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The Whitaker Family of Baltimore County

There were several Mark Whitakers in
Butler, Logan, and Madison Counties in
Kentucky and others in central Tennessee
1a the early eighteen hundreds. No connec-
tion between these people and the Mary-
Jand line has been established.

The family pedigree of JOHN WHITA-
CRE and his descendants of Baltimore
1now Harford) County, Maryland as de-
sived from the public record follows: The
compiler’s research is directed to the family
of JOHN® (Charles®, John') WHITAKER
who left Harford County sometime between
1767 and 1771, and no data is presented
t=vond about 1800 for those branches that
nmained in Harford County, some to the

of birth unknown, married first
CATHERINE _____, date unknown,
and second, MARY ___, date un-
known. He died 30 Nov 1713 (C, 4)*%
Their children:

i. ELIZABETH, b. 12 Jan 1686

(G, 196).
ii. RUTH, b. 27 Mar 1690

sent time.
\_/T JOHN! WHITACRE, place and date

(G,

o
197). @ <1awev 112 V7R

2. iii. JOHN, b. 23 Apr 1691 (G,
197).

3. iv. CHA)ARLES,b. 10 Oct 1693 (G,
197).

4. v. PETER, b. 27 Apr 1696 (G,
227)

5. vi. SARAH, b. 10 Nov 1699 (G,
197)

6. vii. ABRAHAM, b. 17 Sep 1702
(G, 197)

7. viii, ISAAC

ix. HANNAH

Nothing is found in the record about
Ruth, and she is presumed to have died
before 27 Nov 1713, as she is not mentioned
10 her father’s will of that date. Elizabeth
* mentioned in the will, but is nowhere
:Lw in the record. J&%%__?L%Q‘”_’M&d.
\igﬁOB ROBINSON 5 JuI 1714 (C, 6).

~otliing is found 1o the record about the

Possible posthumous childjankahe_x_n/a;;
Ted ALEXANDER McCOMAS 23 Au

.;M 1S was his second marriage,
“ARli' made Hannah the stepmother of
g McCOMAS, who later married her
bephew JOHN? (Charles?, John').

The land patents and purchase of JOHN?

17

WHITACRE have been listed previously.
In 1701 he sold his original patent, the 79
acre “Whitacres Purchase,” to James Bar-
ley. The consideration was “one woman
servant” (H. W. No. 2, p. 63). This trans-
action was a year before Abraham, son of
John and Catherine was born, so John’
could not have been trading for a second
wife. This does not preclude that the,
woman servant became Mary, John’s sec-’
ond wife. The will of the Honorable John
Dorsey™®, dated 26 Nov 1714 bequeaths to
his grandson Edward “Dorsey’s Adventure”]
on Elk Ridge and “Whiteakers Purchase”
bought of James Barley.

On 14 May 1713, JOHN WHITAKER
[sic], planter, and MARY his wife sold
“Whitaker’s Chance,” 150 acres to Charles
Hammond of Ann Arundel County. The
consideration was the sum of ten pounds.
John signed by mark, Mary signed. This
completed the disposal of the land held on
Elk Ridge.

We know from John’s will that at the
time of his death he made his home on the
150 acre “Whitacres Ridge” at Bynum’s
15 will bequeaths this tract to his
sont Isaac and his wife Mary and “the chily
she goes with.” Isaac is to live with Mary
until he is of age. He left the tract “White
Acres Ridge,” 250 (acres omitted) to_be

ivided equally between his sons John and
dchmmmmmn :
largement” fo be divided between them. His
daughters Elizabeth, Sarah, and Hannah
divided his personal estate.
2. JOHN? WHITAKER (John') b. 23 Apr
1691 (G, 197), d. 26 Apr 1720 (G, 236).
He married ANN DADD (DODD) 26
Apr 1714 (C, 5). He lived but six years
after his marriage and left one surviv-
ing child. There is no record of his

widow remarrying. Their children
were:
8.i. PETER, b. 6 May 1716 (G,

236; C, 13)

ii. JOHN, b. 14 Sep 1718 (G,

226), d. 4 Oct 1719 (G, 226)
John? sold his half, 125 acres, of “Whi-
takers Ridge” to Samuel Hughes 4 Aug 1715
(T.R. No. A. p 346). Consideration, 2000
Ib. tobacco. Both John and Ann signed by
mark. The record is silent as to where or
how his family lived after this sale. On 28
Nov 1716 John and Ann his wife sold to

Vo S

o

it
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Robert Pearson 100 acres of “Whitakers
Ridge,” one third or 50 acres belonging to
Mary, relict of his late father. (T.R. No. A.
p 535). It is assumed that, in making this
deed, John was acting as executor of his
father’s will as this tract was bequeathed to
Isaac, Mary, and “the child she goes with.”
Isaac sold the remaining 50 acres some
eighteen years later. It is not possible to
determine which part contained the dwell-
ing house, but we can speculate that it was
on the remaining 50 acres and John and
his wife continued to live there with the
minor Isaac.

8. PETER® WHITAKER (John?, John')
married EMELE HITCHCOCK 10
Feb 1745 (C, 192; G, 240). We know

g7 from the 1776 census that she was born

ca. 1724. He died ca. 1760 as his widow
married THOMAS FISHER 18 Feb
1761. Their children were:

i.  JOHN, b. 21 May 1753*

ii. HEZEKIAH, b. ca 1754

iii. ISAAC,b. ca 1757

iv. UNIDENTIFIED

v. UNIDENTIFIED

The two unidentified children are listed
only because the settlement of Peter’s es-
tate states that he “left five children, all
orphans.”® Only the three named children
appear in the 1776 census in the household
of Thomas Fisher.

Where Peter lived after the death of his
father is not known. Before his fourteenth
birthday he indentured himself to Erich
Erickson for a term of four years “to learn
the trade of house carpenter and joiner”
(LS. No. LK. p 346, 17 Jan 1730). The
Vestry Book of St. George'’s Parish shows
that for several years Peter was warden of
the church at a salary of 150 pounds of
tobacco per year. He does not appear in the
property records and we assume that he
continued his trade of carpenter until his
death.

/

——"We know from the 1776 census that

JOHN WHITAKER, son of Peter and
Amelia (Emele) Hitchcock Whitaker, con-
tinued to live in the family of Thomas
Fisher until his marriage. He married ANN
DUNN 28 Dec 1776. He served in the Rev-
olutionary war, being listed in the returns
of Captain Francis Holland’s company in
November 1776. This was the Flying

Camp Harford Rifles, Company No, 9 s
1778 he and his brother Isaac are by
listed in the Harford County Oaths of 41
legiance.’” He also served at one time in 11\,
company commanded by Captain AqU{h
Hall. His pension application® notes thy
service, and states that he remained in Hay.
ford County until about 1784, then moveq
to York County, PA where he resided up, 4
about 1789. A John Whitaker appears oy
the tax lists of Fawn Township, Yo
County, in 1782 and 1783 so he must haye
made this move prior to the recollectes
date. He later moved to Washingtcy
County MD until about 1792-93, and thea
to Kentucky.

He is assumed to be the John Whitaker
who bought the residium of a 99 year leass
for 102 acres, “Cabin Branch,” from Joha
Perryman in 1771. “Cabin Branch” was
originally leased by Perryman’s father 13
Jul 1746. He would have been 18 years old
at this time. There were two other Joha
Whitakers in this area in this period, Joha
(Charles?, John') and his son John.* Since
they left Baltimore County on or before
1771, they are not assumed to be the pur-
chaser.

This John Whitaker is, in all probability
the John Whitaker Junior who sold the
residium of a 99 year lease taken 5 Feb 1751
for 13 acres called “Middle Meadows™ 13
John Barrett. (J.L.G. No. C. p 448) Abrs-
ham Whitaker was a witness and be:2
signed their names. The consideration w2
4000 pounds, current Maryland mone¥
This price reflects in part the inflatica
between 1776 and 1780, but it is still one ¢
the highest prices noted in the 1780 peric
The tract must have had extensive
provements. The transaction date was -
May 1780. No purchase of this lease or ¢
of “Cabin Branch” was found.

Somewhere along the line he becamé 3
Methodist minister. No connection ¥
the Methodist Church was found in Man”
land or Pennsylvania, but on moving
Bourbon County Kentucky in about 1>
he formed the Mt. Gilead Methodt
Church near Paris. He resided in 130}“'1",ﬂ
County until about 1812, then moving f
Harrison County, Kentucky and remﬁln:
there until his death, 29 Oct 1833. h.i
widow died 5 July 1842, and was bor® -

]
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Jun 1760. On his move to Harrison County,
John founded Whitakers Station, now
Oddville. o

There is very little in the record about
John's two brothers, HEZEKIAH and
1SAAC. According to the census, Hezekiah
was born ca. 1754. In 1784 he married
\'4RY TAYLOR. Nothing else is known.
Jsaac was born ca. 1 Feb 1798 (C, 350). He
died prior to 24 Apr 1806, as his widow
married William Cronin on this date.

3. CHARLES? WHITAKER (John'), b.
10 Oct 1693 (G, 197), married the
widow MARY KEMBALL 30 Jan 1718
(G, 221). He died 3 Oct 1739 (G, 313)
and his wife 30 Aug 1739 (G, 306).
Their children were:

i.  LURANY, b. unknown, d. 27
Mar 1720 (G, 224-5)

9. ii. JOHN,b. 2 Jul 1722 (G, 231).

10. iii. CHARLES, b. 11 Jan 1724
(G, 231)

11. iv. JAMES, b. 22 Dec 1726 (G,
239) ”

v. MARY, b. 3 Aug 1728 (G,
249), m. DANIEL BUTLER
27 Aug 1747 (C, 194)

vi. CATHERINE,b. 10 Dec 1733,

(G, 268), m. AQUILLA
THOMPSON 20 Feb 1753 (C,
207)
12. vii. ISAAC, b. 5 May 1735 (G,
282) .
13. viii. ABRAHAM, b. 1 Aug 1737
(G, 299) .

Mary Kemball Whitaker’s maiden name
is not known. She was the widow of WIL-
LIAM KEMBALL (KIMBLE) who died 5
Dec 1717. His will, dated 6 Dec 1717 and
probated 3 Jun 1718, made his wife the sole
beneficiary of a substantial estate. Several
deeds indicate that Mary was a grand-
l}aulzhver of Humphrey and Ann Jones. The

Jones Addition” tract was patented by
Humphrey Jones and was the subject of
several transfers between the dJones,
Hughes, Kemball, and Whitaker families.

_ Charles and Mary are presumed to have
lived at “Miles Hill” which appears to be a
Part of her first husband’s estate. Charles
”lﬂ Ahis share, 125 acres, of “Whitacres
White Acres) Ridge” left him by his father,
1o Solomon Armstrong on 3 Jun 1718 (T.R.
~o. RA. p 475). The consideration was

3000 pounds of tobacco. John? had sold his
share of this tract in 1715.

Charles and his brother Abraham pat-
ented 160 acres of land 25 Oct 1727 by
virtue of an assignment from Daniel Scott.
The tract was named “White Acres Lott”
and was above the head of Bush River. It
was described as lying next to “Three Sis-
ters” taken up by Benjamin Wheeler.

On 5 Mar 1728, Charles Whitaker and
Mary his wife deeded 30 acres of “Jones
Addition” to Samuel Hughes for 75 acres
of “Whitakers Ridge.” This deed pledges
100 acres of “Miles Hill” “if major part with
plantation or dwelling be taken away by
older deed.” (LS. No. I. p 152) A deed made
jointly by husband and wife was not com-
mon in this period, and both the 30 acres
of “Jones Addition” and “Miles Hill” are
presumed to be from her inheritance.

In a deed dated 18 Mar 1728, Samuel
Hughes delivered 75 acres of “Whitaker
Ridge” to Charles Whitaker (I.S. No. I, p
88). The consideration was stated to be 70
acres of “Jones Addition.” No explanation
was found for the acreage difference be-
tween this deed and the one above.

Charles and his brother John had each
sold their interests in “Whitakers Ridge”
some ten years earlier. Now Charles is buy-
ing back part of the portion sold by John.
Their brother Peter had purchased the
other 50 acres two years earlier.

Charles and his wife died slightly more
than a month apart in 1739, leaving seven
minor children, the oldest 17 and the
youngest slightly more than two.

The record does not show what happened
to the children after their parents death,
but one could speculate that John, the eld-
est son, continued as head of the household
and kept the family together. This specu-
lation is enhanced by the fact that John,
rather than some adult guardian, became
administrator of his father’s estate.”® This
could account for his marriage at age 19,
which is considerably younger than the
practice during this period. If this specula-
tion has merit, then John and his wife
really raised two families, with his eldest
son being five years younger than John’s
youngest brother.

9. JOHN® WHITAKER (Charles?,
John'). b. 2 Jul 1722, m. MARY Mc-
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COMAS ca. 1741 and d. ca. 1798, Their
children:
14. i.

174

1760, the date of his will, and 4 Fep ;-
the date of probate. His widow later p,
ried THOMAS MILES. The childy, h

ALEXANDER by ELIZABETH Dag !

CHARLES, b. 11 Dec 1742
(G, 331)

15. ii. JOHN, b. ca 1748 HANNAH WHITAKER, as listed i 1

16. ili. ABRAHAM, b. ca 1751 will, were: M 44 -

17. iv. ISAAC i.  SARAH RHODS, b. 5 O
18. v. JESSE 1714 (C, p 6) :

19. vi. AQUILLA, b. 25 Aug 1755 ii. ELIZABETH, n

20. vii. HANNAH THOMAS NORRIS 25 Dee
21. viii. ELIJAH 1736 )
The order of birth of these children is iii. ALEXANDER, b. ca 17223
not known. Only the birth of CHARLES is C MARY WHITAKER, b, 4

listed in the parish register. AQUILLA’s May 1725 (C, p 35)
dates are taken from his tombstone. A few A 7B ar 1730 =
others can be estimated from Kentucky Q\JU 10 Nov 1748 (C, p 192) Iy,
census data in the nineteenth century. % COB MILES ’
The marriage of JOHN® WHITAKER to ,qu”vi. AQUILA, b. 5 May 1731
MARY McCOMAS is not entered in the " vii. PRICILLA, b. m. THOMAs
church register. However, the will of SIMMONS
ALEXANDER McCOMAS, dated 18 Oct viii. DANIEL
1760,% lists all of his children, including Alexander styled himself Alexande
MARY WHITAKER. The distribution of McComas, planter, and executed his w1
his estate, 20 Apr 1762, includes JOHN with his mark. His wife Hannah asi
WHITAKER as an heir. (Husbands of brother Daniel were executors.*?
daughters were customarily listed as heirS//E%?EABETH DAY McCOMAS, thw
of real property instead of the daughtérs mother of MARY McCOMAS, was s
themselves.) daughter of NICHOLAS DAY. “Nicho!s
The church registers show the marriage Day, the immigrant, came to Marvlazt
of a MARY McCOMAS to SAMUEL from England in 1658.” “Nicholas D:
WIPS, 22 Jan 1742 (C, p 125). This Mary grown man, sells himself in bondage /.z
McComas is assumed to be child of Alex- ship transportation to the New Wusi
ander’s brother John. where he could get free land and own 1
Mary McComas Whitaker was the home-—bound to Richard Owens who latet
granddaughter of DANIEL McCOMAS, granted him his freedom.” This Richs
who was transported to Maryland in 1678 Owens notified “his Lordship” that ther
with a group of 55 others, sponsored by a (Nicholas Day and others) were entitled =
man named Stevens. This group eventually 50 acres of land. The notification was date¢
acquired a total of 2750 acres of land, so 22 Feb 1658.% Nicholas’ wife was SARAH .

v,
b g
K

Stevens probably sponsored them for the COX. His will, dated 1 Dec 1704, filed ‘q ﬁﬂi

land rights given for sponsoring immi- Feb 1705, listed their children:

grants, rather than for their indenture. i. NICHOLAS, b. 1685, m. ¢
Daniel bought 98 acres on the south side of Jul 1709 ELIZABETH CON
the Severns River in 1687. He married Eliz- d. 18 Jun 1733 (C,p 41 _ |
abeth , date unknown. He died in ii. EDWARD, m. 22 May l'j
1699, leaving “orphans” in Middle Neck Averilla Taylor, (G, p 19 *
Hundred, Ann Arundel County. His eldest 14 Jan 1746. .
son JOHN McCOMAS was a witness to iii. SARAH, m. (1) OBEDIAQ
the will of JOHN' WHITAKER. Another PUCKETT, (2) JOH

son, ALEXANDER McCOMAS, b. 14 Sep GREER
1692, m. (1) ELIZABETH DAY 17 Nov iv. ELIZABETH SHUA
1713. She died circa 1726. He married (2) v. DINAH, m. (1) JOsH

MENIKON, (2) BENJAMIY
JONES. e
SARAH COX DAY’s will* dated 20

HANNAH WHITAKER, 23 Aug 1728 (G,
38). She was the daughter of John.! ALEX-
ANDER died sometime between 18 Oct

The W

-0, pmbated 28 Dec 173_6 lis|
~dren with the exception
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-,a was 140 pounds Maryl
TR No. D.p 247)
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=gs for some twenty years af
~sge. On 15 April 1746 he leas
‘msm “their Lordships.” The fi
4 63 acres and was named
Hetirement.” The second was
aad named “Chesnut Ridge.
1746 he leased a third tract cor
scres named, “Whitakers Car
ieases were for a term of 99 ye
¥ Jul 1746, a 99 year lease w
%&a Richardson from his Lo
xres and named “Whitakers
Whitaker bought this lease fr
w0 by a deed dated 23 Jan 1754
i Jan 1761. (B. No. L. p 410)
f7ation was 5 pounds current
45 speculate that Richardsor
= John Whitaker’s agent in ta
‘wginal lease.
. A second transfer from Ri
“%a Whitaker on this same p]
‘or 1764 (B. No. N. p 85).
™ cansideration was 10 pounc
¢ the second deed was found.
“ratian of either 5 or 10 pound
astly less than other transfe
"g: ;rsagebr:carded in this
. time between 1761 an
_“':::W%ht the residium on a !
5., ictes, “Jacobs Delight,”
';v\hl-. The original date of Rut
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14 Jan 1746,
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[ COX DAY’s will** dated 20 Oct
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The Whitaker Family of Baltimore County

1330, probated 28 Dec 1736 lists these same
children with the exception of Elizabeth,
nd died before the date of the will.

JOHN® WHITAKER, although barely
(wenty years old at the time and acting as
executor of his father’s estate, traded 30
acres of “Jones Addition” to John Hughes
for 100 acres at an unspecified location.
Date of deed 30 Jul 1742 (T.B. No C. p
237). His father had previously traded 70
acres of this same tract for 75 acres of
~Whitakers Ridge.” (L.S. No. I. p 88)

Some nine years later, on 21 August 1751,
John sold both the 75 acres of “Whitakers
Ridge” and the 100 acres described as being
together at the head of Bush River and on
Humphrey Jones Run. The sale considera-
tion was 140 pounds Maryland Money.
{T.R. No. D. p 24T)

John continued to add to his land hold-
ings for some twenty years after his mar-
riage. On 15 April 1746 he leased two tracts
from “their Lordships.” The first consisted
of 63 acres and was named “Whitakers
Retirement.” The second was for 36 acres
and named “Chesnut Ridge.” On 9 July
1746 he leased a third tract consisting of 80
acres named, “Whitakers Care.” All these
leases were for a term of 99 years. Also on
9 Jul 1746, a 99 year lease was taken by
John Richardson from his Lordship on 80
acres and named “Whitakers Care.” John
Whitaker bought this lease from Richard-
son by a deed dated 23 Jan 1754 and entered
3 Jan 1761. (B. No. L. p 410) The consid-
eration was 5 pounds current money. We
can speculate that Richardson was acting
as John Whitaker’s agent in taking out the
original lease.

A second transfer from Richardson to
John Whitaker on this same plot and dated
7 Apr 1764 (B. No. N. p 85). In this deed
the consideration was 10 pounds. No reason
for the second deed was found. The consid-
eration of either 5 or 10 pounds was signif-
icantly less than other transfers on equiv-
alent acreage recorded in this same period.

Sometime between 1761 and 1767 John
also bought the residium on a 99 year lease
for 70 acres, “Jacobs Delight,” from Jacob
Ruth. The original date of Ruth’s lease was
11 May 1761. The transfer from Ruth to

Whitaker was not found. This data was
taken from the later sale of the property.

By deed dated 18 Apr 1763 and recorded
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14 Oct 1787, John sold the 63 acres of
“Whitakers Retirement” to Hugh Allison.
Consideration was 25 pounds. (B No. Q. p
99) he sold “Whitakers Lott” to Hugh Al-
lison on 15 May 1767 (B. No. Q. p 101).
Consideration was 35 pounds Maryland
money. The same day he sold “Chesnut
Ridge” to Joseph Guyton for 15 seconds.
(B. No. Q. p 104). On 4 Jun 1767 he sold
“Jacobs Delight” to Maryam Tate for 20
pounds. (B. No. Q. p 108}

With these four transactions recorded
over a 4 month period, John had liquidated
all his property except “Whitakers Care.”
Either he had hit on hard times and had to
raise money or he was preparing to move
west.

Finally, on 11 May 1771, he sold “Whi-
takers Care” to John Barrett (A.L. No. D.
p 72). This was his last land transaction in
Maryland. He is assumed to have migrated
to the area around Fort Dunmore (now
Pittsburgh) sometime between 1767 and
1771, as he is found in the record in that
area in 1772. His wife and all his family,
including his grown sons, accompanied
him.

‘What motiviated John® and his family to
move to the western frontier is unknown,
however, we can speculate that there were
several propelling forces. (1) The thin,
sandy soil of this area quickly wore out
from repeated tobacco crops, and John had
farmed his land for some 25 years. (2) Good
land could be obtained virtually free along
Virginia’s western frontier. (3) His brothers
Charles and James moved to this area, and
could have possibly sent back favorable
reports. (4) Game, still a staple in the diet,
was becoming scarce due to land clearing
and increased hunting. And finally, he
could have been sent there as a Baptist
missionary.

There is no record in Maryland of any
church activity or affiliation for John.?
However, a 1772 entry at Fort Dunmore
speaks of him as “John Whitticur, candi-
date for the ministry.”* In 1773 he gath-
ered Peters Creek Baptist Church in what
is now Washington County, PA and contin-
ued to preach there until he left for Ken-
tucky in 1780.%

The Harford Old School Meeting House
was formed in Baltimore County in 1754.
The original church still stands near the
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forks of Winters Run and a few miles west
of Bel Air. John Whitaker was living in the
immediate vicinity at this time. The first
and long time minister, the Elder John
Davis, was known to have ordained several
ministers and sent them out to found new
churches.”” Unfortunately, the first church
records have been lost, and the names of
these people are not known. We can only
speculate that this was the origin of John’s
ministry.

10. CHARLES* WHITAKER (Charles?,

John'), b, 11 Jan 1724, (G. 231)

The birth of Charles® is apparently his
only entry in the Maryland records, other
than his choosing Parker Hall as his guard-
ian in November 1741. He seems to be the
first of the family to migrate west, as a
Charles Whitaker is listed as a tax delin-
quent in Augusta County Virginia in 1748
and continues to appear in the record there
until 1753 when it was noted that he had

#removed out of the colony.”*®
11. JAMES® WHITAKER (Charles?,
John?), b. 22 Dec 1726 (G, 239) m. (1)
29 Jun 1749 MARY SANDERS (C,
198), m. (2) CATHERINE POTEE
(PARTEE) 25 Aug 1763 (C, 225), d. ca.
1789. His children by both marriages

i.  AARON, b. 1751
ISAAC,b. 1763
-CHARLOTTE, b. 1765 ~
iv. ELIZABETH, b. 1776
v. ABRAHAM, b. 1780
vi. JAMES
vii. DANIEL
James® patented “Whitakers Chance,”

; consisting of 50 acres on the south side of

Deer Creek in 1749 (T. L 4, p 167). This
was a second “Whitakers Chance” and had
no connection with the tract of the same
name patented by his grandfather some 50
years earlier. Two years later, 17 Aug 1751,
he sold the tract to Edmund Bull for seven
pounds Pennsylvania money.

On 2 May 1761 he purchased a one third
part of a tract called “Bim,” lying between
Bynam’s Run and Winters Run. No acreage
or consideration was stated. A later sale of
this tract was not found. (B. No. I, p 109)

James® and his family also migrated te
the Fort Pitt area. It is not known when he
arrived in Alleghany County, PA, but by

the time of hig death, he-had amassed qy;

an estate of IMH, slaves, andqli\l-‘:.

stock.

12. ISAAC*  WHITAKER  (Charles:
John'), b. 5 May 1735 (G, 268), m, |3
Dec 1759 ELIZABETH HILL (C, 219,
Their children were:

i. JOHN SWENARD, b, ¢,
1760, m. RACHEL JOHY.
SON

ii. JOSHUA, b. ca. 1761, m,
RUTH HOWARD, d. 1818

ili. SAMUEL, b. ca. 1763

iv. ELIZABETH, b. ca. 1765

v. BENJAMIN, b. ca. 1769

vi. MARTHA, b. ca. 1773

Birth dates of the children are from the
1776 census. No births were recorded in the
church registers, although the baptism of
Rachel Whitaker on 17 Oct 1802 was en-
tered (C, 291). Isaac® and most of his family
appears to have remained in Harford
County at least until the nineteenth cen-
tury, and some descendants still remain
there. Samuel migrated to Franklin County
Georgia.

In 1756, Isaac® served in the French and
Indian War in Captain Christopher Gist's
company,” so he had been on the frontier
around Fort Dunmore. On the roll of that

company. he-is- hsbed»ﬂs—é%&i%&h\umer
by trade,_His brother Abraham Was in thg
same COMpHY. isted in the 1776

census in Harford County with his wife
Elizabeth and sons John Sweynard
Joshua, Samuel, and Benjamin.

In November 1755, Isaac was tried for
begetting a baseborn child on the body ¢f
Hannah Warters.”' The verdict in the trix.
was not found.

On 10 May 1758, Issac® entered into 293
year lease for 50 acres which he named
“Whitakers Choice”. On 15 May 1767 be
sold the residium of this lease to Josepb
Guyton. The consideration was 40 pouﬂd-‘
(B. No. Q. p 106) This is the same date that
Guyton bought “Chesnut Ridge” fro®
John® Whitaker. Joseph Guyton marrt
Hannah Whitaker 12 Dec 1754. Her rel&-
tionship to Isaac or John has not beett
established. .

On 20 Feb 1770 Isaac® bought two tract
of land from Benjamin Norris, the 125 &cT®
“Gibsons Ridge” and 75 acre “Addition **

H

The W

Gibsons Ridge”. The consider

unds Pennsylvania money

p 110). No later sale of thes

found in Baltimore or Harfor

ords prior to 1800, and it is

Isaac and his family continue

until at least that period.

13. ABRAHAM® WHITAK!
John') b. 1 Aug 1737 (G,
1784, m. 31 Dec 1771
WHEELER (C, 263). T!
Abraham and Elizabeth
taker were:*

i. SUSANNA,b.1

ii. ABRAHAM, b. !
10 Oct 1804, m.
POTEET

iii. THOMAS, b. 7
22 Feb 1800, (

DURHAM

iv. GEORGE, b. 11.
1804

v. JOSIAS, b. 9 Ju
Sep 1802

The children of Abraham
Wheeler Whitaker are clear
by the church records, his wi
record. None of these records
tiate the others, but there |
The existing record does not
able us to clearly identify w]
Whitaker married Elizabeth

There were at least three
four, men of marriageable ags
ham Whitaker living in the
of Baltimore County betwe
1775—the Abraham® (Ch:
above; his cousin, Abrahan
John') and the Abraham Is
who married Mary Petee 15
P 25) The third Abraham d
County NC in 1808%. His pa
been identified. The first Ab
Baltimore County 1 Jun 17
identified as the one who ma

eeler. The second died
County, PA ca, 1792 and h
%23 Susannah. In addition, a
HAN!' WHITICAR, “forme
E"N died in Lexington, K

nfortunately the obituary

ation that would further id
could have possibly been of
#8e during the period in que





image13.jpeg
AGAZINE

of his death, he had amasseq quite
e of land, sawmill, slaves, and live.
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RUTH HOWARD, d. 1818
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iv. ELIZABETH, b. ca. 1765
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vi. MARTHA, b. ca. 1773
dates of the children are from the
sus. No births were recorded in the
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Whitaker on 17 Oct 1802 was en-
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(__(gibsons Ridge”. The consideration was 250

[

unds Pennsylvania money (A.L. No. C.
110). No later sale of these tracts were

{ found in Baltimore or Harford County rec-

ords prior to 1800, and it is assumed that
fsaac and his family continued to live there
unyil at least that period.

1} b. 1 Aug 1737 (G, 299) d. 1 Jun
1784, m. 3 Dec 1771 ELIZABETH
W (C, 263). The children of
Abraham and Elizabeth Wheeler Whi-
taker were:*

i. SUSANNA, b.1 Oct 1773

ii. ABRAHAM, b. 12 Jun 1776 d.
10 Oct 1804, m. ELIZABETH
POTEET

iii. THOMAS, b. 7 Jun 1778, m.
22 Feb 1800, CHARLOTTE

/rﬁ. ABRAHAM® WHITAKER (Charles®,

DURHAM

iv. GEORGE, b. 11 Jul 1780, d. ca.
1804

v. JOSIAS, b. 9 Jul 1782, d. 11
Sep 1802

The children of Abraham and Elizabeth
Wheeler Whitaker are clearly established
by the church records, his will, and a bible
record. None of these records fully substan-
tiate the others, but there is no conflict.
The existing record does not, however, en-
able us to clearly identify which Abraham
Whitaker married Elizabeth Wheeler.

There were at least three, and possibly
four, men of marriageable age named Abra-
ham Whitaker living in the northern part
of Baltimore County between 1750 and
1775—the Abraham® (Charles?, John')
above; his cousin, Abraham® (Abraham?
John') and the Abraham Isaac Whitaker
who married Mary Petee 15 Dec 1757. (C,
P 25) The third Abraham died in Orange
County NC in 1808%°. His parents have not
been identified. The first Abraham died in
Beltimore County 1 Jun 1784 and can be
identified as the one who married Elizabeth
Wheeler. The second died in Allegheny
County, PA ca. 1792 and his wife’s name
was Susannah. In addition, another ABRA-
HAM WHITICAR, “formerly of Balti-
more” died in Lexington, KY 6 Jun 18265,
L‘nfprtunately the obituary gave no infor-
Mation that, would further identify him. He
¢ould have possibly been of marriageable
2ge during the period in question.

The compiler has elected to assign the
marriage to Elizabeth Wheeler strictly on
the basis of age at marriage. The Abraham
above would have been 34, his cousin 44.
However, doubt will always exist.

The bible entry of George, as well as
recording his birth says “Died at sea on his
journey to Egibt” 1802.

Abraham® served with his brother Isaac
in Captain Christopher Gist’s company in
the French and Indian War. He enlisted
from Baltimore County 14 Feb 1756 and
was described as 5'8” and a hunter by trade.
After the formation of Harford County in
1773, he was active in politics in Upper
Bush River Hundred and the county. He
was named to the Harford County commit-
tee of correspondence in a resolution passed
11 Jun 1774. He was a signer of the Bush
Declaration that preceded the Declaration
of Independence by more than a year, and
was a representative of Bush River Upper
Hundred on the War Committee of the
County.” He later served as a Justice of
the Peace in Harford County. It appears
that the family remained in Harford
County at least to the start of the nine-
teenth century.

The “Abraham problem” continues when
compiling real estate transactions. Abra-
ham Whitaker bought four tracts of land
between 1763 and 1766, but there is no way
to determine which Abraham it was, or
even if all four transactions were to the
same Abraham. The public record some-
times differentiated between two men of
the same name (i.e., William Bond (son of
Joshua)) and William Bond (son of Wil-
liam), but in this case no differentiation
was made. However, no deeds were found
selling any of these tracts prior to 1800,
and the compiler assumes that they were
all bought by this Abraham, as his family
was the only one to stay in Harford County
past this date, and the land remained with
him and his heirs.

On 30 Jun 1763, Peter Whitacre made a
deed to Abraham Whitaker for “Whitakers
Lott”, 160 acres. No bounds or location was
stated, but we can tell from other deeds
referencing this tract it was between Deer
Creek and Winters Run and on the main
road from Bush River to York. This would
place it in the vicinity of the present Bel
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Air. The consideration was 80 pounds cur-
rent money (B. No. L. p 382).

“Whitakers Lott” was patented by
Abraham® Whitaker in 1729 (P.L. No. 7, p
192). The above deed appears to be Abra-
ham’s eldest son selling to the son’s first
cousin.

Two years later Abraham® bought “Be-
gin” from Owen Rogers in two separate
transactions. Deed descriptions show “Be-
gin” adjoined “Whitakers Lott”. The first
transaction, 12 Feb 1765, 21 acres for 15
pounds (B. No. O. p 196). The second, 7
Jun 1765, the residue, or 79 acres, for 50
pounds (B. No. O. p 358)

A year later he bought another tract from
Owen Rogers. This deed, dated 6 Aug 1766,
used the spelling Whittaker.

It was for 63 acres that were part of a 99
year lease made 6 Jan 1746 to Wm. and
Thos. Crabtree. The 63 acres were later
granted to Rogers and this deed grants the
residium of the original lease to Abraham.
The tract was named “Brothers Lott” and
the consideration was 30 pounds (B. No. P.
p 437).

A mortgage filed 4 Nov 1769 gives an
indication of Abraham’s economic position
at this time. Samuel Ashmead mortgaged
several tracts of land, one containing a grist
mill, to Abraham Whitaker and Thomas
Bryarly. Whitaker and Bryarly were to pay
judgements against Ashmead in Maryland
and Pennsylvania amounting to over 500
pounds money and 1052 Ib. tobacco. The
period of the mortgage was six months
(A.L. No. B. p 146). No evidence was found
in the mortgage being released. 500 pounds
would buy 1000 acres of land in Baltimore
County during this period.

" WHITAKER (John'), b. 27
Apr 1696 (G, 227), d. ca. 1777 as his
will was probated 10 Feb 1777, m.
FRANCES BROWN 8 Jan 1772 (C,
192). Their children were:

i. BLANCH, b. 10 Apr 1728 (G,
249), m. 31 Jan 1748 JOHN
LONG (C, 198)

ii. PETER, b. 1 Dec 1729 (G, 258)

iii. FRANCES, b. 9 Mar 1734 (G,
281)

iv. DANIEL

Two months after his marriage, 6 Mar
1722, Peter sold the half part of “Enlarge-

ment”, 64 acres. The deed was styled Pete,
Whittacre, planter, and Frances his wife 1
William Bradford, schoolmaster. The con.
sideration was 2000 lbs. tobacco (LS, Ny,
G. p 120). Both Peter and his wife sign«i
by mark. This was his legacy from his fath.
er’s estate.

On 2 Jun 1726, Peter bought 50 acres of
“Whitakers Ridge” from John Powell. Cop.
sideration was 1500 lb. tobacco (I.S. No. j.
p 390). His brother Charles bought 75 acres
of this same tract two years later. It appears
that Peter and Charles were buying back
the half share of the 250 acre “Whitakers
Ridge” that their brother John had previ.
ously sold.

Peter had apparently patented a 50 acre
tract that he named “Whitakers Venture,”
although no patent was found. On 20 Jun
1740 he sold this land to Solomon Gallion
for 2500 lb. of tobacco. Frances, his wife,
acknowledged her dower. The location was
not stated. (H.W.S. No. LA. p 456)

Although Peter lived for some 37 years
after these transactions, nothing more,
other than his will, is found of him in the
record.

5. SARAH? WHITAKER (John'), b. 10
Nov 1699 (G. 197, C. 238) m. 8 Oct
1719, BENJAMIN NORRIS. His will
dated 4 Apr 1776 was probated in Bal-
timore County. Their children were:

i. ELIZABETH, b. 28 Nov
1720, m. 11 Sep 1740 to
JOHN HUGHES

ii. JOHN, b. 29 Mar 1723, m. 3
Apr 1744 to SUSANNAH
BRADFORD

iii. SARAH, b. 29 May 1725
m. NORRIS

v. SUSANNAH, b. 21 Apr 1730

vi. JOSEPH, b. 14 Jan 1731, m.
20 Nov 1766 to CHRIS-
TIANNA PRICE

vii. BENJAMIN, b. 20 Oct 1732,
m. Mar 1754 to MARY DU-
VALL

viii. THOMAS, m. 20 Jul 1761 to
ANNE BUCKINGHAM

ix. ABRAHAM, b. 22 Jul 1739,
m. 4 Dec 1762 to REBECCA
KITELY

Benjamin Norris was twice appointed
vestryman of St. Johns Parish, on 4 Jun

The WH

1751 and 3 Aug 1757. The hi
family is reported fully in “Hj|
Norris Family in Maryland” ir
1and Historical Society Librar:
6. ABRAHAM? WHITAKER
17 Sep 1702 (G, 197), d. ca.|
Jul 1725 ANN PUTEE (P
Putee, Poteet). Their child]

i. PETER,b.7Jull
2. ii.

ABRAHAM, b. 1
(C, 64)

iii. HANNAH, b. 26 M
p 64)

iv. ISAAC

v. ANN,b.m.7Jan1
IAL SLADE

The two children who do no
births recorded in the church r
listed, along with the three ott
phans” of Abraham Whitaker in
ian Bond of William Pike exec
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body of Susanna Temple.*”
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acres of “Enlargement”, that he
ited from his father, in two tran
acres went to John McComas
tobacco (L.S. No. G. p 332), ar
32 acres to William Bradford
tobacco (1.S. No. G. p 329). Wi
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Abraham patented, jointly
brother Charles, the 160 acre
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ged her dower. The location was
(H.W.S. No. LA. p 456)
h Peter lived for some 37 years
e transactions, nothing more,
« his will, is found of him in the

H* WHITAKER (John'), b. 10

699 (G. 197, C. 238) m. 8 Oct

BENJAMIN NORRIS. His will

4 Apr 1776 was probated in Bal-

> County. Their children were:
ELIZABETH, b. 28 Nov
1720, m. 11 Sep 1740 to
JOHN HUGHES
JOHN, b. 29 Mar 1723, m. 3
Apr 1744 to SUSANNAH
BRADFORD
SARAH, b. 29 May 1725
m. ____NORRIS
SUSANNAH, b. 21 Apr 1730
JOSEPRH, b. 14 Jan 1731, m-
20 Nov 1766 to CHRIS-
TIANNA PRICE

. BENJAMIN, b. 20 Oct 1732,
m. Mar 1754 to MARY DU-
VALL

i. THOMAS, m. 20 Jul 1761 t¢
ANNE BUCKINGHAM
ABRAHAM, b. 22 Jul 1739,
m. 4 Dec 1762 to REBECCA
KITELY .

n Norris was twice appomwd

of St. Johns Parish, on 4 Jus

The Whitaker Family of Baltimore Couny

1751 and 3 Aug 1757. The history of his
family is reported fully in “History of the
vorris Family in Maryland” in the Mar;
land Historical Society Library.
¢. ABRAHAM? WHITAKER (John')| b.
17 Sep 1702 (G, 197), d. ca. 1741, m)16
Jul 1725 ANN PUTEE (Petite, Potee,
Putee, Poteet). Their children were:
i. PETER, b. 7 Jul 1726 (C, 25)

2. ii. ABRAHAM, b. 11 Aug 1727
(C, 64) .
iii. HANNAH, b. 26 Mar 1729 (C,
p 64) :
iv. ISAAC -
v. ANN,b. m.7 Jan 1754, EZEK-
IAL SLADE

The two children who do not have their
births recorded in the church registers are
listed, along with the three others, as “or-
phans” of Abraham Whitaker in the Guard-
ian Bond of William Pike executed in Au-
gust 1743. Benjamin Norris was a signer of
the bond.’® Ann, Abraham’s wife, is as-
sumed to be a member of the Petite family
that had several marriages (with several
variant spellings) with the Whitaker family
in the next two generations. They were
reported to be of Huguenot extraction. She
seems to have married William Pike after
Abraham’s death.

In November 1724 Abraham® was in-
dicted for begetting a baseborn child on the
body of Susanna Temple.*”

On 2 Jun 1724 Abraham?® sold the 64
acres of “Enlargement”, that he had inher-
ited from his father, in two transactions. 32
acres went to John McComas for 1200 Ib.
tobacco (L.S. No. G. p 332), and the other
32 acres to William Bradford for 1000 Ib.
tobacco (I.S. No. G. p 329). William Brad-
ford had previously bought the other half
of “Enlargement” from Peter Whitaker.

Abraham patented, jointly with his
brother Charles, the 160 acre “Whitakers
Lott” 25 Oct 1727. The tract was between

er Creek and Winters Run and on the
main road from Bush to York. The patent
%as based on an assignment from Daniel

ott and the annual rent was 6 shillings 5
Pence in silver or gold. (P.L.No.7,p19) It
i assumed that Abraham and his family

Ved here for the rest of his life, as this
Urect was sold by his son Peter in 1763.

braham’s son Peter does not appear in

the other than the sale of the family
ace listed above. Isaac does not appear at
all. A HANNAH WHITAKER married 27
May 1746, WILLIAM CRABTREE, and a
HANNAH WHITAKER m. 12 Dec 1754,
JOSEPH GUYTON. The second Hannah
could be a child of Issaac? but it is not
possible to properly assign this marriage.

22. ABRAHAM? WHITAKER
Abraham?, John'), b. 11 Aug 1727, m.

H

date unknown, d. ca. 1792 in Allegheny
County, PA. According to his will, their
children were:

i. MARTHA, m.

VAUGHN

ii. ISAAC

iii. JAMES

iv. JOHN

There is nothing in the Maryland record
concerning Abraham® and his family except
his birth. He appears infrequently in the
records of West Augusta County, VA start-
ing in 1774. This county was formed on this
date and he could have been in the area
some years before. His cousins James and
John Whitaker were in the Monogahela
River valley as early as 1767 and the com-
piler assumes that Abraham came at the
same time.

7. ISAAC? WHITAKER (John!), date of
birth unknown, m. date unknown
SARAH , died ca. 1765. Their
children are assumed to be:

i. ABEA

ii. SARAH, m. 9 Feb 1740, RICH-
ARD RHODES (C, p 111)

iii. ABRAHAM ISAAC, m. 15 Dec
1757, MARY PETEE (C, p
215)

The children of Isaac? Whitaker and his
wife Sarah are highly speculative. The
wife’s given name comes from a deed. The
inventory of his estate, filed 20 Jul 1765, is
signed by Abea Whitaker, who is assumed
to be a son.”™® The marriages of Sarah and
Abraham Isaac are recorded in the church
register but their births are not recorded.

Another Sarah Whitaker m. 2 Dec 1770,
ROBERT JACKMAN (C, p 267). It is pos-
sible that this was Isaac’s widow, though
highly unlikely.

Isaac? sold his 50 acres of “Whitakers
Ridge” to Aquilla and John Paca 14 May

WILLIAM





image16.jpeg
JOHN WHITACRE
b,
d. 30 Nov 1713
m.
(1) CATHERINE
[
4
(2) MARY
b,

d
She m. (2) 5 Jul 1714
JACOB ROBINSON

EARLY WHITAKER FAMILY OF HARFORD COUNTY
APPARENT RELATIONSHIPS

ELIZABETH
[ 12 dan 1687

d
—RUTH
b. 27 Mar 1690

d,
f—J0HN.
b. 23 Apr 1691
d. 10 Apr 1720
m. 26 Apr 1714
ANN DADD
b,

d
{—CHARLES
b, 10 Oct 1693
d 301739
m. 30 Jan 1718
MARY KEMBALL
b.

4 30 Aug 1739
{—PETER:
b 27 Apr 1696
d ca. 1777
m. 8 Jan 1722
FRANCES BROWN
b.

d.
|—SARAH

b. 10 Nov 1699
q

m 80ct M9
BENJAMIN NORRIS
b.

b. 17 Sep 1702
d

m. 16 Jul 1725

ANN PUTTEE
b.
d
[—ISAAC
b.

d. ca 1765

m.
SARAH.

HANNAH
b. ™~
4
m. 23 Aug 1728
ALEX. McCOMAS )
[ /

(—JAMES
b, 8 Feb 1702
d
(ELIZABETH
b. 25 Feb 1704
d.
m. 13 May 1725
FLOWER SWIFT
b.
d
[—THOMAS
b. 13 Jun 1712
MARK WHITEAKER !
b, —-MARK
d. 1 May 1729 b. 15 Feh 1716
m, d
1) CATHERINE m. 6 Feb 1743
by ABIGAL JOHNSON
4. 15 Nov 1717 b.
(2) ELIZABETH EMSON d.
= 1ms [-CHARITY
b b, BDec 1718
& d
She m. (2) 6 Oct 1729 [~IAMES
FRANCIS TAYLOR b, 8 Feb 1721
t-EmPSON
b. 30 Sep 1724
4
—ELIZABETH

o TR
[~ ABRAHAM ———>—

Y

b, 28 Aug 1726
q

(All dates converted to n.s.)

ELIZABETH HILL
b.

d

)
L ABRAHAM

—BLANCH
b. 10 Apr 1728
d

m. 31Jan 1748
JOHN LONG

b.
L— PETER

b 1Dec1729

d
|—FRANCES
b. 9 Mar 1734

e
LpaNiEL
b
d

—PETER
b, 7Sep1726
q.

IABRAHAM
b 11 Aug
4 e 1792

m
SANNAH

g
~T_HANNAH
b. 26 Mar 1729

w26 May1746
WILLIAM CRABTREE |
b, \

B

WILLIAM VAUGHN
b,
a4
|- 1saAC
b

d
[—JAMES |,
b.

d
L—JoHN

b
d

[—PETER
b 6 May 1716
dca 1760
. 10 Feb 1745
EMELE HITCHCOCK
boca 1724
d
- JOHN
b. 14 Sep 1718
d 40ct 1719
m 1
(—LURANY MARY TAYLOR
b. b
d. 27 Mar 1720 d
L JoHN 1SAAC
b, 217 b. ca. 1757
d ca 1798 d
m ea 1741 m g o
MARY McCOMAS (1) ANN MITCHELL i
b. 8 May 1725 b § Ubeery
d ca. 1802 d
|- CHARLES (2) MARGARET BVERETT |00
b, 11 Jan 1724 .U Feb 118 i -
{-JAMES d d ea. 1758
b, 22 Dec 1726
d ca 1789 ABRAHAN
™ 29 Jun 1749 e Y
{1) MARY SANDERS AARON seei
[ b. ca. 1751 [ 1saac
e & b ca. 170
(2) CATHERINE POTEE .
b [—1saac
d b. ca 1763 L spsse
|- MaRY a IESSE
b, 3 Aug 1728 .
4 |—~CHARLOTTE 4 s
m. 27 Aug 1747 b ca. 1765 L aqu
DANIEL BUTLER & A 17
. |-ELizZaBETH 4 18 Aug i
b. ca 1776 E—
|- caTHERINE ~
b. 10 Dec 1733 & [ HANNAH
d |- ABRAHAM d
. 20 Feb 1753 b. ca, 1780
AQUILLA THOMPSON d —rsH
b,
|—1saac. .
b. 5 May 1735 ]
d [ panie
m. 12 Dec 1759 DANIEL

d
RACHEL JOKN= *
b,

USANNA L
b 701773 L sasmi
d g
[—ABRAHAM B e
b. 12 Jun 1776 e
4. 10 0ct 1804 - S—
m
ELIZABETH POTEET H
3 3
)
|— rHOMA! MEEL
b. 7.un 1778 &
@
m. 22 Feb 1800 —
CHARLOTTE DURHAM ELIZABETH
b.
4 g
|—GEORGE "
b. 11 Jul 1780 (- BEAN
d. co. 1804 3
'—JjosiAs 2
b 9Jul 1782 .
d. 11 Sep 1802 —UARTHA
(—MARTHA o
b,
d

The

1734. This was his share {
inheritance. The consider;

unds and the tract was des
by the Main Road at Bym
signed by his mark. (H.W.S.
His brother John, acting aSJ
of his father’s estate, had
two thirds of this property
before. Isaac’s wife Sarah
this sale in a separate deed (]
p52).

The Whitaker family of ug
(now Harford) County grew
ations to nearly 100 identifi
Some prospered, some did r
They left their mark on the r
ers, carpenters, millers, and
drels. A few became comm
and in the next century, ind

Some continued to live
County, even up to the prese:
taking their families and wh
they could carry, moved on |
frontiers. Many continued tc
the frontier moved, first to t!
Monongahela in southweste
nia, then to Kentucky for a
two. Today descendants of th
be found throughout the cou

A subsequent paper on the
family that moved to the
River valley will appear in fi
The Keyhole, the publication
western Pennsylvania Gene
ety. Other papers are in pr
ering the family in Shelby
tucky. They will be submitte
Ancestors and Kentucky His
Quarterly.

REFERENCES

L. Lorena S. Walsh, “Servitude a
Charles County Maryland, 165
Society, and Politics in Early M
Aubrey C. Land, Louis Green
C. Papenfuse. The Johns He
Press, 1977. p. 111-113.

2 James Horn, “Servant Emigrat
Ppeake in the Seventeenth Cent
apeake in the Seventeenth Centi

3. Russell Menard, “Immigration 1
Colonies in the Seventeenth C
Essay.” Maryland Historical M
P. 323-329,

4. Bristol and America. A Record o
in the Colonies of North Americ
nealogical Publishing Co., Balti




image17.jpeg
' COUNTY

JHN
b. 21 May 1753

ANN DUNN
b. 16 Jun 1760
d.5Jul 1842

EZEKIAR
b.ca
d

1750

m 174
MARY TAYLOR
b

() ANN MITCHELL [CHARLEs
b [ s
Et 4 >
(2) MARGARET EVERETT
m. 1Feb 178 ~Jomy
b. tarne
Fi darm
T T T —ABRakaw
b
ARON LI
b ca 1751 -
H F—15aac
b oo tw
AAC LI
b ca 1763
a [—JEsse
b
HARLOTTE é i
b. ca. 1763
d [AQUILLA
b
LIZABETH d oA
b ca 1376 nde
a f—HANNAN
SRAHAM o
b ca. 1780
& L ELuak
\MES [y
b, ¢ o
d
ARIEL JOHN SWRY N
F [N
B Iy
RACHEL 58
b
d
[~ JosHuA
b ™
PO
RUTHHOW &t
b
4
- SAMUEL
b
d
f— ELIZABETY
b 0%
<
[—BENIAMIN
b
a
L MARTHA
b 1T

d

t
|

|

o s St

The Whitaker Family of Baltimore County

.-34. This was his share of his father’s
_neritance. The consideration was 20
_-unds and the tract was described as being
[,‘ the Main Road at Bynum’s Run. He
sgned by his mark. (H.W.8. No. M. p 52).
His brother John, acting as administrator
<+ his father’s estate, had sold the other
wwo thirds of this property some 18 years
wefore. Isaac’s wife Sarah acknowledged
(his sale in a separate deed (H.W.S. No. M,

252).

" The Whitaker family of upper Baltimore
inow Harford) County grew in four gener-
yions to nearly 100 identified individuals.
<me prospered, some did not do as well.
Thev left their mark on the record as plant-
ers, carpenters, millers, and a few scoun-
drels. A few became community leaders,
snd in the next century, industrialists.

Some continued to live in Harford
County, even up to the present day. Others,
:aking their families and what possessions
they could carry, moved on to the western
frontiers. Many continued to move west as
the frontier moved, first to the valley of the
Monongahela in southwestern Pennsylva-
nia, then to Kentucky for a generation or
two. Today descendants of these people can
be found throughout the country.

A subsequent paper on the branch of this
family that moved to the Monongahela
River valley will appear in future issues of
The Keyhole, the publication of The South-
western Pennsylvania Genealogical Soci-
ety. Other papers are in preparation cov-
tring the family in Shelby County, Ken-
tucky. They will be submitted to Kentucky
Ancestors and Kentucky Historical Society
Quarterly.
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The Whitaker Family of Baltimore County,
Maryland, 1677-1767

REAUMONT W. WHITAKER

\7rm FEW PEOPLE HAD SETTLED ALONG
¢ resapeake Bay north of the Potomac
tuver prior to 1634, and none along the
.r reaches of the bay. The proprietors
the Virginia Colony considered all the
=4 surrounding the bay to be part of the
r charter, and they objected when Ce-
< Calvert, Lord Baltimore, was granted
# crarter for the Colony of Maryland on 20
:a¢ 1632. The king resolved the dispute
Calvert’s favor and Lord Baltimore’s
t=thers, Leonard and George Calvert, ar-
+d off Point Comfort 24 Feb 1634 accom-
«d by about 200 “gentlemen adventur-
+=<" They established a feudal system of
wnd ownership with all the land owned by
= lords or proprietors and rented in per-
ity (patents) or leased for 99 years
) to subordinate tenants. “Rent
were established to record the obli-
n of the tenants and ensure annual
ion of the agreed rents. Each tract
*& required to have a name as well as a
#.~ev. Most names were prosiac, such as
* kiteacres Purchase,” while others were
v whimsical, such as “Jacobs Folly.”
settlement was along the lower
- of the bay and on the Eastern
i ben].ement along the upper reaches
bay did not begin until some 25 years
e Most of the settlers were of English
- ¥nt. some coming from England, others
: irginia, Bermuda, and Barbados. In
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contrast to the New Englanders, few of

those who came to the Chesapeake came
with established families. Most of them
were young and unmarried, and nearly
three quarters of them came as indentured
servants. The term “indentured” is used
here to distinguish them from immigrants
who arrived free, even though a substantial
number of servants arrived without a writ-
ten indenture. A study of Charles County
servants, found that at least 804 out of 1850
servants studied came without written in-
denture.!

Though perhaps the greatest number of
immigrants sailed from London, Bristol or
Liverpool, they sailed from lesser ports as
well, and they came from all over England
and Wales, often after some period of in-
ternal migration:

Men and women who eventually ended up
as indentured servants in Virginia and
Maryland migrated to London with thou-
sands of their contemporaries who, for one
reason or another, had chosen to work and
live in the nation’s capital. For those who
found the living conditions harsh in Lon-
don, the prospect of regular work, food, and
shelter, albeit overseas, was no doubt
tempting. Thus the decision to emigrate
came not when a person left his home
village or town but after he arrived in one
of the country’s principal towns and ports.?

The evidence suggests that what was true
of London was true of Bristol and Liverpool
as well, though Liverpool seems to have
been less important in the earlier part of
the seventeenth century, at least as a to-
bacco port. The importance of London,
Bristol and Liverpool, aside from their
being major ports, was the fact that all
three were tobacco ports. Menard has sug-
gested that the relative state of the Chesa-
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peake economy was a major determinant in
the ebb and flow of emigration to the colo-
nies of Virginia and Maryland:

When the price of tobacco was high, mer-
chants actively recruited servants and pro-
duced a boom in immigration. When to-
bacco was low, they were reluctant to invest
in labor and immigration declined.®

The surviving lists of servants provide
some information as to the occupational
status and geographic origin of the immi-
grants, but these lists are scattered and
fragmentary. The only ones covering a long
period of time are those from Bristol for
the period 16541685, and even these ap-
parently only include those servants who
sailed under a written indenture. The
printed version of these Bristol lists in-

cludes over 10,000 names, only one of whom

was a Whitaker—William Whiteacre, on
the ship Gabriell, bound for Barbados some-
time in the period 1663-1679. Unfortu-
nately he occurs during the period when
the lists omit the person’s origin, so that
we have no way of telling where he origi-
nally came from.*

Abbot Smith® gives a tabulation of the.

Bristol lists, but as he observes, the desti-
nations are a bit open to suspicion. Out of
a total of 10,394 only 137 are shown with
Maryland as their destination, and it seems
rather unlikely that during the period
1654-1685 some 4874 persons should have
gone to Virginia and only 137 to Maryland.
He also questions some of the West Indian
destinations.

One can only hypothesize why these peo-
ple left England, but Horn underlines the
economic and demographic factors:

English society in the early seventeenth
century was marked by a sharp population
increase that furnished the raw material
for colonization: people. It was a period that
experienced a long and steep rise in the
general level of prices and a steady decline
in the purchasing power of wages. The
poorer sections of society were therefore
most adversely affected.... At the same
time that both population and prices were
rising, the number of unemployed also in-
creased. Employment in the agrarian sector
fell throughout the century, despite a rise
in the amount of land under cultivation.

unsettled nature of the times:

Enclosures, engrossing, and the growiy,

specialization of products from Pparticyja,
areas led to the creation of larger farm;,

units, and, consequently, fewer people were
able to work on the land.®

Carl Bridenbaugh speaks of the generajy

There was abroad in Britain an uneasin,
an anxiety over the discarding of old habj
and old loyalties. The people who were ¢y
adrift in life, deprived of familiar occupa.
tions, and bereft of family and nearest of
kin bobbed up and down, mentaily, on 5
sea of indecision. . .. The hardships, diffi-
culties, and unsettling conditions which
Englishmen had faced for half a century
between 1590 and 1640...had always
dogged the average man. Depressions, e;;i.
demics, wars, etc. may be designated a5
propelling forces which tend to drive people
out.. .. In themselves they were not suffi-
ciently intolerable to make men leave
home. Concurrently, other factors, strong
attracting forces from without the island
drew men off. Success stories about plant-
ers in America, letters from satisfied colo-
nists, and the compelling lure of the pro-
motion literature picturing a better Eng-
land, one lacking old England’s woes,
played on men’s minds. Now, for the first
time, ordinary folk caught a glimpse of the
possibility of making a new start, and they
took hope.”

It seems fairly obvious that people whe

were satisfied with their circumstances £
home were not likely to emigrate. As Wer-
tenbaker says:

Among the thousands of Englishmen who
left their homes to seek their fortune in
Virginia there were no dukes, no earls
rarely a knight, or even the son of a knight.
They were, most of them, ragged farm
workers, deserters from the manor, ill paid
day laborers, yeomen who had been forced
off their land by the enclosures, youthful
tradesmen tempted by the cheapness of
land or by the opportunties for commerce.
now and then a lad who had taken a m¥
of doctored grog and wakened to find him-
self a prisoner aboard a tobacco ship.®

The English were given to making &

paraging remarks about Americans in 8%
eral and tended to look down on all colo®
ials, but the contemporary remarks &
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., indentured servants were particularly
attering. Samuel Johnson’s remark
the Americans were a race of convicts
_well known, but there were many others.
.; «m cites the Mayor of Bristol in 1662:

Among those who repair to Bristol from all
:,ar‘ls to be transported for servants to his
Majesty’s plantations beyond the seas,
some are husbands that have forsaken their
wives, others wives who have abandoned
their husbands; some are children and ap-
prentices Tun away from their parents and
masters; oftentimes unwary and credulous
s<rsons have been tempted on board by
menstealers, and many that have been pur-
sued by hue-and-cry for robberies, burglar-
1, or breaking prison, do thereby escape
the prosecution of law and justice.®

Horn goes on to say that in the absence
.7 other evidence this unflattering contem-
porary attitude led previous historians to
seak of the seventeenth century inden-
tured servants in these stereotypical terms.
He cites Marcus Jernegan as believing
them to be “convicts, paupers, and dissolute
persons of every type,” while Abbot Smith
= quoted as considering them to be “rogues,
whores, vagabonds, cheats and rabble of all
descriptions, raked from the gutter and
kicked out of the country.” Abbot Smith
kad a very jaundiced view of the indentured
servants who came to America, and he goes
on at great length about them. In the end,
however, even he has to admit that some
rod came out of it all:

The strong and competent survived, and if
this manner of separating sheep from goats
put t0o great a premium on sheer physical
health, that at least was something well
worth distinguishing and preserving. There
“as a speedy winnowing of the vast influx
of riffraff which descended on the settle-
ments; the residue, such as it was, became
the American people.®

Those transported also included political
Prisoners, rebels, and convicts—in short,
anyone who fell afoul of the authorities at

ome. As to the convicts it should be noted
. 2t in the seventeenth century about 300
‘lhmes were considered felonies and that

Jousands of persons, most of whom were
Rilty of what we should consider almost
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negligible crimes, were condemned to the
gallows.”"! Smith goes on to say that “Only
a very few transported felons can be cer-
tainly traced to their destinations. .. (and)
Various testimonies indicate that in fact
the procedure did not work very well; that
great numbers of convicts were never trans-
ported at all.”*?> Whether in fact those con-
victs who were transported suffered a fate
greatly different from that of indentured
servants in general is uncertain.

There can be no doubt that many of the
indentured servants were poor people, look-
ing for a new start in life or otherwise
seeking to improve their lot. It is also clear
that their numbers included ‘whores,
rouges, and vagabonds’ though if one
wished to compile a catalog of rogues and
scoundrels he could start with some of the
leading men of Virginia—Robert Beverley
and Governor Berkeley to mention only
two.

A safe passage and arrival in the colonies
did not assure an easy life. Many immi-
grants did not survive their first year in the
colonies. Any one who immigrated to sev-
enteenth-century Virginia or Maryland and
lived long enough to establish a family and
leave descendants was exceptional.

Even those who survived their terms could
not expect a long life. In Maryland around
mid-century immigrant males who reached
age twenty two could expect to die in their
early forties, and seventy percent failed to
reach their fiftieth birthday.*®

In addition to the mortality rate, there
was the problem of sexual imbalance and
the matter of getting enough land, or other
means of livelihood, to marry and support
a wife and family. Throughout the seven-
teenth century male immigrants greatly
outnumbered females. Marriage tended to
occur later, if it occurred at all, with the
result that families were smaller. Many im-
migrants failed to survive their period of
servitude; and many that did were never
able to marry and found a family. It would
be most unusual for a servant to marry
while still in servitude (though eager bride-
grooms sometimes bound themselves to
masters in order to marry a female servant),
and in most cases it would be several years
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after finishing his term of service before he
was able to achieve the economic status
necessary for marriage.

Whatever one may think of the inden-
tured servants of seventeenth-century Vir-
ginia and Maryland it is clear, as Horn
notes, that “These newcomers fulfilled two
vital functions: they provided the labor nec-
essary for the production of the colonies’
staple, tobacco, and they replenished a de-
clining population that was unable to re-
produce itself by natural means until the
last quarter of the century. Without sus-
tained immigration the Chesapeake colo-
nies would have failed.”"*

After reviewing the evidence, Horn con-
cludes that:

On the whole, indentured servants present
a less colorful image than previous studies
have led us to believe. They were neither
{predominately) rogues, whores, and vaga-
bonds nor the scions of the middle classes.
Instead, they came from a variety of back-
grounds covering the whole range of social
rank below the peerage. From quasi-crim-
inal elements and unskilled workers to the
sons of gentlemen, servants who emigrated
to the Chesapeake compose a representa-
tive cross section of the ordinary working
men and women of England."®

Nothing is known of the origin or back-
ground of the JOHN WHITACRE who
patented 74 acres on Elk Ridge on 5 Mar
1694. That he was originally an indentured
servant is evidenced by an early entry in
the Register of St. George’s Parish as “John
Whiteaker, servant.” In later entries in the,
public record, after he had begun to acquire
an estate, he is listed as “John Whitacre,
planter.” This John Whitaker was the pro-
genitor of the Whitaker family of Baltimore
(now Harford) County, Maryland and
through his grandson John® (Charles?
John'), the founder of the Shelby County,
Kentucky line. It is reasonable to assume
that he had been in Maryland for some
years before the date of this patent as he
would have to have worked out his inden-
ture, found a wife, and started a family (his
first child was born in 1686).

(A note about he spelling of surnames: John
Whitacre and most if not all of his children
were illiterate. His “mark” on his will and
other documents was far more than the

customary “X”, it was a large blocked let.
tered “ILW.” The “I” being an early english
“J”. His name was spelled in the record
phonetically, being found as Whitacre
Whiteacre, Whitticar, Whitticur, Bnd’
many other variations. Sometimes two o
more spellings were used in the same doc.
ument. Rent Rolls and later deeds referring
to Patent names consistently use the spell-
ing Whitacre, and the compiler has electeq
to use this spelling for the first generation,
Later generations used Whitaker consist.
ently.)

Several researchers have reported on the
origins of this John Whitacre. Mrs. Kipg*
says that tradition in the family is that the
emigrant ancestor came from Wales, set-
tled in Jamestown, Virginia, and later
joined Lord Baltimore’s colonists in Mary-
land. Similar information isg)i
William and Mary Quarterky'” although it
was in the form of a query and not a state-
ment of fact. Mrs. King also says that the
Whitakers’ first Maryland home was in St.
Mary’s County, later moving to Baltimore
County, now Bel Air, Harford County. The
Virginia line of the Whitaker family origi-
nating from Jabez Whitaker, lieutenant of

the guard of Jamestown Colony hag been
well documented by Dr. Ames{!>/Mrs.
Allen!® And others. Other Whitakers ar-

rived in Virginia between 1620 and 1690
but no record could be found of any of them
going to Maryland. A search of St. Mary's
County records did not turn up any Whi-
takers. There was a tract named “Whi-
taker” consisting of 150 acres on the west
side of Brittany Bay in St. Mary’s County.
This tract was patented by Samuel Harris
from a survey made 12 Nov 1652. No one
named Whitaker was listed as having any
connection with the patent. We can spec-
ulate that Harris came from the village in
Wales and named the tract after his origins.

A DAR Mogazine article®)says the ling _

originated with AARON TAKER who
came to Maryland in 1634. A similar state-
ment, in a newspaper clipping from the
Homestead Herald (Alleghany County.
Pennsylvania), quotes ANDREW Me-
CLURE WHITAKER as saying that Aaron
Whitaker was an associate of Lord Balti-
more in founding the colony of Maryland.”
These statements were probably from the
same source, as the DAR article was about

ven in the
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andrew McClure Whitaker’s line. The list
o “gentlemen adventurers” who accom-
nied the Calverts is well documented,
ynd there is no Aaron Whitaker among
\hem.
Skordas? lists several Whitakers trans-
sonted to Maryland during this period:

John Whitacher, servant, transported to
Maryland during 1668. (Liber 12, Folio
190}

William Widiaker, arrived on the Princess
of New Castle 9 Mar 1669. (L. 11, F. 581)

John Whitacre, transported by Peter Pag-
¢an, commander of the ship Elizabeth Cath-
< irinein 1676~77. On 3 Mar 1676/7 he listed
those persons transported in the current
vear and transferred his rights to Thomas
H Taylor of Anne Arundel County. (L. 15, F.
431)
Henry Whichacker arrived in the Virginia
Factor in 1674, transported by James Con-
naway. (L. 15, F. 599)
3 John Whitaker, transported in the ship
i Jacob, George Broad, commander. (L. 15,
{  F.776) In 1677.
]

Itis not clear that the John Whitacre of
Baltimore County is one of these men, but
e could well be. It seems hardly possible
{ that he could be the man transported in
1668, but we speculate that he was one of.
those who arrived in 1677. The spelling of*
the name of the man transported by Peter
Paggan is the same as that used later in the
rent rolls, but that is probably coincidental.
s stated earlier, JOHN WHITACRE
bezan acquiring land with his patent of
“Whitacres Purchase,” consisting of 74
&res on Elk Ridge, 5 Mar 1694. Annual
went was 0 Ib 3 sh 2 pence.”® On 25 Oct 1696
bfpiatemed “Whitacres Chance” consisting
o150 acres, also on Elk Ridge. On 7 Sep
" he purchased “Whitacres Ridge” con-
tstng of 150 acres from Robert Love and
:’?mh his wife. This tract was located at
E head of Bush River.?* Love patented
s tract 1 Nov 1969. No information was
!%und on why Love would name his patent
r‘hnacres Ridge” or sell it ten months
f\*\f“': Later, 11 Aug 1701, he patented
. hite Acres Ridge” consisting of 252
J“v at a rent of ten shillings. Finally, on
;‘r P 91704, he patented “Enlargement” on
o Chead of Buffalo River and east of “Come
{ Lhance ”

150 acre “Whitacre’s Ridge” describes it as
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The location of the first two of these
tracts has not been determined. None of
the modern maps of Harford County show
an Elk Ridge. Later deeds would imply they
were on Winters Run and near its mouth.
This would place them about two miles east
of Old Joppa town and in the Edgewood |,
Heights area. A later deed for part of the

“lying “on the main road to York at Bynam’s
Run” (HW.S. No. M,, p 52). A plat of
Patents at Bynam’s Run was made by
Thomas White in 1728 and is now in the
Library of the Maryland Historical Society.
This plat shows both “Whitacre’s Ridge”
and “The Enlargment,” as well as the main
road. The main road closely parailels the .
present Route 40 and “Whitacre’s Ridge”
lies just north of it in present Beechwood
Mobile Homes area. “The Enlargement” is
immediately north-east, sharing bounda-
ries with both “Come by Chance” and
“Whitacres Ridge.” This is some four miles
east of the assumed site of the first two .
tracts. The 252 acre “White Acres Ridge”
does not show on this plat and is assumed
to be further east at the head of Bush River.

All of the early settlement was close to
the shores of the Chesapeake. As Wright®
says:

e

as far as is known, no other white men
visited the region of the upper Chesapeake
Bay for about fifteen years after Captain
(John) Smith made his important explo-
ration of 1608. As the Viginia territory and
the southern section of Lord Baltimore’s
domain became more thickly settled, a few
colonists, lured by the expanses of virgin
lands, gradually drifted northward along
the coastal areas. There is, however, no
record of any permanent occupancy of the
region at the head of the Bay for almost
fifty years after Smith’s journey.

It was not until 1700 that much of the
territory further inland was cleared and
bold pioneers established their homes on
the former Indian hunting grounds of
northern Harford.

Wright goes on to say:

Qur first inhabitants clung closely to the
shores of Chesapeake Bay or the banks of
the rivers (estuaries), and these waters
served as the chief highway until the crude
overland routes were opened and made ac-
cessible for travel . . . both shores of the bay
and its estuaries were settled years before
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the uplands of the surrounding territory.
While most of the shoreline of Harford
County was taken up between 1658 and
1700, much of the region further inland was
not known by white people prior to 1700.%

Harmerstown, later called Havre de
Grace, was laid out 19 Jul 1658, for Godfrey
Harmer. Harmer was an indian trader and
established a trading post at this point.?’
“Come By Chance” was laid out for James
Bynum in June 1671. It is assumed that
Bynum’s Run was named for him. Other
patents quickly followed and population
around the head of Bush River increased
rapidly. We can speculate that John Whi-

tacre served out his indenture on one of

these early settlements, and thus became
knowledgeable of the land in the area that
was yet unclaimed.

All we know about John Whitacre and
his family is gleaned from the public record.
Patents, deeds, tax lists, and lists of taxa-
bles tell us something about where they
lived and give hints as to their status. Wills
and probates give more information. :

WMMESAQQ,@I@
from the Parish Registers. From 1692 to
1776, the Church of England in Maryland
Had the civil function of re i
events, irrespective of denomination. The
Registers of St. George's and St. John’s
Parishes provide much of the information
about the Whitaker family during this pe-
riod. However, the parish records were not
rigorously kept, and many of the births and
deaths are noticeable by their absence. En-
tries were often made years after the date
being recorded. The registers were later
combined, and some transcription errors
exist. St. George’s Church, Spesutia Parish,
was_the ﬁg@fﬁ?ﬂw&mﬂly
being founded as early as 1671. The first
churchrwas located at “Gravelly,” near the
old town of Michaelsville and a few miles
south of Perryman. This location is across
Bush River and a few miles south of the
mouth of Bynum’s run. A branch church
was found sometime later near Gunpowder
River as evidenced by a 1702 entry in the
St. George’s Parish Register—“Gunpowder
Church, St. George’s Parish, Wm. Tibbs,
minister.”

St. John’s Church was established in the
Gunpowder Hundred in 1692, and the first
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church built in 1695 was located in Ej
Neck, where the Officer’s Club at Edg.
wood Arsenal now stands. By 1730 the
church had moved to Joppa, and remaineq
there until the decline of the town anq
removal of the county seat led to its ultj.
mate abandonment in the early nineteenth
century.” The history of this church was
closely intertwined with that of St. George's
Parish for the first fifty years, often sharing
the same pastor.” This would possibly ac.
count for the church registers being com-
bined.

The earliest date recorded in the public
record for JOHN WHITACRE and hi
family is a series of entries on pages 196
and 197 of the Register of St. George's
Parish. These consecutive entries record
the birth of six of the childrén of JOHN
and CATHERINE WHITACRE, with
birth dates ranging from 1687 to 1702 It
is unexplainable why their son PETER,
who was born in 1696, was not included in
the list, but his birth is recorded on page
227. It is assumed that HANNAH an
ISAAC, two other children mentioned in
JOHN'’s will and not listed in any register,
were born after 1702 and were possibly by
his second wife MARY.

The parish registers and lists of taxables
show that there was another Whitaker fam-
ily in this area (Spesutia Hundred) in the
early eighteenth century. No relationship
with John’s family has been established
They disappear from the record about 1730.
The family consisted of MARK WHI-
TAKER, d. 1 May 1729 (G, 254), his wife
CATHERINE who d. 15 Nov 1717 (G, 220\
and his second wife ELIZABETH EMSON
whom he married in 1718. The children by
these two marriages were ELIZABETH, b
25 Feb 1704 (G, 215), THOMAS b, 13 Jan
1712 (G, 215), MARK, b. 15 Feb 17l6
CHARITY, b. 8 Dec 1718 (G, 222) JAMES.
b. 8 Feb 1721 (G, 226), EMPSON, b. 3
Sep 1724 (G, 233) and a second ELIZA-
BETH, b. 28 Aug 1726 (G, 258). His wido¥
married FRANCIS TAYLOR in 1729 (I3-
No. K., p. 109). The marriage must not
have been very successful, because in Juné
1733, Francis Taylor was indicted for 1ot
taking care of Mark Whitaker’s orphans:

Mark Whitaker is not shown on the <h=‘
of taxables in Baltimore County in 16 -
but he is shown as paying taxes in 1702.
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