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ABSTRACT

The Virginia Convention of May 1776 was the most
important meeting in the history of the colony, for it
was there that independence was declared and a new form
of government established. Almost one-third of the
delegates present had never attended a previocus revoe-
lutionary convention. Their attendance has led some
‘historians to conclude that the convention reflected
a radicalization of the Virginla voters and a desire
cn their part to overthrow the established rule of the
gentry.

A county by ccunty biographical examination of
the delegates to the May convention and +the men thay
replaced does not support the thesis that a great move
to the left occurred in the elections., Of the thirty-
nines new men, thirteen were presgent because their pre-
¢ecessors definitely were in the militarys six because
former delegates probably were involved in military
affairs; three because their predecessors were engaged
in affairs other than political; three because the
December delegates had moved, There is no explianation

for the presence of eleven of the new men. In only



three cases were the changes clearly for political cause.
For the most part, the new men resembled their predecessors

socially and economically.
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A STUDY OF THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE VIRGINIA CONVENTION OF 1776



CHAPTER I
THE BACKGROUND OF THE MAY 1776 CONVENTION

The delegates who assembled at the Virginia conventicn
in May of 1776 ended british rule in Virginia. They instruct-
ed their delegates at the Continental Congress to move for
independencz. They then set about adopting a Declaration
of Rights and writing a constitution for the new state of
Virginia,1 Who were these men? What motivated them to adopt
a resoluticn supporting independence, an action which four
previous conventions had avoided?2 Had events since the last
cenvention in December 1775 changed the minds of those who
traditionally held power in Virginia, or had the Virginia
voters in the spring elections replaced them with a nore
radical set of delegates for the May meeting?

Thirty-nine of the one hundred and thirty delegates who
sat in the May 1776 convention had been elected for the first
time. Although they had been a2ctive on the local level,
thelir various constiiuencies had never sent them to any
previous convention. The importance c¢f the May meeting
renders the identity of these new men and the way. in which
they were slected central to the stery of the American
Reyaluticn in Virginia. If the delegates were novices in

Virginia politics and/or differed markedly from the previous



delegates whom they replaced, their vresence at the May
éonvention would represent a significant upset in the
political tradition ‘of Vir ginia, as well as a quickening
in the colony‘'s desire for independence. The purpose of
this thesis is to study *the new men at the convention and
the delegates they replzced. First, however, it is import-
ant to review the political climate in Virginia and her
sister colcnies in the months immediately prior to inde-
pendence. Relations between Britain and the cclonies had
been deteriorating for several years, but a series of
events in late 1775 and early 1776 gave a new direciion to
the colonial sitruggle against the mother country.

In Virginia, feelings between the.colonists and their
colonial governor, Lord Dunmore, had reached the point
where Dunmore, fearing fer his safety, had boarded a
British man~of-war in the summer of 1775, and the burges-
ges had cezased to function as a legislative body. Dunmore
unwittingly aided the cause of independence by plundering
plantations in the Chesapeake area and issuing a proclal-
ation on November 17, 1775, offering freedom to any slaves
¢f the rebels who Jjoined him and took up arms against their
\ma sters 3 In contrecl of the Norfolk ares, Dunmore and his
men had an accessible base from which to operate and a
ready source of supplies., Alarmed by this situation, the
Committee of Safety sent troops to Norfolk to oppose the
governor. The colonial troops routed the British in the

Y - . s b o
vattle of Great Bridge and occupiad Norfolk.  On New Year's



Day Durmore retaliated by bombarding the town. Instead of
smothering the fires which resulted, colonial troops- spread
the flames and engaged in widespread looting. The greater
part of Norfolk's destruction was caused by local troops,
but Dunmore received the blame for all of the damage.5
Supporters of independence reascned correctly that Dunmore's
actions would destroy the hopes for reconciliation with
Britain still entertsined by many Virginians. George
Washiington wrote to Joseph Reed on January 31ist that "a
few more of such flaming arguments, as were exhibited at
"Falmauth {}hﬁ present Portland, Maine, which the British
navy had bombardeé} and Noxrfolk, added to the sound doc-
trine and unanswerable reasoning contained in the pamphlet
*Common Sensa2® will not leave numbers at a loss to decide
upon the propriety of a separation."6
Washington. was on duty in Massachusetts during Dunmore's
incursions, Congress had recently vocted to raise a conti-
nental army'of 20,000 men to he enlisted until the end of
1776, However, that congressional move did not represent
a majeriiy desire for independence on the part of the mem=-
bership at the Continental Congress.7 But events were soon
to change the minority who supported independence into a
majority.

On Januayy 9 Thomas Pailne's publication Common Sense

ppeared, Written in a language that the common man could
understand, the pamphiet called for independence. "Tis tTime

te Part," wrote Paine., The plood of the sglain and everything



that was "riéh%.or reasonable" called for separation,

Paine challenged the divine right of kings, calling William
the Congqueror a French bastard who established himself with
armed banditti without the consenit of the people. William’s
rule “"certainly hath no divinity in it," stated Paine.9 He
answered most econcmic and peclitical arguments for remaining
under Britain. So persuasive and popular was the pamphlet
that within three weeks 120,000 copies were sold throughout
the colonies. ©

Common Sense changed the minds of many individuals, but

it was not the single force which persuaded the colonists,
On February 26 news of the Prohibitory Act arrived. The act
declared that zll American vessels and cargoes were subject
to seizure and forfeiture to the crown. Britain now consid-
ered the colonies in the class with declared enemies. Ac-
companying a copy of the aet were letters reporting that
commisgioners would be sent to treat with the colonists
and that an army of 20,000 would be sent to America of whom
part were to be stationed in the southern colonies.
Supnerters of separaticn welcomed the Prohibitory Act.
Richard Henry Lee stated that it was "curious tc observe,
that whilst people here are disputing and hesitating about
independency, the court by one bold Act of Psrliament...
have already put the two Countries sundera"li The zct
shocked men whe hoped for reconciliation, out many held to

the hope that the commissioners would bring about an accept-
1

n

abls settlemente.



dn March 18 the Continental Congress accepted a reso=-
lution calling for the issuance of letters of marque to
privateers., Virginia had already opened her ports to the
world in January of 1776, and her delegates joined with those
of four New England colonies, New York, and North Carolina
in supporting the move. Virginia delegates Richard Henry
Lee znd George Wythe proposed a preamble to the privateering
act in question which placed the blame for the colonies'
distress on the king and not his ministry.13 Although the
preamble was defeated, the tide was turning against the
orponents of independence in Congress and throughout the
colonies,

News that Britain had tried to recruit Russian soldiers
for service in America reached the colonies in mid-March,
adding to the growing disilliusionment with the mother ccuntry.
Information on Britainfs eventual success in hiring foreign
troops did not reach America until May 20, by which time
the idea of independence had captured the minds cof people

14

throughout the colonies. Samuel Adams, writing to Dr,

Samusl Cooper On‘April 31, stated:

The ideas of Independanice spread far and wide among
the Celonies. Many of the leading lMen see the ab-
surdity of supposing that Allegiance is due to =z
Sgvereign who hzs already ithrown us out ¢of his
Protection., South Carolina has lately assumed a
nevw Government. The convention of Norih Carolina
has unanimously agreed to do the same...Virginia
whose Conveniion is to meet on the third of next
month will follow the lead. The Beody of the People
of Maryland are firm...Some of the principal Members
of their Convention are timid and lukewarm.,.The
lcwer Counties on Delaware are a small People but
well affected to the Common Cause. In this populous



and wealilthy Colony f?evnsvlvanxé} political Parties

run high. The News papers are full of the Matter

but I think I may assure you that Common Sense,

prevails among the people...The Jerseys are agi-

tating the great Question. It is with them rather

a Matter of Prudence whether to determine till

gome others have done it before them,..tTheir

Sentiments & Manners are I believe similar to

those of N England...I forbear to say anything of

New York for I confess I am not able to form any

opinion of them,..I have not mentioned our little

Sister Georgia; but I believe she 1is as warmly

enﬂaged in. the Cause as any of us, & will do as

much as can be reasonably expscted of her,
Adams attributed the change in feeling to the Boston Fort
Bill of 1774 which brought about a union of the colonies
that would not have come zbout with reasoning the necessity
. %of it for the Common Safety.” Adams also felt that the
purning of Norfolk and hostilities in North Carolina turned
the southernsers te the cause of independence. One battle
. -in the South with British ?rﬂcps Adams feld, would do more
toward a deciaration of iy dbpendenrc "than a long chain of
conclusive Avgumanis in a'pr@vxnclal Gonvention or the
Continental Comgress."j”

Virginia'’s delegates in the Continental Congress had
put forth arguments for independence early in 1776, George

Wythe in February had stated vefore Congress that the colconies

-} - 1, 6 .

should declare themselves a free people,l By April the
Virginia eleciorate had caught up with Wythe and the other
Virginia delesgates in Congrose. Commen Sense was read

throughout the colony. Jefferson received z copy in Virginia
from Thomas Nelssn, Jr., in February. Sounding out people

in his area before returning to Congress, he left Albemarle



convinced thaﬁ nine~tenths of the inhabitants in the
northern sections favored independence.l? Residents in
other regions reported strong sentiment for the idea.
John Lee in Essex County wrote Richard Henry Lee that
*independence is now the topic here, and I think I am not
mistaken when I say it will (if not already) be very soon

i8

a'Favégrifﬁ Child,." Letters appeared in the Virginia

GaZe%%é.stating that the "independence of the Colonies

daily becomes more and more a topick of very anxious.dis-
quisition_."l9 A traveler in Virginia wrote from Petersburg,
"In my way through Virginia, I found the inhabitants warm
for independence...indeed, I hear nothing praised but Common

. . 2
Sense and independence,.” 0

Reports of the effect of Common_ Sense reached George

Washington in Massachusetts. Writing to Joseph Reed on
April 1, the general stated, "My countrymen I know, from
their form of government, and steady attachment hersiofore
t0 royalty, will come reluctantly into the idea of independ=-
ence, but time and persecution bring many wonderful things
to pass; and by private letters, which I have lately re-

ceived from Virginia, I find ‘*Common Sense® is working a
21

powerful change there in the minds of many men." Dele-
gates at the Continental Congress began to receive pleas
from home, Charles Lee wrote to Richard Henry Lee on April
5y “For God's sake why do you dawdle in the Congress so
strangely? Why do you not at once declare yourselves a

22

separate independent State?"” From John Page Jefferson
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received the admonition: “For God‘'s sake declare the
Colonies independent, at once, and save us {from ruin."23
Some individuals felt that a declaration of independ-
ence without an alliance with a foreign power would be the
ruin of the colonies. Patrick Henry held the view that
France would join with Great Britain against the colonies
if.dndspandence.was. declared.before an alliance was solidi-
fied.zu ‘George Wythe disagreed. He felt that France had
nothing to gain by aiding the colonies unless they declared
themselves a free pecple.25 He was joined in his opinions
by fellow Virginian John Augustine Washington, who was
"clearly of the opinion that unless we declare openly for
néependency thers is no chance for foreign aid.”26
In.Virginia the gquestion of foreign aid was overiaken
by events. Elections for the May convention were held in
April. Although there nre nc exacts accounts of how the
elections proceeded, they prcbably followed the pattern of
elections to the House of Burgesses. The sheriff fixed the
date and time of the election. Property qualifications for
voting stipulated that for a year previous to the election,
an individual had to have owned twenty-five acres with a
house znd plantation upon it, or one hundred acres of un-
occupied land, or & lot and a house in a tovnis Candidates
were expected to provide refreshments for the freeholders
who selected the representatives, uvsually from among the
gentry. An election could be challsnged in the House of

Burgesnses, but the mewbers were reluctant to overturn the
«<



decision of the county sheriff who determined the election
results. The sheriff generalily was a member of the aristo-
cracy, and burgesses were hesitant to offend a member of
their own class. If a disputed election occurred. the
Committee of Privileges and Elections of the House of Bur-
gesces conductad an investigation.z?
When. the.delegates. assembled in corvention, it was
widely expected that they would vote for independence.
James McClurg wrote Jefferson that “the notion of inde-
pendency had spread fast in Virginia and would be adopted

28

by a majority at the convention."® John Page informed

Richard Henry Lee that every man except Rcebert Carter

T ee T o s 29
Nicholas would declare for 1ndependence," Edmund Randolph,
a delegate tc the convention, reflected in later years that

Cormon Sense put the torch to the combustibles in the colony

and because of the pamphlet perhaps a majority of the counties
sent their delegates with instructions to vote for independ-
eﬁce.Bo

The stage was set when the delegates assembled on NMay
6 in Willizmgburg. L majority of the representatives favor-
ed separation. South Carclina and Rhode Isiand had already
created new governments foreshadowing the call of the Con-
tinental Congress on May 10 for the colonies to assums
sovereign powers. North Carolinz had instructed her delegates
in Congress to support a resolution calling for independence,
and Richard Henry Lee had urged Virginians to set an example

by creating 2 govsrnment and "sending perempiory Orders to



their delegates tc pursue the most effectual measures for
the Security of America.">: On the 15th of May, the con-
vention, after much debate, accepted the resolution of
Edmund Pendleton, president of the convention, which read
in part:

Resolved unanimcusly, That the delegates
appointed to represent this colony 1n General
Congress~be *nuurastba to~ propese-to that re-
spectable body to declare the Unlbyd Colonies
free and independent stateSe.ce.

Resolved unanimously, That a ccmmittee be
appointed to prepare a DBECLARATICN OF RIGHTS,
and such a plan of government as will be most
likely to maintain peace and order in this
cclony,; =znd secure eubsgaﬂtl&i and equal
liberty +to the people.

The vote on the resolution was unanimous with the exception

of Robert Carter Nicholas who abstzined but promised to rise
and fall with his country.33 The next day the scldiers par-
aded in Waller'®s Grove before Brigidisr General Andrew Lewis,
the Committee of Safety, members of the convention, and reg-
idents of Willismsburg. According to a newspaper account,
the resolution was read tc the afmy: and toasts were given
tos ‘"1, The American indewendent states; 2. The Grand
Congress of the United States, and their respective legis-
latures; 3, General Washington and victory to the American
arms.” The Grand Union Flag of the American states flew
cvexr the capiitcl during the parade. The soldiers drank
refrechments provided for them, and the evening "concluded
with illuminstions and other demonstrations of joy; every
one saemed pleased that the domination of Great Britain

7] 3""

was now a2t an 2ndeees

10
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CHAPTER II
HISTORIANS AND THE VIRGINIA CONVENTION OF 1776

The Virginia convention of May 1775 has understandably
drawn the attention of historians. The presence of a signi-
ficant number of new faces has led some writers to assect
that the change in membership signified a change in tﬁe
political and social climate in Virginia, +ther historians
~have been content to glorify the convention and those pre-
sent. In both cases, writers have often made generaliza-
tions about the membership on the basis of a2 few unsub-
Lstantiated - contemporary” otiservations or a wery random
examinaticn of the delegates.,

The first account of the meeting was by Hugh Blair
Grigsbyul Presented in 1855 as a lecture to the Phi Beta
Kappa Society, his book emphasized biographical data on the
members, Grigsby bemoaned the fact that there was little
informaticn in nrint on most of the men sinece "the rise,
progress snd consummation of the Revolution zre most inti-
mately connacted with the individual character and personal
influence of the men who were engaged in itoﬂz Grigsby
wrote in the flowery style of his age and foond no blemishes

-

in the men or their causge., "A more magnificsnt heritage

_ . 3
no pecple ever shared, or ever descended from a purer source.%”

14
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The Virginians did not choose to separate from Britain.,
They were driven to the sword by British oppression, and
they "committed their cause. to the God of Battles."u
Grigeby is a valuable source of information as hé had early
access to family documents and had acquired first-hand in-
formation from a few of the members. Flawed by subjectivity
andr-outdated-as~an historical account.of the-Revolution,

The Virginia Convention of 1776 still has to be considered

in any situdy of the convention.
Another nineteenth-century historian, George Bancroft,
also addressed himself to the May convention. In his

History of the United States of America he portrayed the

convention members as "one hundred and thirty of the ablest
men.in. Viiginia." They were no rash enthusiasts for liberty
nor men who wanted independence for‘the sake of change.
Instead, "they were the choice of the freeholders of Virginisa,
and the majority were men of independent fortune, or even
opulenca.” Bancroft described the physical features of

the men by sizting that most were of "large stature znd
robugt frames® and a great proportion of them lived to an
excesdingly oid agea“5 Unanimity prevailed in Virginia

in Bancroft®s idealized account. He characterized the
colony in this way: *Driven to the choice between holding
their constitutional rights on sufferance or creating a
gevermment by the people, Virginia, with a unity of spirii,
asked nc guestions about ancestiry or creed, nearness to

the sea or to the mountains. When it moved, it moved
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altogeth&r,”é

Bancroft's view of unanimity preceding the Revolution
vas no? shared by the Progressive historians of the early
twentieth century who emphasized the conflicting views of
conservative/radical factions in Virginia and other colon-
iess, and stressed the victory of the radicals as a major
change~in- the pokitical life of the colony. Charles and
Mary Beard, for example, discussed the division beiween
conservative and radical in Virginia. Although they did
not deal exclusively with the colony, the Beards concluded
Xhat planters on the seaboard and farmers in the interior
were locked in a "struggle which involved nothing less than
a4 revolution in the social order of the 0l1d Dominion with
itéwEstablished Church and- its landed aristocracy." The
Beards stated that many old families on the coastal plain
hated Patrick Henry and Thomas Jefferson more than they
‘hated the English.7 They also conc}uded that no more than
one-third of the adult white males set their seal of approval
on the Revolution by voting for committeemen and delegates.8

Hamilton ZEckenrode focused specifically on the colony

in his study on The Revolution in Virginiaza in which he

interpreted the conventions as conflicts between conserva-
tives and progressives. According to his view, the conser-
vatives controlled the March 1775 convention and the Commit-
tee of Safety, but losgt out to the progressives in the May
1776 meeting. In Eckenrode's opinion,; separation was Tfatal
10 the conservative cause.9

Isaac Harrell supported Eckenroda's contention that the
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conventions of August 1774 and March 1775 were under the
domination of the conservatives. He concluded that the
radicals won their first victory at the third convention
in July of 1775 with the exclusion of dissident clergy and
teachers from voting in the elections for committees of

10 Harrell did not portray a radical/conservative

safety.
split..after.the. July. convention. PRresumably the radicals
won out in late 1775 and early 1776.

A more recent Progressive work was Merrill Jensen's

Founding of a Nation which stated that "Virginians were

no more united on the subject of independence than the
people of the other colonies." Citing the case of the
Randolph family, Jensen noted that the Randolphs were “by
no means the only family in Virginia cr in the other colon-

11 He also contended that sonme

ies to be split in 1776."
men believed that a revolution was occurring in the social
ang po}itical life and for this reason feared an independ-
ence in which they might bte supplanted by men they considered
t0 be inferior. Jensen used Landon Carter’s obvious dis-
gust at the results of the April elections to reflect the
uneasiness some planters felt toward events in the spring of
1?76.12 Jensen did not conclude that a social revolution
ocourred during elections te the May conveniion. He did
contend that & minor revolution occurred in voting in 1775
when the county commitiees were first selected. Little or

ne attention wasg paid to voter qualifications uvntil the

July convention of 1775 called for annual elections for the
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commi.ttees and stipulated that the suffrage was limited to
freehclders voting in burgess elections.l3

Dumas Malone, writing much later than most Progressivesf
stressed the conflicts existing at the March 1775 convention.
Although the conservatives objected to the timing of the
development, they could not restrzin the citizens from arm-
ing~the-cokonys They-also-suspected Patrick Henry of deeper
designs when he proposed that the Committee of Safety assume
the full powers of government, and they vetoed the idea,
Still, the conservatives maintained control and the March
convention Ywas not a revolutionary gsthering after all."lu
Since Thomas Jefferson, the subject of Malone's bicgraph-
ical study, was in Philadelphia at the time of the December
aa@amaﬁmcﬂnv@mxxmmaw%Malaneﬁdidwnmwﬂtreamwtaafconventions
‘in depth.

Questions concerning the elections to the May convention
arise in the biographical works of Kate Rowland and Irving
Brant. Both authors' references to the April elections
reflect assumptions which are not supported by the evidence.
In her biography of George Mason, Rowland stated that "there
seems to have been no small competition for seats in its
conventicn_c&unCils.“iS She found her view reflected in a
letter from Robert Brent o Richard Henry Lese on the 28th
of Aprils

In rany counties there have besen warm contests for

seats in our Apprcecaching convention. Eany new ones
are got in. The paper will partly inform you of the
changss. Col. Mason with great difficuliy return'd
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for Fairfax. OQur friend Harry much pushed in

P William where Cud Bullett succeeds Blackbourne.
¥Will Brent for Stafford in Room of Charles Carter.
In Fauquier, where were 5 candigates. Martin
Picket in room of T. Marshall,l

Rewland did not discuss the contents of the letter except
for the section dealing with her subject, Mason. She seemed
to accept the interpretation that Blackbourne, Marshall,
and Carter were defeated in elections. Actually, Thomas
Marshall was on military duty at the time of the convention
and could not attend. Thomas Blackbourne may have been on
duity, and Cuthbert Bullett was his brother-in-law, an un-
likely contestant for his seat in convention. There is no
definite evidence that Charles Carter was defeated in Staf-
fcrd although this may have been the case.17

In his biocgraphical work on James Madison, Irving Brant
contended that there was a "quickened interest” in the se-
lection of delegzates in the epring of 1776 and that "deep-
lying social cleavages were present in the laments of the
defeated."la Brant used Landon Carter's complaints for
evidenc2, Carter had written in his diary on May 1, 1776:

I have Jjust heard A certain G.R., when asked to

lend his fire lock to go against the tender, asked

the Peocple if they were such fools t0 go to protect

the Gentlemen's houses on the river side; he thought

it would be better if they were burnt down. This

it seems 2 Genitlemen heard and told to a Committee

man; and theough we have had a Committee since no

Notice was ever taken of it. The old deligates

were left out, for this very Purpose and these new

ones chose for this Very Purpose of an intire

independence in which no Gentlemen should have

the least share, Hurray for Independency, Sedition,
and Confusion,
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Carter's son Robert Wormeley Carter and Francis Lightfoot
Lee had been defeated by two men, one of whom Carter con-
sidered "a worthless, impudent fellow"” and the other "a

20

most silly though good natured focl." chever.'Carter

himself was not even a candidate for convention, so he
was not among "the defeated” as Brant implied.
Brant's.account of the convention membership was also
exaggerated. He stated that "when the returns were in, it
was found that the strongest men Virginia could assemble,
save for absentees in the army or in Congress were coming
together for the great work in prospect." Brant described
the gathering as one in which "fine coats and lace cuffs
cculd be found next to the rudest homespun or deerskin,®
The juxtaposition of attire was colorfully descriptive but
perhaps inaccurate since Brant himself admitted that the
ac¢count cited described the 1783-1784 assembly, not the
5 21
May convention.
Brant's account revealed that he did not do a therough
county study of the elections before drawing conclusions.
Ccunties unrepresented in the 1775 convention sent
delegations. Many places were open 30 new delegates
because the o0ld ones were in the military service.
Aristocrats and democraits contended fox place, George
Mason, master spirit of the convention, barely escaped
defeat in Fairfax County, perhaps because an sxtra
touch of gout made him more than usuallily irascible.
Caxrter Braxton, aristocrat with a wife suspected of
Toryism, was beaten two to one in King William County
but received a certificate of election from Sheriff
Cwen Gwathmey, Gent.,, because the high candidate had
said before slection that he did not want the place.

Madigon was on the committee which ovex-ruled the
sheriff.««~
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The description of the King William election was accurate
but incomplete as Braxton was finally elected- to the con-
n

vention.‘3 In 1775, moreover, there were three conventions,
not one. Only Fincastle, Accomac, the borough of Norfolk,
and the College had sent delegates to the May 1776 conven-
ticn but not to the December convention, the last held in
1775. Twowof~these areas, Accomac and the borough of Nor-
folk, could not send delegates in December because of the
activity of the British in the Chesapeake area.24 Inasmuch
as Accomac, Fincastle, and Norfolk had sent representatives
to previous conventions, they were not totally unrepresented
in l??f; ¢

Brant's contention that social cleavages were present
ins the.May-convention. has. been challenged by Robert and
Katherine Brown who stated that "there was little if any
'revolution?! in representation" in Virginia during the
Revolution. In discussing the elections to the May meeting,
the Browns® work is another example of historians using
a guotation without thorough documentation. They too
employed the letter of Robert Brent to Richard Henry Lee
used by Rowland to assert:

While meny representatives won easily in 1776, there

were fwarm contests' in some counties just as there

a0 been before the Revolution. George Mason in

Fairfax and Henry Lee of Prince William were ‘much

push’d?! te win: the other Prince William incumbent,

Thomas Blackburn was replaced by Cuthbert Bulliti;

wWilliam Brent defeated Charles Carter from Stafford,

and Martin Prichet §i§} displaced Thomas Marshall

in Fauguier, Furthermcre, the men who replaced the

defeated candidates were usually of the same general
social position, as had been the case before 1776.
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Although the Browns did not state that Marshall and Blackburn
were defeated, they implied that the men lost at the polls.
They also did not cite any evidence for altering the quota-
tion from “Will Brent for Stafford in Room of Charles Carter”
to read "William Brent defeated Charles Carter from Stafford.”

It is clear that historians have been content to draw
c@m&&&&%@ﬁsrabeuﬁ thersignificance-of the May 1776 elections
and the delegates involved without thorough documentation.
The following chapter consegquently will attempt %o answer
these questions: Who were the delegates to the December
~and May conventions? Why did changes occur where they did?
Were the election rezsults a departure from the county's
political leacership patterns? Were the delegates to the
Recenbers. convention. replaced by men who differed greatly

from them in political experience and social standing?
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1There are only two works which deal specifically with
the Virginia conventicn of May 1776: Hugh Blair Grigsby,
The Virginia Convention of 1776 (Richmond, 1855) and
Robert L. iHilidrip, the Virginia Convention of 1776: A
Study of “Revolutionary Polities (unpubX. Ph.D. diss.,
University of Virginia, 1935). Grigsby deals primarily
with the delegates while Hilldrip concentrates on the work
of the convention,
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léRobert Brent to Richard Henxy Lee, April 28, 1775,
Lee Family Papers, Alderman Library, Charloittesville,
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Dr, Dale Benson of Scuthwestern College at Hemphis for
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1953)0 I, 197. ’

19Jack P, Greene, ed.; The Diary of Colonel Iandon
Carter of Sabine Hall, 1752-1778 (Charlottesville, 1965),
II, 1030-1031,
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Zchkenrode in Revolution in Virginia, 127, refers
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CHAPTER III

A BIOGRAPHICAL STUDY OF CHANGES IN DELEGATIONS AT THE
DECEMBER AND MAY CONVENTIONS

The=foldowing is-a county by county study of the
changes"thaf‘éccurred in the delegations of thirty-three
counties between the December 1775 and May 1776 meetings
of the Virginia convention. The counties are presented
alphabetically with an analysis of the change followed by
tiographies of the representatives in December and May.
Excluded are new delegates in May who attended a meeting
prior to. the.convention in. December. In two counties,
Faugquier and King and Queen, comparisons are made between
delegates at the May convention and men they replaced who
attended the March and July 1775 meetings. The counties
only sent one delegate in December since his colleague was
in the military. The addition of new men in May brought
the counties® delegations back up to two men each. In all,
there are thirty-eight biographies of December delegates

and thirty-nine biographies of new men in May.



AMHERST COUNTY

In Amherst County Gabriel Penn replaced Josepi Cabell
as a county delegate to the May conventicn. Cabell had sat
in the three previous conventions but did not attend in May
because he was paying claimants of the 1774 Indian expedi-
tion in the counties of Pititsylvania, Augusta, Botetourt,
and Pinecastle. Appointed on January 8, 1776, by the Decem-
ber convention, Cabell did not return from his journey %o
ﬁﬁvse areas until the May meeting was in s&ssion.1 The
ﬁ%ésenca of Gabriel Fenn as hie replacement most likely
did motsignify any- change™ in” the puolitical traditions of
the county, since the two men served together in 1776 as
the county*s first representatives to the House of Delegates.z

Amsherst and Buckingham Counties were formed from Albe-
marle in 1761.3 Joseph Cabell®s family wzs prominent in the
politics of the three counties from their early history until
the nineteenth century. The family was established in the
area by William Cabell, Sr., who migrated to Virginia frcm
England. A surgeon by training, he served as a justice of
the peace, a deputy sheriff, and surveyor in Virginia and
became 2 planier with heldings totaling 26,000 acres by

1753. His oldest son, William Cabell of "Union Hill,*

26
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represented Albemarle in the Housé:of Burgesses from 1758
until 1761 when he became a burgess from Amherst, serving
as its representative continuously from 1761 through all of
the revolutionary conventions. From 1772 he represented the
county with his brother Joseph. A member of the colonial
Committee of Safety, William Cabell, Jr., was a very wealthy
mamrrwhoser land: holdings- amounted to-15,237 acres by‘l788.&
In addition to William, Jr., and Joseph, John Cabell sat in
the meeting of Way 1776, representing Buckingham.5 Another
brother, Nicholas, served in the military during the Revolu-
tion under the command of the Marquis de Lafayette.é

The Cabells maintained their positions in the Piedmont's
politics after the Revolution. Cabells represented the
counties. of. Buckinghan and. Albemarle. in the House and
Senate. With the exception of three years, a Cabell held
the office of state senator from Albemarle continuously

from 1776 until 1830,

1Peter Force, comp., American Archives (Washington, 1837-
1853) Wth Ser., II, 165, III, 365, IV, 75, 115; H. R.
Mellwaine, ed., Jdournals of the Council of State of Virginia
(Richmond, 19321-1932), I, 53; Alexander Brown, Cabells and
Their Kin (Richmond, 1939), 48.

zEarl G. Swem and John W. Williams, eds., A Register of
the CGeneral Assembly of Virginia 1776-1918 and of the Consti-
tutional Conventions (Richmond, 1918), 354, '

BJohn W. Gwathmey, Twelve Virginia Cowsties (Richmond,
1937), 310.




bLuullle Griffith, Virginiza Houge of Burgesses 1750-
1774 (Northport, Alaoaﬁa, 1953), 152, 153y William G. Stanard,
ed., The Colonial Virginia Register, new ed. (Baltimore,
1965), 20, 140, 142, 144, 1he, 150, 152, 15%, 156, 158, 160,
162, 164, 166, 168, 171, 174 176 178 18u, 182, 185, 187,
190, 192, }95; Force, comp. , American A*ohwves, 4th Ser,,

11, 165, 111, 365, 1V, 75, VI, 1509.

5For more information on John Cabell, see his biography,
Buckingham County.
6

GTiﬁSb ,”Vlrgx .2 Convention, 114,

/Swem and W‘lliamq, eds., Assembly Register, 354;
Gwathmey, Twelve Counties, 329,

Joseph Cabell Amherst

Joseph Cabell (1732-1798) held the county offices befit-
tirg a man of hisg soecial position.1 He was a justice of the
peaca, a vestryman, and a burgess from Buckingham County
from 1761 until 1771 when he switched to Amherst County,
representing it from 1772 until 1775.2 He signed the three
nercantile associations of 1769, 1770, and 1774 and sat in
the Auvgust, [Marech, July, and December conventions.3

Cabell became active in the military affairs of the
cecuntiy by gerving as a lieutenant in the company which

arched with Patrick Henry toward Williamsburg to protest

-
=
a8

ingt the removal of the gun powder by ILord Dunmore.

0

ag
He continued o participate in the military within Amherst
by serving as colonel in the militia, 1775-1%81, and as

county lisutenant in 1778;5 Along with Gabriel Penn, who

28



replaced him in the May convention, he administered the
oath of allegiance within the county in 1777.6
Cabell represented Amherst in the House of Delegates in
1776 and 1778, but .in 1780 he became a representative for
Buckinghamn County.7 A wealthy man, Cabell owned 5,160 acres
of land in Buckingham, Amherst, and Fluvanna counties alcng

with siXty-six slaves, twenty horses, and one hundred and

o

twenty-two cattle,®

1Lyon G. Tyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginia Biography
(New York, 1915), I, 201,

ZH. R, McIlwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace of Cclonial

Vireinia, 1757-1775 {Richmond, 1965), 64, 77:; Lenora H.

Sweeny, Amherst County, Virginia in the Revolution (Lynch-
burg: Virginia, 1951), 2, 75, 78; William G. Stanard, ed.,
Colonial Register, 154, 156, 158, 160, 162, 164, 166, 168,
171, 174, iv&, 180, 18z, 185, 187, 189, 190, 192, 195, 197.

3Boyd, ed., Jefferson Papers, I, 30, 46, 108; Force,
comp., American Archives, #th Ser., II, 165, III, 365, IV,
75.

4Sweeny, Amherst County, 32.

5John H. Gwathmey, ed., Historical Register of Virgin-

ians in the Revelution (Richmond, 1938), 119; Sweeny, Amherst

6Sweenyg Amherst County, 80.

7Cabell sat in the House of Delegates in 1776 and 1778
for Amherst and 1780-81, 1787-88;, and 1788 for Buckinghan,
He represented Buckingham in the Senate in 1781-82, 1782,
1783, L78k-85, 1785~86; Swem and Williams, eds., Assembly

Register, 354.

8. . . .

These filgures come from tax lists covering 1787-88,
Jackson T, Main, "“The One Hundred," William and Mary
warterly, 3rd Series, Xi {1953), 371.
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Gabriel Fenn Amherst

Nothing significant is known about the life of Gabriel
Pern prior to the Revolutionary period. After 1775 he held
several important posgitions, indicating that he was prcbably
a member of the county's ruling class. A menmber of the com-
mittee of safety for Amherst in 1775, Penn served as under-
sheriff in 1776 and as justice of the peace in 1777.1 of
all the revolutionary conventions, he attended only the one
in May of 1776. He replaced .Joseph Czbell with whom he ad-
ministered the oath of allegiance within the county in 1777.2

Penn was active in the county militia. In 1769 he was
a lieutenant, but he rose in rank to beccme a captain in
17755 a major in 1780, and & lieutenant colonel in 1?82.3
He -was also a paymaster of the Buckingham battalion, 1775-
1776, %

Penn represented Amherst in the House of Delegates from
1776 until 1778.5 Two of his three terms he represented the
county with Joseph Cabell. He became sheriff of the county

in l?SO,O The only information on his personal life is an

advertizerent in the Yirginia Gazette in March of 1771 for

a2 plantation in Amherst which included two tailor shops and

three blacksmith shops./

1Sw$eny, Amherst County, 2; The proceedings of the Con-
vention of delegates, held at the Capitel, in the city of

Williamsburg..., on Monday the 6th of May, 1776. Printed by
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Alexander Purdie (1776). Reprinted in Richmend, 1816, 45;
Force, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 1535.

2Force, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., IV, 1509;
Sweeny, Amherst County, 80.

3R. A. Brock, ed., Papers, Military and Folitical, 1775-
1778, of George Gilmer, M.D., of ‘Pen Park.,' Albemarle
County, (Virginia Historical 3Society, Collections, New Ser.,
TRichmond, 1882-1892}), VI, 112; Sweeny, Anhierst County, 5,
35, 36, 38, 39, 189.
&GWathmey; eds, Historical Register, 616; McIlwaine,
ed., Council: Journals, 291, 461,

5Swem and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, L16.

6Sweeny, Amherst County, 88, 89.

?Purdie and Dixon, Virginia Gazette (Williamsburg),




BOTETOURT COUNTY

In Botetourt County Patrick Lockhart served in the
convention in place of Andrew Lewis who was on duty with

1 There was no dramatic change in

the Continental Arny.
the representation of Botetourt. A western county, it

was formed from Augusta in 1769.% With the exception of
Lockhart's presence in the May convention, Andrew Lewis
and John Bowyer represented the county from 1772 through
the 1776 convention.3 Although Lockhart was not as promi-
nent as Lewis,; his occupation as a merchant was not 2
detit¥ruent, sveially-orvpolitically, in the frontier area

of the colony.

1Frances B. Heitmsn, Historical Register of Officers of
the Continen ai Army During ihe War of the Revolution (washing-
tonp Do Cs' . llf)' 31"8

ZWililam Hs Gaxnes, Jr., et al. eds., A Hornhook of
Vireinis Histely, rev. ed. (Richmond, 1945), L0.

3stanard, ed., Golonial Resister, 185, 187, 150, 162,
195, 128, 201, 203, 20%, 208. Bovwyer was the only repre-
sentative in the July 1775 convention. He also represented
Botatourt in 1770-71 whan the county was first organized
and admitted ?o the Houee of Burgesses
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Andrew lLewis Botetourt

Andrew Iewis (1720-1781) was a member of a prominent
frontier family. His father, John Lewisg, helped to found
the town of Staunton and to organize Augusta County.1
Andrew Lewis served as a justice of the peace from 1765
until 1774 and as a burgess in the 1772-1774 and 1775
assemblies.~ He also rapresented Botetourt at the conventions
of March and December'l7?5.3

Lewls gained reknown in Virginia through his military
career. A county lieuterant, Lewis served as a major in
+he French and Indian War and surrendered at Fort Hecessity
with George Washington. In 1758 Lewis helped draft the
treaty of Fort Stanwix, and in 1774 as a brigadier general
Yed his troops in defeat of the Indians in the Battle of
Point Pleasant in Dunmore's War, Commissioned brigadier
general by Congress on March 1, 1776, Lewis assumed command
of the troops staticned in Williamsburg and in July drove
Governor Dunmore from Gwyn's Island.u He resigned his com=-
mission in 1777 when Congress did no% promote him.S Lewis
continued to serve Virginia in the lccal forces.6 He also
acted as a commissiorner at the treaty c¢f Fort Pitt in 1778
and sat on the Executive Council of Governor Thomas Jefferson
from 1779 until 1781.7

A wealthy man, Lewis in his will left 2,000 acres of
land to his son William and 30,000 acres te be divided among
his other children,B Much of his property was acquired

threugh military service,
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1See Rohert L, Meriwether in DARBR s.v. "Lewis,

Andrew,"; Tyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginia Biography,
I, 2771 Andrew Lewis's brothers were also prominent men
in their area. Thomas Lewis was a county surveyor, bur-
gess from Augusta County, a commissioner at the treaty of
Fort Pitt, a representative tc the convention of May 1776,
and a member of the House of Lelegates. With the excep-
tion of Charles Lewlisg, who died at the Battle of Point
Pleasant, 2ll of the Lewis brothers served in the mili-
tary during the French and Indian War and the Revolution.
Je¢ k. Peyiton, Historv of Augusta County, 2nd ed. (Bridge-
ya?nre Virginis,. 1953), 286; Grigsby, Virginia Convention,

10-112. ‘

2MCIlWaln8, ed., Justices of the Peace, 66, 97, 99,
101, 1il, 121, 1l26; Stanard, ed., Colonial Reg;ster, 150,
loz, 195, 198.

3Fercee comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., III, 365,

TV 75.

uPeyton, Augusta County, 12.

* 5D0u{&&0 S. Freeman, George Washington (New York,
1948«19 2}, IV, 395,

'6S§e Robert L. Meriwether in DAB s.v. "Lewis, Andrew,”

7Peyton, Auzusta County, 187.

81vid., 33s.

9Freeman, Washington, III, 300,

Patrick Lockhart Botetourt

A merchant in Fincastle, Botetourt County, Patrick
Lockhart (cz.l749 - £a.1810) served as a justice of the
peace in 1773 and as a2 delegate to the conventicn of May
l??éel In 1778 the State Board of War appointed him to

provide wagons and blankets for the frontier skirmishes,



and on June 11, Congress appointed him to procure the nec-
essities for the expedition against Detroit.z

Lockhart was a member of the House of Delegates from
1776 until 1778 and the sheriff of Botetourt in 1784 and
1788.3 Governor Benjamin Harrison appointed him in 1782 as
commissionzy in charge of stores in Botetourt and three
adjeiningcounties., He-also acted as trustee for clearing
thé,Jamés River in 1783 and as trustee for Fincastle Academy
in 1785.4 In the militia, Lockhart served as a major during
the Revolution and advanced to colonel in 1788.5 with the
exception of 582 acres of land in Culpeper valued at 174.12¢

in 1782, Lockhart®s land holdings are unkncwm.é

lﬁutohinsan and Rachal, eds., Madison Papers, 252n.l;

There are early references to Lockharts in the county. A
James Lockhart was a vestryman and church warden in 1746,
and & Randall Lockhart wab a trustee for the town of Staun=
ton at its incorporation in 1761, Their relation to Patrick
Lockhart is unknown. PeytOL. Augusta County, 96, 256;
David J. Mays, ed., The Pavers of Edmurd Dendx ton
(Charlottesviile, 196Y), 1, 90; Kellogg and Thwaites, eds.,
Dunmore's War, 182, 134, Hutchinson and Rachal, eds.,
Madison Papers, I. 252n.l; McIlwaine; ed., Justiceg of

the Peace,; Ll2Z; Force, comp., Amecican Archives, 4th Ser.,
Vi, 1309,

ZDavid Bughnell, Jr., "The Virginia Frontiers in His-
Lory=wl776,7 Vlra*niu Vagazins of History and Bichraphx,
XNITIT, (1913), £257; Auteninson ana Racnal, cOSe, adison
Papexrs, I, 252.

3 ”%99;
irginia State
Oapitol

BSwem and wmhxzdbs, eds,, Agssembly Regcister
W, P, Palwer ard 3, McRae, eds., Calendar oi ¥
Papers and Cther Manuscrivts...Pregerved in che
at Richmond (Richmond, 1875-1893), IV, 536.
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"w.‘w. Hemning, ed., The Statutes at lLarge; Being a
Cellection of Al the laws of Virginia From _the First
Sesfsicheestn the Year 1619 (Richmona, 1809-1823), XI,
341, X1, 202.

‘ 5Hutchinson and Rachal, eds., Madison Papers, I,
25211.: 1.

6Culpeper Land Book, 1782, Virginia State Library,
Richmond, Virginia.




BUCKINGHAM COUNTY

Thomas Patterson was not present at the May convention
because he was in the military.1 Since he was Buckingham's
only delegate to the December meeting, it is impossible to
judge whether Charles Patteson cr John Cabell, the delegates
to the May convention, was his replacement., The two men
were logical selections in the Piedmont county which strong-
ly supporited independence. Cabell and Patteson carried the

follcwing instructions from Buckingham County to Williamsburg

in May of 1776:

We, therefore, your constituents, recommend to, and
instrvci you, as far as your voices will contrivute,
to cause a total and final separation from Great
Britain to take place as soon as possibles or, as we
conceive this great point will not come within your
immediate providence, that, as far as in your power,
you cause such instructions to be given to the Dele-
gates from this Colony to the Continenial CongressS.s..s
We pray, therefore, that, under the superintending
providence of the Ruler of the Universe, a Government
may be established in America, the most free, hapry,
and permanent, that human wisdom can contrive, and the
perfection of man maintain,.?2

None ¢f the representatives to the December and May
conventions appeared ag delegates before those meetings.
Given the revolutionary fervor within the county, it is
pessiple that the voters sent men to the last two meetings
who were known proponents of independence., If this were

the case, the change within Buckingham took place earlier



+han April of 1776. However, the election of new men still
did not signify an overthrow of the genitry class. Patteson
was a doctor while Cabell was a member of +he prominent
Cabell_family and his brother Joseph had represented the

county in the House of Burgesses from 1761 until 1771.7

L, - )
Heitman, ed., Historical Register of the Revolution
. ” i ?

k29,

2
L.'I“Qr 3 " " ; .4 1y o . . N - .l .
ce, Comp., Americsn Archives, 4th Ser,, VI, 458~

46.].. ']
3 tanard, ad., Colonizl Registe )
162, 164, i S Register, 164, 156, 158, 1éc,

S
64, 166, 1€8, 171, 174, 176, 178, 180, 183, 185, 187.
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Thones Pat%ersoni Buckingham

Themas Patterson (d. ¢2.1776) was a justice of the
peace for Buckingham County in 1772 and 1774.2 When the
committee of deputies met to organize a battalion of men,
Patierscn was selected as the commissary of masters.3 He
sexrved in the convention of December L775 and became cap-
tain of the Sixth Virginia Regiment on February 24, .].7'76.'1L
Although his exact land holdings are unknown, Patterson

5

was a planter.

;Pat*eruon's and Patteson's last names are spelled as
they are listed on convention rolls. There are many dif-
ferent swvellings (Paterson, Pattison, Patieson, Patiesson)
given for both men. There is no proof of any relation
vetween the two

9
“Mellwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 113, 127.

- _ ,
“0n July 17, 1775, the convention required that a batw

+3110n of Minute Men be organized in each district. Buck-
ingham, Amherst, Albemarle, and Augusia were designated as

one digtriet and deputies were appozntea from each county

to meet and organize the area. The men chose officers forx

the regular service, divided the area into companies, and
chose officers for the Minute Men. Brock, ed.,, Gilmer
Papers, 110-112,

}Fofce, cemp., Americsn Archives, 4th Ser., IV, 75;
McIlwaine, ed., Ccuneil Journals, I, 5; Palwer, ed..
Calendar of State ”aperg. Viii, 104, 234; Heitman, ed.,
Historical Register of the Revalutlon, L29,:

5"mi seellianeous Colonial Documents,® Virginia Maga-
zine of Historv and Bilography, XVIII (1916), 279-200C
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Charles Patteson Buckingham

Charles Patteson was a justice of the peace in 1765,
1757, 1772, and 1774 and coroner of Buckingham in 177@.1
As a delegate from Buckingham to the committee of deputies
in September of 1775, he helped organize a battalion of men
from the Buckingham district.2 Patteson represented his
county in the May 1776 convention and continued to serve
in the House of Delegates 1776, 1777, 1781-82, 1782, 1782-

176865, 178?m1?88.3 He was a doctor by profession.a

teriwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 64, 77, 113, 127;
“lligcellaneous Documents,” Virgsinia Magazine of History and
Bzcgwuph', XVIII (1%10), 281,

zbfbck% e&%,«Gﬁlm@r’Paﬁérs. 110, 111,

3Force, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., IV, 1509;
Swem and Williams, eds., Agssembly Register, 415,

Q"Mi scellaneous Documents." Virginia lMagazine of Hizmtory
and Biographv, AVIIXI (l910), 281.

Jonn Cabell Buckinghamn

John Cabell (d. c2.1815) was the third son of William
Cabell,1 and the brother of Joseph and William Cabell, He
served as justice ¢f the peace in 1767, 1772, and 1774

and sat on the Ruckingham commiitee of safeﬁy.z Along



with Charles Patteson and another representative, he met
with the deputies of Amherst, Albemarle, and Augusta to
organize a bvattalion ¢f Minute Men in the Buckingham dis-
trict. County Iieutenant in 1776 and 1782, Cabell may
have been a ceclonel in the Buckingham militia.u A member
of the May 1776 convention, he continued to represent
Brelsingham-in. the-House of Delegates.in 1776, 1777, 1780~

1781, and 1783.0

,}lGrigsby, Virginia Convention, 114; Tyler, ed., Encyclo-
pedin of Virsinia Biogryaphy, I, 201; For more on the Cabell
family, see the blography of Josepnh Cabell, Amherst County.

wZMcIlwaineg ed., Jusiices of the Peace, 77, 113, 127;
Iyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginia Pilographv, I, 201.

“BBrockg ed., Gilmexr Papers, 110.

f#McIlwaine, ed., Council Journals, I, 212; Miscellane-
ous ‘Revolutionary Box 2, Folder of Accounts for Buckingham,
Virginia State Library, Richmond, Virginiai; Gwathmey, ed.,
Historical Rezister, 119 lists Cabell as a colonel and
County Lieutensnt for Buckingham in 1780. Other accounts
list him only as County Lieutenant.

[ 4 .
“Force, ed., American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 1509;
Swem and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, 354.
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CHARLOTTE COUNTY

In Charlotte County, Thomas Read replaced his brother
Isaac as delegate to the May convention. Isaac Read could
not-be-pregent because he  was on active duty with the:
Fourth Virginia Regiment in Suffolk.1 Since the Reads were
a politically prominent family in Lunenburg and Charlotte
counties, Thomas Read's election to fill his brother's
position was not an unexpected occurrence,

Clement Read, Sr. had sat in the House of Burgesses
for Lunenburgz from 1748 until his death in'1762.2 His son
Clement Read, Jr. represented the Southside county from
1762 until 1765 when he accepted the office of coroner.
Charlotte first sent delegates to the Burgesses in October
1765, Clement Read, Jr., and Paul Carrington were the
representatives and continued in thelr positions until
May of 1769 when Isaac Read replaced Clement. Isaac Read
continued to serve until 1771, and Carrington served con-
tinuously from Charlotte's entry into the House of Burges-
sea until the last convention.3 Carrington had served his
legal apprenticeship under Clement Read, Sr., and was the

* i u
brother-in-law of Clement, Jr., Isaac, and Thomas.

L2 .



1R. A. Brock, ed., Orderly Book of the Company of
Captain George Stubblefield, 1776 (Virginia State Histori-
cal Sgciety, Colilections, New Ser., (Richmond, 1882-18¢2),
YI, 165,

- 2Stanard, ed., Colonial Register, 123, 127, 129, 131,
1339 1479 1499 1510 15 ? 155. lB?s 1599 1610

3Stanard, ed., Colonial Register, 162, 165, 167, 169,
173, l?”o 1?63 i78, lg8c, 182, 185, 187, 19C, 192, 195, 1983
Force, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., II, 165; There
are 1o delegates ilisted for the July 1775 conventicn;
IVy” 759 VI 1509,

L

Grigsby, Yirginia Convention, 97, 98.

Isaac Read Charlotte

Isaac Read represented Charlotte in the assenmblies of
1769+ 8nds 176%«1771 where- he signed both the Associations of

1769 znd 1770e1 A memter of the county committee of safety,

Read also represented the county in the conventions of March

and December 1775, at which he was appointed a lieutenant
celonsl of the TFourth Virginia Regim@nt,z He becanme a
coleonel in hugust of 1776 and died while in the military in
1781. For hLis services; the cclony awarded his family
6,666 acres nf'iaﬂd.B

Read's situaticn FTinancially is unknown. A lawyer by
profession, he cwned in 1776 one riding chair and two wheel

R . oo . L
carriages, possessions limited to the wealthy.

L3
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16tanara, ed., Colonial Register, 180, 183, 187;
Boyd, ed., Jﬁlferson Papers, L, 30, 47.

Charles W. Coleman, ed.,, “The Commlttees of 1774-75
in Virginia,* William and NMary Quarterly, lst Sex., V,
(1895»1891), 102; Force comp., American Archives, 4+th
Seray II 16_‘)9 IV ?J; 1200

3Gwathmey, ed., Historical Register, 653; Tyler,
Encyeclovedia of Virginia Biography, I, 312.

“"F;rst Court of Charlotte,” ler's Quarterly H t-
orical and Geénealogical Magszlnﬁ, ¥V (19235-192%), ?O-
“P”perq From the V;xg;nla State Auditor's 0ffice, Now in
the State Library,” Virginia Magazine of History and Big-
graphy, XXV (1918( l%%

Thomas Read Charlotte

% Educatad at the College of William and Mary, Thomas
Read (ga. 1735-1817) served as county surveyor, justice,
tagﬁ deputy clerk for Charlotte prior to becoming clerk of
t@? county in 1770, an office he held until his death.!
A;ﬁamber of the county committee of safety, Read served
ag a delegate to the May convention of 1776 and, as county
lieutenant, marched with the county militia to oppose
Cornwallie.z

Read continued to serve his county in the House of
Delegates in the assemblies of 1776 and 1779-1780, He
also repre gented Charlotte in the convention of 1788 and

served as trustee of Hampden~Sydney Colleg e~3 Figures of

'm

by

1ls exazct land holdings are unknown, but Resd owned at

3
-3

least 742 acres in Charlotte in 1782, Apparently, he was
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affluent as early as 1776, for in that year he was taxed

5

for one riding chair and two wheel carriages.

: 1Tyler, ed., Encyclonedia of Virginia Blography, II,
33: "Studenis in 1754 at Willliam and Mary College,® William
and. Marvy Quartseriy, lst Ser., VI (1898), 188; Palmer, ed.,
Caftendaxr of Shate FPapersg, IV, 522; Grigsby, Virginia
Corvvention, 106 Mellwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace,

65, 706, &7, 963 W. S. Morton, "Clement Keade,” Williamn
and Mary Quarierly, 2nd Ser., VI (1926), 242,

2Coleman, @de., "Committees of Safety,” William and
Mary Quarterly, lst Ser., V (1865-1897), 102; Force, COmp,,
American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 15093 Grigsby. Virzinia
Convention, 107; Tyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginiag
Biograpny, IX, 33.

BSwem znd Willlams, eds., Agssemblv Register, 421
Jo. B. Hemnneman, *Trusitees of Hampden~Sydney," William
and Mary Quavterily, VI (1898), 175,

l s 4 . .
i'"’i*.z‘azr:’d Foamily,"™ William and Mary Quarterly, 1lst Ser.,
XXVII (1917-1919), 2684,




CULPEPER COUNTY

French Sirother replaced Henry Pendletcn as a dele-
gate from Culpeper to the May convention. Pendleton may
have gone into the wilitary, but-there is no definite
evidence as to why he was not a delegate to the May meeting.
Both men were active in revolutionary affairs and there does
not appear te have been an overthrow of the established
political power in Culpeper during the April election.

The county sent the same two men, Henry Field, Jr., and
Henry Pendleton, to the House of Burgesses from 1769
through. the: last session of théﬁ”bddy:“hField-and Pendle-
ton also represented the county in all of the conventions
with +the exception of the May meeting ir which French
Strother was a delegate.i

If Strother did defeat Pendleton in an election, it
£till was not a victory of the iower class over the upper
clasz. The Strothers and Pendletons intermarried, and
evidence indicates that the land holdings of the two men

were about the sane,

1Stanardﬁ ed.y Golonial Register, 183, 185, 187, 190,
193, 195, 198, 201, 204, 206, 208,

Lé
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Henry Pendleton Cﬂlpeper

Hentry Pendleton (1733-1798) was the son of James Pendle-
ton, the brother of Edmund.1 He married Ann Thomas and had
seven children, two of whom married members of the Strother
family.z He served as jusiice of the peace in 1762 and as
a burgess during the sessions of 1760-1761, 1769-1771, 1772~
1774, and 1775, signing the Association of 1774'3

Pendleton participated in revolutionary activity. At
the Culpeper meeting of freeholders and inhabitants called
after the Boston Port Bill, Pendleton was the moderator.
A member of ithe Culpeper committee of safety, Pendleton was
also a delegate to the conventions of March, July, and Dec=-
ember l775.5 He served as a captain during the Revolution.
Although“Hig -military service may have prevented him from
gitting in the May convention, the lack of a date for his
entering the service prevents a judgment from being made.

Henry Pendleton owned substantial acreage. He inherit-
ed the trac¢t on which his family lived from his father in
1763. Although the amount of land is not specified in his
father's wili, Henry's brother Philip irherited 958 acresg7
In 1782 Pendleton was taxed by the county of Culpeper for.
833 acres, valued at % 340.0., Other Pendletons owned a com=-

8 In addition to his Culpeper

bined area of 2,967 acres.
holdings, Perndleilon owned land in Spotsylvaniz County in

1767.7



'1Harold E. Carson, "The Pendleton Geneology,"” Virginia
Magazine of History and Biecgraphy, XL, (1932), 88; Mays,
Edmund Pendleton, ILl, 4.

2Raleigh T. Green, Genezlogical and Historical Notes
on Culpeper Countv, Virginia (Culpeper, 1900), 97.

3McIlwaine, ed,, Justices of the Peace, 65; Stanard,
ed., Cclonizal Register, 152, 183, 185, 187, 190, 193, 195,
198; Boyd, ed., Jefferson Papers, I, 108,

#Carson, "Pendleton Geneology," Virginia Magazine of
Higtory and Blosraphy, XL, (1932), 88.

&
“Mays, Edmund Pendleton, II, 4%; Force, comp,, American
AI’CM__%&, l‘g’th S::”:l‘.., 11;1653 j‘:Il’ 365, IV’ 750

6Mays, Edmund Pendleton, II, 44; Culpeper Land Tax
Book 1782, (Virginia State Library, Richmond); Carson,
"Pendletcn Geneology," Virginia Magazine of History and
- Biography, XL, (1932), €8,

7Fred Dorman, ed., Culveper County, Yirgiﬁia, wWill
Book A, 37249=1770 (Washington, De Ces 1956), 79

, SCulpeper Land Tax Book, 1782, (Virginia State Library,
Richmond).

_ 9William A. Crozier, ed., Spotsyvivania County Reccrds,
1721-1800, reissue (Baltimore, 1965), 254,

L8
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French Strother Culpeper

French Strother (d. 1792) began his pol}tical career
in Culpeper County much nearer to the time of the Revolution
than did Henry Pendleton.® Since his birthdate is unknovm,
Strotherts appearance in the early 1770's may be atiribut-
able to his youth. The little information which exists on
his background indicates that he was a man of social position.

Strother was the great grandson of William Strother,
burgess from King William from 1727 until 1734.° He was 2
‘vegtryman at St. Mark®s Parish in 1772 and a justice of the
peace in 1773.3 In May of 1776 Stirother represented Cul-
peper at the coenvention in Williamsburg.a He served as a
city lieutenant and in 1781 became colonel in the militia.5
He was a church warden in 1780, sheriff in 1782, representa-
tive to the House of Delegates, 1776-1791, state senator,
17911800, and a delegate to the Virginia eonventiicn of
1788,6

In 1761 Strother inherited his father®*s estate, which
wag valued at  1027.58.9d. and included twenty slaves.7
The Culpeper Land Tax Book in 1782 licsted Strother's holdings
as 654% acres of larnd valued at & 697.8

loyistorical ana Genealogical Notes amd Queries,® Virgin-
ia Magazine of History and Biography, XIII (1905-1906), 431,

zTyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginia Biography, I, 332.



3Green, Historical Noieg, 83-84; Mcilwaine, ed.,
Jugticeg of the Peace, 122,

L

\]

Force, comp., American Archives; hth_Ser., VI, 1509.

5Green, Historical Notes, 83-84; Palmer, ed., Calendar

cf State Papers, 1, 602,

sGreen, Historical Notes, 83=843; Culpeper Land Tax
Book, 1782, Virginia State Library, Richmond, Virginia;
Swem .and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, 433.

-

TDorman, ed., Will Book A, 64, 76.
8

Culpeper Land Tax Book, 1782,
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DINWIDDIE COUNTY

Bolling Starke represented Dinwiddie County at the
May convention instead of Robert Ruffin who had sat in the
previous meetings. Ruffin definitely was in the military
during the summer of 1776, and evidence indicates that he
may have been on active duty as esrly as March of that
year, making him unavailable for convention service.l Even
if Ruffin was not in the military prior to the April elec-
tionse, the patiern of the county's representatives and the
character of Bolling Starke do not support the contention
th&#;hiSWptéGeﬁcegairthe convention was an unusual occur-
rence in Dinwiddie politics,

Only seven men represented Dinwiddie County from its
entry into the House of Burgesses in 1753 until the June
session in 1775{2 John Ranister, the county's other dele-
gate to the Kay meeting, reprzsented the county from October
1765 through all of the conventions, and Bolling Starke
was a burgess before winning a place in the convention.3
The county initizlly was more conservative in the approaches
it favored in the colonies' problems with England. After
the Boston Pert Act, when eastern and midland counties were
drawing up resolutions calling for some form of action

against the meother country, Dinwiddie County was one of

5 // LidteaRyY
i Wila-n & Mary
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two counties opposed to any stern measures.

1Although Ruffin was not appcinted a lieutenant colonel
until the May convention was in session, a John Ruffin is
listed as the Virginia officer certifying the bravery of a
Robert Ward on March 16, 1776, Force, comp., American
Archives, #th Ser., IV, 1518; "Virginia Legislative Papers,"
%@gﬁLQ;a Magazine of History snd Biography, XV (1907-1908),
.a)“ Fog

2Stanard, ed., Colc¢nial Register, 128, 138, 140, 144,
146, 154, 158, 172, 180, 183, 187, 190, 199.

31bia., 172, 180, 183, 187, 190, 199, 201, 204, 206,

208,

uFreeman, Waghington, IiI, 361.

Johnn Ruffin Dinwiddie

John Ruffin was the son of Robert Ruffin who had served
as ‘& burgess for Dinwiddie in the 1758=-1761 session and was
a Jjustice of the peace for the county in the 1760'5.1 ~John
Ruffin attended +the conventions of July and December 1775,
Commissioned lieutenant colonel of the First Minute Batta-
lion raised to zo to the defense of North Carolina by the
May convention, Ruffin resigned his commission in August of

1776 and died the following yeaxj.2

1writer‘s Program, Works Progress Admimistration,
Dinwiddie County “The Countrey of the Apamatica," (Richmond,
19h2), 2); Stanard, ed., Colonial Regigter, 1406, 148;
WcIlwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 68, 7k,




zForoe, comp., American Archiveg, hth Ser., III,
365, IV, 75, VI, 1518; HKcllwaine, ed., Council Journals,
I, 123, 198; “Personal Notices from the *'Virginia Gazette'
for 1776 and 1777," William and Marv Quarterly, 1lst Ser.,

Bodding~Stavkes Dinwiddie

Bolling Starke (1733-1788) was an established partici-
pant in Dinwiddie politics before he represented the county

1 After serving as sheriff and justice

at the May convention.
of the peace; Starke went to the Burgesses for the 1769,
1769~1771 sessions where he signed the non-importation
resolutions of 1769 and 1770.2 He also was a member of the
county committee of correspondence.3
Starke conitinued to represent Dinwiddie in the House
of Delegates in 1776 and 1777. He returned to that bedy as
a member from Prince George in the 1780-1781 session.u In
1778 he szt on the Governorts Council and from 1782-1783
he was o state auditor.5
 Upon Starke's death, he owned a considerable amount
of land. He left five thousand acres to his three sons and
a plantation in Sussex County containing 525 acres, Legacies
of Negroeg, plate, tobacco, and stock were willed to his

daughters.é
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lstarke probably was related to Robert Bolling, bur-
gess from Dinwiddie from 1756 until 1775. Stanard, ed.,
Colonial Register, 140, 144, 154, 168, 172, 174, 180, 183,
187, 190, 199; Writer's Program, Dinwiddie County, 41;
"Historical and Genealogical Notes,® William and Mary
Quarterly, lst Ser., XXI (1913), 204, 205.

. 23tarke was sheriff in 1763 and a justice from 1763
until 1776. HMcllwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 68,
75.695, 111, 112, 124; McIlwaine, ed., Council Journals,
I, 60,

3Wf&%er's-?rsgﬁam; Dinwiddie County, 44.

'%Swem and Williams, eds., Assembly Regzister, 431,

5Hutchinson and Rachal, eds., Madison Pavers, I, 231:
Tyler, ed., Encyclopedia of Virginia Biogravhy, I, 330.

6“Historical and Genealogical Notes," William and
Mary Quarterly, lst Ser., XXI (1913), 204, 205.
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DUNMCRE COUNTY

The change in the delegation of Dunmore to the May
convention did not signify an overthrow of the established
leadersihip in Dunmore County. Peter Muhlenburg and Jona-
tha5{Ciafk were not present at the convention because they
were in the military. Their replacements, John Tipton and
Abraham Bird, were involved_in protest activities in Dunmore
County and were not new to the scene in May of 1776, They
were loglilcal replacements for Clark and Muhlenburg in a
western county which strongly supported the American Revo-

1u$iqn.3

1For more information on the western sounties durin
the Revolution, see Freeman H. Hart, The Vallev of Virginia
in the snmerican Revolution (Chapel Hill, 1%42).
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Peter Muhlenburg ﬁunmore

Peter Muhlenburg (1746-1807) was born in Pennsylvania
the son of Henry K. Muhlenburg whce dominated the Lutheran
church in mid-eighteenth-century America. A minister like
his Tather, Peter Muhlenburg took up a ministry in Wood-
stock, Yirginia, in 1772, quickly becoming involved in
revolutionary activity.l With John Tipton he was instru-
mental in organizing the meeting at Woodstock on June 16,
1774, which set up the county's committee of safety with
Muhlenburg as chairman and passed very strong resolutions
-against the British in reaction to the Boston Port Act.z
3?@ represented Dunmore in the conventions of March, July,
%nd December 17’475."3

"He December conventicn appointed Muhlenburg colonel
j@f the Eighth Virginia Regiment, the "German" regiment, on
*%anuary 12, 17?6.@ Muhlenburg supposedly ended the last
sermon o0 his congregation by casting off his clerical robe
to reveal z military uniform underneath and announcing that

5 His militaxy

he was leaving to Join General Washington..
career was illustrious., Brigadier general in 1777 and
brevet major general in 1783, Muhlenburg received 13,194

acres of land for his services.,

Accerding to an unwritten law of the Church of England,
g J

2 ministszr who bore arms was digsqualified from returning to
tne pulpit until he was aprroved by the bishop. As there

was no bishop in America unitil 1791, Muhlenburg did not
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retuxn to the ministry.7 He moved to Fhiladelphia in 1783
where he was elected to the Supreme Executive Council in
1784 and served as vice-president of Pennsylvania under
Benjamin Franklin from 1783-1788, 1In 1788 he was congress-
man-at-large, and in 1790 he became a member of the state
constitutional convention. Muhlenburg sat as congressman
srommha%tgsm vy~ County, 1793-1795, and-as a United States
Senator in 1802, He resigned from the Senate irn 1802 to

become supervisor of revenue for Philadelphia.8

1Hart Vallev of Virginia, 37:; See George H. Genzmer in
\DAB SeVe "MJhienburg, John Peter Gabriel.,”

5T John We Wayland, The Cerman Element of the Shenandoah
Vazlley of Vﬂ?ﬂ“ﬁ;ﬂ ’CA&rlot+8°VllJG, 1907}, 1423 John W,
“Wayland, A History of Shenandoah County, Virginia (Strasg=
burg, Virginiz, 1927), 198, For a copy of the Woodsiock
Resolutions, sce the second reference to Wayland, p. 198.

9

. Force, coup., American Archives, 4#th Ser., II, 165,
III, 365; IV, 75.

”Force, 20Mpe, Ibid.; IV, 119.

r -

“Freeman, YWashinegtoo. IV, #63; For more infermaticn on
Muhlenburg's Sexm\n, gee Wayland, Shenandoah County, 20l-
204, '

QCwatuney, ed., Hisioriecal Resister, 571.

?Muhlenburg had gone to England in 1771 in order to
~secure the privileges of a clergym&n cf the Egtablished
Church. He was ordsined a priest in 1772 by the Bishop of
London. See Gaorge H. Genzmer in DAB s.v., *Muhlenoburg,
John Feter Gabrisl;® G. Maclaren Brydon, *The Planting of
the Church in Vivginia,” William and Mary Guarterly, 2nd
Ser., X (1930}, 343.

800“ Ceprge He Genarer in DAB s.v. "Mublenburg, John
Peter ng?l?&
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Jonathan Clark Dunmore

Jonathan Clark (1750~1811) was the elder brother of
the famous explorer George Rogers Clark. After residing in
Spotsylvania County where he was deputy clerk, Clark moved
to Dunmore County in 1772 where he held the same county
position for three years.1 Along with Peter Muhlenburg,
he represented Lunmore in the conventions of March, July,
and December 177502

On January 23, 1776, the convention appointed Clark
captain of the Eighth Virginia Regiment under Muhlenburg.
He becane a major of the Eighth in January of 1778 and
lieutenant colenel in iay 1779. Captured with the srmy in
Charleston, South Carolina, May 1780, Clark was paroled in

the spring of 1781 and remzined a prisoner on parole until

the end of the war. For his service, the government awarded

hirn 7,666 acres.
After the Revolution, Clark liived in Spotsylvania. He
gserved as Major General of the Virginia militia forces in

1793 and in 1802 nmoved %o Kentucky.B

1

=

Hite who represented Hampshire in the May 1776 convention.
John W. Wayland, Twenty=iive Chapters of the Shenandoah

n . & o . A
Yalley (Strasburg, Virginia, 1$57), 167.

zForceﬁ comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., II, 165,
111, 365, IV, 75.

58

Frederick Dorman, Degscendants of Genaral Jonathan Clark,
Jetferson Countv, Kentucky, L750=1C811 {(Louisviliie, 19549), 26;
Clark married the daughter of Isaac Hite, brother of Abraham


http://www.w
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3Dorman, Deécendants of Jonathan Clark, 27; Gwathmey,
ed., Historical Register, 153.

John Tipton Dunmore

John Tipton (1730-1813) served as a Jjustice in 1772
and 1773 and as a vestryman of Beckford Parish in Dunmore
County.l During Dunmore's War in 1774, he fought under
Andrew Lewis.2 When the spirit of resistance developed in
Virginia, Tipton was in the vanguard in Dunmore County., In
June of 1774 he was instrumental in organizing the meeting
at Woodstock in protest against the Boston Port Act. At
the.Woodstock.meeting he signed the resolutions in response
to British acticns and became a member of the county commii-
tee of safety.B He served ag recruiting cfficer for Dunmore
and represented the county with Abraham Bird at the May 1776
convention.h In 1779 he was colonéi of the Cunmore militia.s
Tipton also represeanted the county ip the House of Delegates
from 1776 until 1781 and filled the office of high sheriff
of Shenandozn County in 1781.6

In 1783 Tipton moved to the Wautauga settlement which
was then located in North Carolina. He was elected to the
North Carolinz Assembly from Washington County in 1785 and
served as cclenel of the Washington County militia and
justice of the court, After Washington County became part

of Tennessee, Tipton represented the county in the terri-



torial asgsembliss in 1793-1795. He helped draft the Tennes-

see constitution and was a senator in the first and second

Tenmessee legislatures.’

1S@e Margaret S. Ermarth in DAB s.v. “"Tipton, John;"
McIl%alne, ed., Justices of the Pcace, 114, 123; Tipton
wned at least 151 acres in Dunmore in 1775 and had four
Negrcés in 1783. Dunmore County Rental Book: 1774-1775
(Vlrvanga Stzte Library., Richmond); Wayland, Shenandoah
County, 217, 652.

ZReubun Ge Thwalteb and Louise P. Kellogg, Documentary

History of Dunmcre®s Wer (Madison, 1905), 422,

JWayland, German Element of the Valley, 142; Wayland,
Shenandcah Couantv, 198.

&Sae Margaret S. Ermarth in DAB s.v. *"Tipton, John;*®
Force, comp., American Archives, Lth Ser., VI, 15G9.

o
“Gwathmey, ed., Historical Register, 775.

6°wem and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, 438;
MeIlwaine, ed., Councii Jnurnals, 8; Dunmore Couniy
became Shenandoah County in 1778, Galnes, et al., eds.,
Hornbock of Historv, 1b.

?See Mavgaret S. Ermarth in DAB s.v. "Tipton, John."

60



Abraham Bird Dunmore

Since Abraham Bird was active in the affairs of Dunmore
County from its formation in 1772, it was natural for him to

1 A member of

sit as a reprecentative in the May convention.
the House of Burgesses in 1774 and 1775, Bird also was a
menber of the Dunmore committee of safety, selected at the
Woodstock meet:‘mg.2 He served as a Jjustice in 1776 and in
1778 as a colonel in the Dunmore militia.-”
Appointed coroner of Dunmore in March 1778, Bird became
‘the corcner of the new county of Shenandoah in May of 1778
when the county's name was th’xangedl..Lp Trustee of the town
of Woodsteck in 1782, Bird was also a representative to the
House of Delegates from 1776-1783, 1785-1788, and 1796.°
Little information is available on his perscnal life. He
did rent at least 175 acres in 1775 and in 1733 owned three

blacks.é

T iy
“Gaines, ¢t al., eds., Hornbook of History,27; Force,
compe, American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 150G,

zBird bezame 2 burgess upon-the death ¢f Joseph Watson
in 1774, H. R. McIlwaine and J. P. Xennedy, eds., Journals
of the House oi Burgesses (Richmond, 1905-1215), 1773~1776,
65; Stanard, ed., Colonial Register, 199; ¥Wayland, German
Eiement of the Valley, i42.

BMcIlwaine, ed., Council Journals, I, 228; Wayland,
Shenandosah County, 5845 Bird first qualified for the militia
as an ensign in 175%. He became a captain in 1763,
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#Mcllwaine, ed,, Council Journals, 11, 112; Gaines,
et al., eds., Hornbcok of History, 27.

5Henning, Statutes at lLarge, XI, 573 Swem and Williams,
eds., Assembly Rezister, 347,

6Wayland, Shenandoah County, 217; Dunmore County Rental
Book:s 174k, 1775 (Virginia State Library, Richmond).




ELIZABETH CITY COUNTY

Wilson Miles Cary replaced Worlich Westwood as Eliza=-
beth City's delegate to the May convention., There is no
inféemativn as-to why Westwood~did not-represent the county
in the May meeting. He returned to represent the county in
the House of Delegates in 1777, so he could not have been
totally out of favor in the county.1

There appears to have been no great change in the type
of man Eiizabeth City sent to the conventions. Both men
rarticipated in reveluticnary acitivity, although Cary
Cappears to~have-been more- involved, From his county offices,
Westwood apparently was a member of the ruling group prior
to the Revoluticn. Since Cary was also a man of position,
Westwond was not replaced by someone from the lower class

The couniy's pattern of representation prior to the
Revolution wasg stable. Henry King sat in the House of Bur-
gesses Trom 1772 until 1775 and represented Elizabeth City
in ail of the Convenﬁicns.z Westwood's father had been a

”~

burgess, and Cary had also previously served in the assembly.p

lswem and Williams, eds., Assembly Reglster, b,

Stanard, ed., Colonial Register, 190, 192, 195, 199.
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3See biographies.,

Worlich Weatwood Elizabeth City

Worlich Westwood was the son of William Westwood who
was a jJjustice, church warden, and burgess for Elizabeth
City.® A justice of the peace in 1770 and 1776, Worlich
Westwoed served in the House of Burgesses ‘in the 1772=-1774
sessicn, signing the 1774 mercantile associaﬁion.z West=-
wood also served on the Elizabeth City committee of safety
from its creation in 1774 and represented the county in the
March, July, and December 1775 conven‘tions@3 He was a cap-
tain in the militia in 1778 and the sheriff of Elizabeth
City in 1791. Active in the church, he served as vestryman
of Elizabeth City Parish from 1774 until 1784 and as church
warden in 1776 and 1783.4 Westwood continued to represent
his county in the House of Delegates in the sessions of
1777, 1778, 1785=1786, 1750, 1798=1799, 1799-1803 and in

fod
+the convention of 1788.~

lWlll ilam Westwood was a justice in 1727, a church warden
in 1752, and a burgess from 1736 until 1758. Tyvler, ed.,
Enoyoicnndia of Virginia Bicgraphv, I, 357; Marion R, von
Doenhoff, The Vesgstry Boock of n11zabet& City Parish, 1751-
1785 {(unpubl., master's thesis, College of William and lary,
1957) 288.

’)
“Palmer, eod., Calendar of State Papers, I, 265: McIlwaine,
ed., Council Jﬁar*aASy I, 119; Stanard, ed., Colonial Regig-

Ter, 790, 193, 195, 199 Eoyd, ed.., Jefferson Pz spers, I,
10¢€,




7von Doenhoff, Vestry Book, 294; Coleman, ed., "Com-
mittees of Safety,” Willism snd Mary Quarterly, lst Ser.,
Vv (1895-1397), 103. Virginia Gazette (Williamsburg),
Januvary 28, 1775, December 2, 1775; Purdie's Virginia
Gazette (Williamsburg), February 2, 1775; Force, comp.,
American Archives, 4th Ser,, I, 165, IXI, 365, IV, 75,

uvon Doenhoff, Vestry Book, 260, 294,

[ 4
“Swem and Williams, eds., Assemblv Register, 4il,

e ra—— LA

Wilscon Miles Carxy Elizabeth City

Wilson Miles Cary served as a Jjustice of the peace in
Warwick, Elizabeth City, and Fluvanna Counties and as county
lieutenant of Elizabeth City.r He represented that county
in7the House of Burgesses in the assemblies of 1765-1768
and 1769-1771, signing the mercantile associations of
1769 and 1770.% A vestryman of Elizabeth City Parish from
1767 until 1773 and a church warden in 1768 and 1773, Cary
also served as a naval officer and receiver of Virginia
duties for the Lower James River from 1760 until 1776 when
he resigned reportedly to preach the revolutionary cause.3

A member of the county committee of safety, Cary repre-
sented the county in the May convention of 1776.4 He con-
tinued to sit in the House of Delegates in the sessions of
1776, 1780-1781, 1795, and 1796. Cary also served as a
visitor in 1800 at the College of William and Mary from

which he graduated in 1755.5
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Cary .was a man of considerable wealth and prominence.
From his father he inherited plantations and lands in War-
wick, King and Queen, and Gloucester Count:‘n.es.6 In 1782
Cary owned 11,426 acres in six counties and the city of
Richmond z2long with 286 slaves, 72 horses, and 284 head of
cattle. His taxable worth was over ¥ 40,000, As a member
of the Tidewater aristocracy, he was related to many promi-
nent families. He married the daughter of John Blair, and
his brothers-in-law were George W. Fairfax, Brian Fairfax,

Edward Ambler, and Robert Carter Nicholas.8 Richard Cary,

delegate from Warwick to the May convention, was a kinsmanw9

1"cllwaln , ed., Justices of the Peace, 67, 71, 78;
Ctrv served in all rarks of the militia from lieutenant to
coYonel, Fairfax Harrison, The Virginia Carys (New York,
19319), u9~ Stella Hardy, Colonial Families of the Scuthern
mtates (Baltimore, 1958), 130.

2Stanard, ed., Colonial Register, 172, 174, 176, 178,
180, 183, 188; ﬁde, ed., Jeffergon Papers, X, 39, 46,

5 3von Doenhoii, Vestry Book, 292, 297; Fairfax, Carys,
108.

uPdrk" Virginia Gazette (Williamsburg), December 29,
1775; Force, comp.. American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 1509.

SHarrison, Carvs, 108.

6"W111 of Wiison Cary,“ Virginia Mggazine of History
and Biggraphy, X (1902-1903), 185193,

7 ain, "The One Hundred.," William and iary Quarterly,
3ré Ser., XI (1354), 373.

8Hﬁrrisan, Virginia Carys, 106-107.

Qs

Will of Wilson Cary,"” Viiginia Magazine of History
and Blezranhv, X, (1902-1903), 163. See Richard Cary'’'s

e

biography for family geneology.
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FAIRFAX COUNTY

John West, Jr., represented Fairfax in the May conven-
tion in the seat previously held by Charles Breoadwater.
There is- no. known reason why Broadwater did not represent
Fairfax in the last meeting. It is possible that he held
his geat for as long as he did because of the unwillingness
of other prom nt men in Fairfax to run. This certainly
was the case when he was first elected to the House of Bur-
gesses in July 1774, 1In that election Washington hoped
that either George Mason or Bryan Falrfax would replace
Colonel John West who had vacated the ssat. In a letter
to Fairfax on July 4, 1774, Washington wrote:

T entreated several gentlemen at our church yesterday

to pressg Colonel Mason to take a poll, as I <think

#a jor Broadwater, though a good man, might do as

well in the @lscharga of his domestic concerns, as

in the capacity of a legislator. And thersefore I

again express my wish that either you or Colonel

Mason would offer,l

It appears from a letter written by George Mason to
George Washington on Fsebruary 6, 1775, that there were no
new elections for the March convention just as there had
not been for thz Auguzt meeting, gZiving Broadwater a place
by virtue of his election tc the Burgesses in July of 1774,

P.,S. I beg Pardon for having almost forget to

say any thing in Answer to yr, favr, respeciing the
Choice of Delegates from %hl“ County to attend the
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Convention at Richmond. It appears to me that the

Burgesses for the County are our proper Representa-~

tives upon this Occasion; and that the best method

to remove all Doubt or Objection, as well as to

save Trouble, will he for the County Committee to

meet & make an Entry & Declaration of this, as

their Opinion.2

For the July convention, Broadwater and Washington were
again the representatives of Fairfax, but it is unknown
whether they were elected for this convention. When George
Washington became commander-in-chief of the continental
army, his place in the July convention was vacant. George
Mason, feeling that his duties were at home with his mcther-
less children, declined initially to replace Washington. He
qu relent and attend. Although Mason was a delegate to the
Décember conventicn, he was unable to attend because of an
attack of gout, leaving Broadwater to represent the county.3

When the elections for the May convention were held,

3

*Q@ere seems to have been more interest in who would repre-
£

&

sent the county. As seen in the April 28, 1776, letter of
Robert Brent to Richard Henry Lee in which he told Lee that
Mason was "with great difficulty return'd for I«“a:l.rj‘.‘a,:x.“l‘L
The only explanation for Mason's trouble in Fairfax is a
conjecture that the veters knew of his ill health and that
his friends assumed that he wanted to retire,5 If Mason
had difficulty in being re-elected, Broadwater may have
been defeated. The political powers in the county may have
felt that the May ccnvention was too important for Broad-
water to be a representative and saw an opportunity to

replace him with a man more of their liking. Broadwater's
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replacenment, Jchn West, Jr., certainly was established
gocially in Fairfax and well-acquainted with Broadwater,

His uncle, Colonel Johﬁ West, was Broadwater's son-in-law,
and the family had a long history in the county.6 West
himgelf had served as a surveyor and justice before sit-
ting in the May convention. Even if West defeated Broad-
W&t@?*in“anﬁeiection1 his victory would not have represented
a change in the type of man who traditionally held political

office in Fairfax.

1
2

Fitzpatrick, ed., Writings of Washington, III, 228.

Rutland, #d., Mason Fapers, I, 214.

QEowlandwﬂGeaxga Masorn, I, 198~199, 213, Mason's nane
ies not listed on the list of delegates in Force, comp.,
American Archives, 4th Ser., 1V, 75.

%Rebert Brent to Richard Henry Lee, April 28, 1776,
Lee Papera.

5Rowland, George Mason, I, 222.
6Robert L. Haycock, "Career of Col. Charles Broadwater,

Fairfax County, Virginia," Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, XXXXVII, (1939), 233.




Charles Broadwater Fairfax

Charles Broadwater (d. 1790) was a justice in Fairfax
County before and after the Revolution, a vestryman of
Fairfax Parish in 1765, and an officer in the county militia,l
When John West vacated his seat in the House of Burgesses in

2 He sat in the

1774, .Broadwater was elected tc replace him,
last session of the Burgesses and attended the first four
revolutionary conventions.B When Fairfax County passed
rezolutions against Britain after the Boston Port Act and
appointed a county committee of safety, Broadwater became a
member.4 He did not sit in the May convention and was nci
again a representative of the county until 1782-1783 when

5

he sat in the House of Delegates.

lRowland, Mason, II, 79, 309, 330; HMeIlwaine, ed.,
Justices of the Peace, 64, 84, 88, 102; Freeman, Washington,
i11r, 127, n.ll; Broadwater served as a major, captain, and
colonel in the militia, John C. Fitzpatrick, The Diaries
of George Washinston (Boston, 1925), II, 156-157, 188, n.l;
Pitepatrick, ed., Writings of Washinztion, I, 245, 246;
Haycock; “Career of Ceolonel Cnarles Broadwater,” Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography, XLVII (3939), 235.

2 . ) . .
“Rowland, Mason, I, 178; Fitzpatrick, ed., Washington
Disries, II, 156=-157.

BFreeman, Washineton, III, 366; Fitzpatrick, ed.,
Washington Disries, 11, 186, n.l; Force, comp., American
Archives, 4th Ser., 1I, 165, I1III, 366, IV, 75; Stanard,

€do, Colonial Reagister, 199,

[ ,
4Rcwland, Mason, I, 427.

PSwem and Willisms, eds., Asgembly Regigter, 351.




John West, Jr. Fairfax.

John VWest, Jr., was the son of the burgess Hugh West
and the nephew of John West, burgess for Fairfax (1755-
1758, 1761-1766, 1769-1774). John West, Jr,, married the
daughter of John Colwville and settled at "West's Grove"

1

between Mount Vernon and Alexandria, A friend of George

Washington and George Mason, West was a county surveyor
and & justice of the peace in 1764, 1767, 1768, and 1770.2
3

He sat in the May convention and died in 1777.

1F1tzpa+rlck, ed., Washington Diaries, I, 110 n.;
J. Estelle King, Absiract of Wills and lnventorleS, Fairfax
Cmuntyh Virginia (Beverly Hilis, California, 19536), 34;
Hogh West was a burgess cf Falrfax in 1752-1754, Stanard,
ed.. Colonizl Regsister, 126, 128, 130, 132, 138, 140, 142,
laut 155, 157, 159, 101, 1630 lo?ﬂ 170 172, 173, 1159 l](!
179, 182, 184, 186, 189, 190, 193, 196e

2M¢Ilwaine, ed., Justices of the Pezsce, 64, 84, 88,
1023 PFitzpatrick, ed., Washington Diaries, I, 110 n.

BFcrce, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., VI, 1509;
Fitzpatrick, ed., ¥Washington Diarieg, I, 110 n.
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FAUQUIER COUNTY

Martin Pickett won the election t¢ sit as a repre-
sentative of Fauguier County in the May convention. Only
one..man., .James Scott,.. had represented. the county in the
December meeting, and he returned as a delegate in May
with Pickett. Thomas Marshall had sat as the county's
other delegate with Scott in the March and July 1775 con=-
ventions, but he was unable to be present at the later
meetings because of military dutye.

f%@uestions,conﬁarning the county's change in delegates
arise from the letter of Robert Brent to Richard Henry Lee
onvA%ril 28, 1776, in which he mentioned that “in Fauquier,
wh&ﬁé were 5 candidates, Martin Pickett in room of T. Mar-
shail.?i Since Pickett was considered a replacement for
Marshall by Virginlians, a blography of Marshall is included
although he was not a delegate to the December meeting.

Biographical information on Martin Pickett is scarce.
However, +he pattern of Faugquier®’s representation would.
not seem to support the idea that a drastic change occurred
in the type of man sent to the convention, especially whan
he was cbviously a replacement for Thomas Marshall. James
Scott had sat in the 1769 session of the Burgesses and at-

2

tended all cf +the conventions., A pattern of stability. of
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representation was evident in the fact that from its crea-
tion in 1760 the countiy only sent four men to the House of

Burgesses.3

”
*Brent to Lee, April 28, 1776, Lee Family Papers,
Aldermen Library, Charlottesville, Virginia.

2btunq‘d, ed,, Colopnial Re Qtur; 180, 182, 184, 187,
1899 39()9 -_?39 J..90’ 199. 201 20 [ 206 209&

3grxdﬁg Thomas Harrison, John Bell, Jamas Scott, and
Thomes Marshall, 152, 154, 157, 159, 161 1463, 165, 167,
169, 17%, 176, 1?8 180, 183, 185, 188 l9®g 196, 199.
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Thomas Marshall Fauquier

Thoras Marshall (1730-1802) began his career as a land
surveyor in Prince William County. For a time he was assis-
tant surveyor with George Washingten of the Fairfax estate.
In 1759 he became a justice of the peace in Fauguier Cocunty,
and he went on to become a justice of the county court of
chancery and county surveyocr. A vestryman of Leeds Parish,
Fauguier County, Marshall sat in the House of Burgesses
from 1761 until. 1767 when he became sheriff of Fauquier
County, from 1769 until 1773 when he became clerk of Dun-
more County and again in 1775.1 As a representative from
Fauguier, he sat in the March and July 1775 conventions.

In sugust of 1775, Marshall became major of the First
Minute Battalion. He entered actual service in October of
that year and fought in the Battle of Great Bridge in Nor-
folk in December, While at Great Bridge, he became a
ma jor of the Third Virginia Regiment. He became a liesu-
tenant colonel in August of 1776, and a colonel on February
21, 1777, seeing duty in the battles of Trenty and Brandy-
wine., The state government appointed him commender of the
state regiment of artillery, a position he held from January
1778 until 1781.

Although Marshall owned land and slavesg in Fauquier
County, kis need for money caused him to move his fawmily
to‘Kentucky at the end of the Revolution. He served as a

representative of Xentucky to the Virginia legislature and



as a surveyor of revenue for the district of Ohio. By his
death, Marshall had acquired large quantities of land which
were willed to his children, the eldest of whom was John

Marshall, Chief Justice of the United States.2

it that time, Dunmore County (now Shenandoah County)
berdered Fauguier County.

2See Maude H, Woodfin in DAB s.v. "Marshall, Thomas;"
Beveridge, John Marshall, I, 489; Stanard, ed., Colonial
Begister. Z0L, 20N, |
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Martin Pickett Fauquier

Martin Pickett was a lieutenant in the French and
Indian War and probably a major in the county militia, A
member of the May 1776 convention, Pickett also represented
the county in the House of Delegates from 1776 until 1781.
He also sat for Fauquiér in the constitutional convention
of 1788. He had land in Kentucky which he bequeathed to
his daughters when he died in 1804.1

1y, Estelle King, ‘conp., Wills, Admi nistrations, and
Marriages, Fauonler County, Virginia, 1759 8Qu (Esverly
Hills, 1939, 8, 20, %’f‘?ag 'Chilbon Faniiv # William
and Mary Quarterly, lat Ser., XV (1905=190%), 9@3 : "Higt=
orical and Genezlogiecal Wntes and Querieg,® Vireinia
WMagarine of Higtory and Blegrapny, VII (“SQOmJOOO) 3053
Foxrce, cowmD., Ansiican nrch1Wﬁg, dth JSer., VI, 15093
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FREDERICK COUNTY

Charles Mynn Thruston did not sit in the May conven-
tion, and James Wood represented Frederick in the seat
pgeviousiy*h@ld‘by”him; There is ‘no recorded reason for
thé change. Thruston preobably was involved in military

1 It seems unlikely that he would have been de-

activity.
feated by James Wood. Although Wood was elected to the
last session of the House of Burgesses, he did not sit

in the March, July, or December convention. The county
sent Isaac Zane and Thruston.z An interesting question
would be why Thruston and not Wood sat in the conventions.
Perhaps Thrustcn was more radical than Wood. Given the
military records of beth men, the question of who was

more radical seems unmeasurable. In any case, Wood was

not a newcomer to Frederick politics. He was from a promi-
nent family and had sat in the Burgesses, so there was no

overthrow of established political power in sending him to

the May convention.

1Although Thrugton was not appointed ceclonel cf a regi-
ment by Congress until January of 1777, it seems unlikely,
given his background, that he would not have been involved
in military activity priox to 1777.
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2Za.ne became a burgess in 1773 and served until the
last session of the Burgesses and sat in the March, July,
and May conventions. Stanard, ed., Colonial Register,
193, 196, 199, 201, 204, 207. '

Charles Mynn Thrustcn Frederick

Charles Mynn Thruston (1738-1812) was vestryman, and
later minister of Petsworth Parish, Gloucester County,
before becoming rector of Frederick Parish, Frederick
County, in 1768.1 The year after his arrival in Frederick
County, he became a justice, a position he held periodical-
1y until 1776, when he served as clerk of the coun't,ye2
Thruston first became involved in pre-Revolutionary acti-
vity by presiding over the meeting of freeholders in June
of 1774 which passed resolutions against the Boston Port
Ac‘i;.3 He also represented the county in the conventions
of March, July, znd December 1775‘4

Thruston was known as the "Warrior Parson" or "Fight-
ing Parson® for his military exploits.s Before the Revo-
lution, Thruston had served as a lieutenant in the French
and Indian War and as an officer in the Gloucester and

6 - .
Vinlen Qongress voted sixteen extra

Frederick militias.
regiments in January of 1777, Thrustcen was colonel of the
first regiment ralsed. He resigned his commission in April

of l??9¢7 Por his services, his heirs received at least



6,666 acres of land.8

Thruston was the tfustee for two towns, Warm Springs
in 1776 and Boonsborough in 1779.9 He represented Freder-

ick in the House of Delegates from 1782 until 1788 and was

10

escheator for Frederick County in 1799. As was the case

with Peter Muhlenburg, Thruston had to give up the minisiry

after bearing arms.11 In 1808 he moved to New Crleans,

whére he died,12

Jhart Vallev of Virginia, 84%; Tyler, ed., Encvclo-
pedia of Vzvgluxa Bicgraphv, L, 342,

N 2’1‘\"1(1Zf.3.'c'»ea,:‘z‘,x‘txe1n ed., Jugsticeg of the Pesz ce. 92, 95, 114,
1213 Mcllwaine, ed., Gouncil Journalss I, 46, II, k57,

3Har't. Valley of Virginia, 84,

uForue, comp.,; American Archives, 4th Ser., II, 166,
366, 1v, 75.

S“Bosq:eeu Family,"” Tyler's Quar*arix Jatorxcal and
Geneqlagxga incazine, X (1928=1929), 1303 W. 0. Vaters
and C. A. fiagg, eds "Virginia's Soldlors in the Revo-

luticn,"” Virginia/MaQazlna of Historv and Biography, XIX
(1911), 405; ®¥itzpatrick, ed.,, Washington Digriesg, I,
253, n.l.

6Thrubtor wag one officer who shared in large land
grants after the war. Fox an account, see Freeman,
Wawhxnf+cn, IiI, 246-247, 333-334; Tyler, ed., Encyclo=-
p@ula of Vi rwxwluvdlographvg I, 342; Palmer, ed., Calendar
State Pavers, Vill, 226.

7Gwathmcy, ed., Historical Register, 772; Waters and
Mlage, eds., "Virginia's Soldiers.,” Virginia Magazine of
Historv and B:mg=aph , XIX (1911), 4o5.

8Ga1us M. Brumbaugh, ed., Revolutionary War Records
(Weshington, De C., 1936}, I, 139, 312, 379, 515.

9Henming, ed,, Statutes a2t larsze, IX, 247, X, 134-135,
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1OSwem and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, 438;
Palmer, ed., Calendar of State Parers, IX, 1ZzZ.

116, Maclaren Brydon, “The Planting of the Church in
V}rginia,“ William and Mary Quarterly, 2nd Ser., X (1930),
343,

i2

Fitzpatrick, ed., Washington Diaries, I, 253, n.l.

James Wood Frederick

James Wood (1741-1813) was the son of Colonel James
Wood, founder of Winchester and political sponsor of George

1 James Wood Jr., was a justice (1764, 1767,

Washington.
1769, 1772, 1773, 1776) and a burgess (1766-1775), signing
the: 1769, 1770 and 1774 recolutions of the House of Burges=-
ses.2 In June of 1775 the Burgesses appointed him =z com-
missioner to meet with the Ohio Indians, a position created
out of the apreals from the Virginia settlers in the Pitts-
burgh area.B Refore entering the army, Wood sat as a dele-
gate from Frederick to the convention in ¥ay of 1776.4

On November 12, 1776, Wood became a colonel in the
Twelth Virginia Regiment in the Continental Line, a regi-
ment redesignated the Eighth in September of 1778.5 Pre-
vicusg to this time, Wood had seen military action as a
captain in Dunmore®s War and had served as county lieu-
tenant of Frederick, a position he resigned to accept. the

continantal post. He served until Januwery of 1783, retir-

ing as a brigadier-general and receiving 7,777 acres of



land for his services.6

Wood sat in the House of Delegates in 1776 and in the
session of 1?84-1785.7 Governor of Virginia in 1796-1799,
Wood also served on the Privy Council periodically from
1784 until 1813. 1In 1789 he was a presidential elector and
for many years was the president of the Society of Cincin-

nati in-Virginia.

1Th0mas XK. Cartmell, Shenandoah Valley Pioneers and
Their Descendsnts (Winchester, Virginia, 1919), 289=290;
Freeman, Washingion, I1I, 318; Gwathmey, ed., Higtorical

ZMGllwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 81, 82, 9
95, 114, 121; McIlwains, ed., Council Journzals, I, L6;
Stanard, ed., Cglonial Register, 174, 176, 181, 133, 1
188, 190, 193, 196, 19%9; Boyd, ed., Jefferson Papers,
30, 46, 108, 110; Wood wzus also present at the May 30,
1774, meeting of the members who were still in Williams-
burg and called for the August 1774 convention.

JBoyd, ed., Jefferson Papers, I, 2i5n.
4

Force, comp., American Archives, #th Ser., VI, 1509,

SGwathmey, ed., Historical Register, 8473,

6Reuben G. Thwaites and lLouise P. Kellogg, The Revo-
lution of the Uppsr Ohio (Madison, 1908), 20n.44; Gwathney,
ed., Historical Register, &43.

Swen and Williars, eds., Assembly Register, 448,

[#]

“Phwaites and Kellogg, Revolution of +the Upper Ohio,
20; Hutchinsor and Rachsl, eds., ladlison Papers, 1, 189,
n.d. Wood alsec served as lieutenant governor, a position
he scquired through seniority when in 1784 he first sat
on the executive council. Tyler, ed., Encycliopedia of
Vivginia Biographv, 11, 46,
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HAMPSHIRE COUNTY

In Hampshire County Abraham Hite was a delegate to
the May convention instead of Joseph Neaville, who had sat
in the" Degember~meeting. There was no overthrow of esta-
blished power in Hampshire as Neaville could not attend
because he was settling claims upon appointment by the
December convention in Berkeley, Frederick, Dunmore, and
Hampshire counties.1 Abrsham Hite, Nzaville's replacement,
was no newcomer to the political scene. The Hites were a
prominent Valley family, and Abraham Hite had sat in the
House of Burgesses prior to attending the May convention.
No other change occurred in the county's representation to
the conventions. Only one man, James lMercer, sat for
Hampshire in the March and July conventions, and he con~

tinued to represent the county in the last two meetings.2

1Forcee comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., IV, 1Z7.

‘ ZStanard, ed., Colonial Register, 161, 163, 165, 167,
169, 172, 173, 175, iv7. 179, 18i, 182, 184, 186, 190, 192,
196, 198, 200, 202, 204, 206, 208,
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Joseph Neaville (Neville, Nevil) Hampshire

Joseph Neaville (1730-1819) served as a Jjustice of the
peace in l??é and sat in the House of Burgesses from 1773
until 1775, signing the Association of 1774.1 A captain
in Dunmore's division during the governor's war in 1774,

Dunmore later served as a recruiﬁer.z

The 1775 convention
in December to which Neaville was a delegate, appointed
him a commissioner to settle claims in Berkeley, Frederick,
Dunmore, and Hampshire counties arising from Dunmore’'s
‘expedition. Excused on January 17, 1776, Neville left
with instructions to submit his report to the next con-
ve‘n‘tion.3 Cn May 27, 1776, Neaville turned in his report
to the May convention which appointed him a commissioner
to dispose ¢f the estate of Lord Dunmore in Hampshire
Counﬁy.“

Neaville represented Hampehire in the House of Dele-~
gates:in 1777 and l?80~1781.5 He continued to serve in
the militia during the Revolution and helped to determine
the bhoundary beiween Pennsylvania and Maryland. He also
sat as a representative in the United States Congress in

the 1793=1795 Sessionoé

1Hutchineen end Rachal, eds., Madison Papers, I, 189
n.2; Mcilwaine, ed., Justices of the Peace, 11063 Stanard,
ed.; Colonizl Register, 192, 196, 198; Boyd, ed., Jefferson
Papers, T, 108,
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zTﬁwaiteS/and Kellogg, Dunmore's War, 421; McIlwaine,
ed,, Council Journals, II, Llé6.

3Force, comp., American Archives, 4th Ser., IV, 127,

!
*1bid., VI, 1538, 1586; Convention Journal, 25, 62,
130.

-
“Swem and Williams, eds., Assembly Register, 411,

_ 600ngress of the United States, Biographical Directory
of Zhe American Congress, 1774-1961 (Washington, D.C., 1901),

Abraham Hite Hampshire

Abraham Hite (1729-1790) was a member of one of the
earliest families to settle in the Valley of Virginia.1 He
was. a. justice. of the peace (1767, 1772) and a member of -the
House of Burgesses (1769-1771), signing both non-importa-
tion resoluticns of 1769 and 1770.2 He was a captain and

a colonel in the Hampshire militia during the French and

W

Indian Wax,

Hite's service after 1776 is confusing. Records show
that he was elected to the House of Delegates from 1776 to
1779 and again in 1782, yet sources identify him as being
active in the military during this time.S' Hite moved to
Kentucky whexre members of his family were amlready settled
and became a palrtner in Bowman and Hite, a iarge land

business.,



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































