 01npa11y B 011 April 18> 1861. He 
,va brought ho111e to Jeffer 011 County and wa 
bt1ried 111 ln1wood Ce1netery. Colo11el Law on Botts, 
co111n1a11der of the 2nd Virginia, wa (( hot through 
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~~~ 

tl1e cl1eck and rnot1th'' 011 Augt1 t 28th and died in 
Middleburg on epte111ber 16, 1862. Botts wa buried in 

;.;Jl'.H A tl1e gr,1veyard at Zio11 Epi copal Church in Charle town. 

Duri11g the Fir t Battle of Mana a , eight 1nen from the 
2nd Virginia were killed. William Hendricks was KIA 
on Jt1ly 21, 1861 and ,va the fir t Jeffer on County man 
to die 111 battle. Hendrick wa buried in the graveyard 

JJa, son Bott ,,,a 
appointed b}' Judge 
Ri hard Parker to 

defend Joh11 Bro,vn. 

at t. Ja111e Lutheran hurch in Uvilla. Of the eight 
deaths, t,-vo (25°~) were KIA a11d ix (75%) were MWIA. 
Thoma .. W Bri coe wa wounded on Jt1ly 21 and died 
fot1r day later. He wa buried in Zion' graveyard. 

I 11 the u r11111er of 1862 the actio11 .. l1ifted to the 
011feder,1te capitol at Ricl1n1011d. The 2nd Virgi11ia, 

0111111a11ded ,1t tl1e ti111e b)' um111it Poi11t re ident 
olo11el J,1111e \'\ alki11 ha\\7 Alle11, \\Ta there a a 

~)art of the 011federate effort to te1n the ad,1a11ce 
of tl1e nio11 Ar111). 011 Jt1ne 27th, Colo11el Alle11 
,, ,l') killed \vl1ilc Ie,1di11g the regiment. T¼10 day 
<,fter hi deat 1-l) tl1e Ri l1111ond Enqt1irer had thi 
t O S,1)1 : Col. Jame W. Allen 

; \ 111011g the killed i11 tl1e de 'perate figl1t of F1·iday after110011 ,va 
ol. ),1111e \ . Allen, of the 2d Regi1nent Virgi11ia \ 7olt1nteer . He 

\\7tl '" hot tl1rot1gh the head, and expired aln10 t i11 tantl)'· At the 
ti111e l1e recei,1ed tl1e fatal hot l1e \Va c1ct111g brigadier-ge11eral 
of Ja 'k 011' tone,\1all Brigade.' Hi body \\'a brougl1t to thi 

it)' )'e ' terd~l)' 111orning, a11d duri11g the da) wa depo ited at 
1-l ol l)' '''OO(i e111 ter)'· 

Iror1i ·111)', tl1 _11d \ irginia e ,1ped u11 cathed dt1rir1g the bloodie~t da)' of 
1·h \\ ,1r at r"'\h<1r1) bt1rg. Tl1e regi111ent \\1a .. detached a a pro\ o t guard at 

1<1rti r1 l1t1rg, a11(i sa\,1 11t) action 011 ei1t 111ber 17, 1862. 

t th l3attle of l1an cllor , ille, eigl1t 111e11 died, ~ix (75%) KI a11ci t\\10 

(_5°b) 1\ I \. 1·gea11t Ber1j,1n1i11 . l1ite \\7<1s Kl 011 la) 3, 1863, the 
S,1111 tia} tl1( t e11eral rll10111a Ja k 011 \Va ,.. \\.1QUI1ded. \,\ hite \\'a buried 
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in Zion's graveyard. Battles at Kernstown and First Winchester each 
claimed three lives; at Kernstown two KIA and one MWIA and at First 
Winchester one KIA and two MWIA. Gaines' Mill and Port Republic 
claimed two deaths each and one each at Jenning's Landing, Moorefield, 
and the Wilderness. 

A sad fact of The War was the large number of soldiers who were either 
killed, died from wounds or illness and were buried in unmarked graves. 
Of the 110 men on my list, in the column for ((Where buried;' 56 ( 51 % ) 
were left blank. For the families of those 56 men, the loss of a father, 
son, or brother was compounded by the fact that they would never 
come home. Twenty-eight (27%) Jefferson County men were returned 
home and buried in local graveyards and cemeteries. 25 The remaining 
26 (23%) were buried in cemeteries elsewhere including Hollywood 
Cemetery in Richmond and Stonewall Cemetery in Winchester. Of those 
men buried in Jefferson County, eight (29%) are interred in Elmwood 
Cemetery, eight (29%) in Edge Hill Cemetery, seven (25%) in the Zion 
Episcopal graveyard, two (7%) in the Christ Reformed Church graveyard 
in Shepherdstown, two (7%) in the St. James Lutheran Church in Uvilla, 
and one (3%) in the Shepherd Family Cemetery in Shepherdstown. Private 
Charles E. Hessey enlisted in Company Bon April 18, 1861. He is listed 
on sick leave in July and August, and he died at home in Shepherdstown 
on January 31, 1862. Private Hessey was buried in the Methodist lot in 
Elmwood Cemetery. 

Ignoring the sage advice of many strong Union men, Virginians voted to 
secede and join the Confederate States of America. On April 17, 1861, the 
day on which the Virginia Secession Convention approved a resolution of 
secession, Logan Osburn, Jefferson County's delegate to the convention, 
wrote to his wife: 

The Solemn, Sad, and desponding countenances that characterize 
the union men in the hall of the Convention clearly indicates 
their wounded pride and patriotic devotion to this country's 
honour and the people's liberty. Brave men with stout hearts and 
trembling voices, with tears rolling down their cheeks, have stood 

25 Graveyards are located in the yard of a church. Cemeteries are burial grounds separate 
from any church. 

• 



Jcft'er ·on ounl)" Hi .. tori al ociet}" 

Lip 11obl)' i11 dcfe11ce of the rights of the people, and earne tly 
clp~)ealed to thei1· brother member to save them & theirs from 
tl1e (ii111 cala111itie~ of civil \'\rar, but in vai11. 26 

111c resL1lta11t Ci,,il \'\1ar 1nevitabl)' led to the creation of We t Virginia 
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,111d re'->ttlted i11 the death of at lea t 620,000 American . The entire Nation 
experienced tl1e ''di1n calan1itie of civil war_,, In 1865, many of Jefferson 

.. ot111t) ,~ citize11 st1ffered tl1e effect of tho e fateful deci ion . 

JJ_ D011glas J)erk -, a,. 'ati11e of Jejfer·so11 Co1111t;1, is ci,rator of tl1e J effersorz Courzty 
1-f i~ to1·1cal o ief)1 a11d l1i .... toria11- i11-1·eside12Le at the Jeffe,·son Cou1zt;1 i\.1luse1,1;z. 
11 e i .... a_f,·e,

1

11 11 t speaker· 011 J effers(J 11 Co1111 f )' lz i sto 1·;1> tlze {l l l tlzor of'' vl r. J cfferso11 s 
()U 111)1' ' i I l rr J1e Gt, a1-ct i{l 11, {l 11 <i (l ~f,·l,LJ 11e11 t co 11 t ri lJ ll f i 11g a LLtl101· to Tlze ,\,[ ngl1Z l ne. 

26 I..oga11 l)lJr11 l<l t\largarel hc,,1 ~bt1r11, pril 17tl1, I 61, l{tLI 111c>11d, \ 1irgi11ia. 1=ron1 

the; r hi,,e of tl,e Jefter 011 Ol1Tlt)1 1 1tl etllll, l1arle'"' ·r·o\\'11 \i\ e ~t \ fi rgi11ia. 
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Summer Picnic 

The Society was lucky to have, just like last year, a beautiful day for the annual 
picnic. Bill Strider was our host at Clay Hill. The house was constructed in 
the Federal style by the Hurst family around 1828. It has been the home of the 
Strider-Fulk-Secrist family since 1881. The main restoration of the house was 
done from January 2007 to December 2008. 

Once again, the food brought by the members was varied and really good. The 
many different kinds of deviled eggs were not available for those who were late 
in line. 

Thanks again to the organizer Betsy Wells and the caterer Magnolia tree. 

• 
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