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FORWARD

Thisis the Third Edition of the history oi¢ Glaves/Gleaves Family in Americk.is the first
to be published in book formit primarily deals with the story dhe familiesof three brotherghe
sons of Matthew and Esther, who esafhtheir mark on the frontiers of a new nation. It traces their
descendants through as many as twelve generations.

When first released in 2003 this document was just over 300 pages. The fledgling Gleaves
Family Association was only then beginnimguncover the wealth of information that exists about
this Family. Since that time many others have come forward to add to the body of knowledge
contained here. Today, the document is more than twice that size.

This work is by no means the sum totalrdbrmation on our Gleaves Family. There is much
more information and many more documents posted onlwevet gleavesfamily.camt would be
impossible to include all 1,300 documents and the informationicedtéhere in any single
publication. This work should be seen as a starting point for research on individual family members.

There are far too many contributors to this work to mention all of them here in this limited
space. Throughout the documentnmaf them are referenced for their valuable additions and
corrections. We are fortunate to have more than a dozen researchers from many of the family lines
willing to help others explore their ancestors.

Special thanks go to three who have spent essmhours working to make the knowledge
they and otherhave gained available to all. Hilda Hagar Barnes has published her extensively
documentedsleaves Families in Middle Tennesse@ch serves as the definitive source for these
families and much of ghinformation contained in this work. Frances Gleaves Nichols has worked to
compile a wealth of information on the Family as well as documenting the final resting places for
many of them. Finally, Alice Sampselle Hix has done extensive work on semeral bhe also
serves as our webmaster, and is responsible for making much of the information that has been
uncovered available to all.

As you will see, there are many unanswered questions that still remain al@mitire
history. One question dealsith the several variants of the family nanioday,GLEAVESIs by far
the most prevalent. Within this document, whenevefahely surname appears imALICIZED-
SVALL CAPITALLETTERS it is as the spelling appears in the referenced document. Whather it
GLAVES GLEAVES GLAVE or GLEAVE, it is apparentwe are all one family.

There is much more to be added tofhismi | v hi st or vy. Il 6m sure ther
containedn thisresearch. | only ask that as others expand upon this work, teeppdo me
corrections/additions to this manuscript.

A special hank youto all the friends | have made along the way in developing this project.
Enjoy,

..b‘*

Dennis Glaves
Historian, the Gleaves Family Association
dglaves@yahoo.com



http://www.gleavesfamily.com/
mailto:dglaves@yahoo.com
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Matthew Gleaves
About 1725 1760

The known history of the Family begins in the New World. The lineage can definitely be
traced backa 176Q in what was at that time, the American Frontier; Augusta County, Virginia. The
patriarch, Matthew Glavess the earliest known direct ancestor of the family. Very little is known
about Matt he w6 s ntheatdxeollsisahe Isnie regptd eurirgg his lifetime.o Court
records involving his wife and children do provide valuable insight and are covered in detail later in
this chapter.

Despite extensive research by several individuals, no authenticated déetiomeof
Matthewdés | ife has been found prior to 1760. Al t
family history, handed down over time, suggest that he was born in England and immigrated to
America as a young man.
Matt hewds Root s:
British Ancestry?

A bookby MaryB.Kegley cont ains a biographical sketch of
The sket dheGlavesifamily pf Cripple Creek were descended from the Gleaves of
Cambridgeshire, England. William Gless; the first of the name to come to this part of Virginia,
migrated to Pennsylvania and then down the valley of Virginia where he bought lands in 1770 as
recorded i n Aug ushe sketdd,punted iy its enéiretyim CGhapterd3, makes no
meni on of Williambés father, GlanpsestoEWythe County Virginia

Sometime prior to June 2, 1925, Dr. Edgar Lee Gleaves of Nashville, Tennessee took notes
during an interview with J. Miller Turner as he recited in great detaifath@y history of Michael
Gl eaves, Matthewds middle son. Mr. Turner was ¢t}
then compiled and subsequently updated a documentThiedleaves Family I't Theegi ns: A
original family by the name of Gleas came from Dillingham, England, to America, the exact date
being unknown. Several years prior to the Colonial War they settled in Virginia near Roanoke where
several descendants still lived I f Mr. Turner was awara@naf the na
mention it in the interview. Althougihne documentontains several inaccuracies, it provides
fascinating detail and portions of the document are included in Chapters 4 & 9, which deal with
Michael and his descendants.

Coming to America

Additond research into Matthewds early Iife in t
connections, without the elusive definite proof researchers are seeking. Most reports list his older
children being born in England, which would have him emigrating itetkel 740s or 1750s. Other
than family oral history, there is no proof that
America.

It is quite possible that Mattheimmigrated to America through the Port of Philadelphia. The
Port was very acte during this periodand processed more immigrants than the Port of New York.
No record or shipds mani fest has been found to dc
into the New World.

It is even possi bl e avémme tdhanericahbefovddhe wagshornent s c o
There are documented records of several individuals with the Family surnames coming to the colonies
before 1700. It appears that theymigrated to Pennsylvania through the Port of Philadelphia
(Chester County).



fGeorgeGLAVE (GLEAVE) of Knutsford and hi s wi df idale Bowden Parishc al f e
came to Bucks County, Pennsylvania in 1682 aboard théiship e Fr i en d Seofgdané nt ur e 0
Ann had been married in 1679 arahee to the New World with their son, John, born September 14,
1680. George appears in Bucks County Court Records in 1686 where he was fined 10 shillings for
assaulting Edmund Bennett. More than 60 years transpire before the next entry is found. dn 1752,
report of a wedding at the Concord Meetinghouse in Chester County, Pennsylvania lists among the

g u e sHlizabethGLEAVE® a n dohrGLAVES. I f this was George and Ann
been 72 years old at the timé&ohn and Ezabeth were married in the Goshen Meetinghouse in
Chester County, Pennsylvania in 1728. Both had |

mentions one son (Isaac) and two daughters. Elizabeth died six yearsitestatevas left to her
children of her first marriage There is no record of any Matthew Gleaves found associated with this
family. The Pennsylvania Colony

A s e cGeorgGLBAVED settled in Chester County, Pennsylvania in 1683. Heénand
wife Isabella, along with their son George, arrived in Philadelphia in September of 1683 aboard the
shipfi Fr i e n dssdnge gnd Isabella were indentured servants to John Hauglperiod of four
years and their son George uti@ turned 21. They eventually settled in Burlington County,
Pennsylvania where he was a wheelwright by trade. George and Isabella both died prior to 1690 and
their son George moved to Shrewsbury Parish, Kent County, Mamgteordo 1703 George mared
a woman named Sarah and the christening dates of their seven children are documented in local
church records there. These seven named children were born between 1703 and 1725, although none
were named Matthew. The Pennsylvania @ony

The name is also found in New Jersey during this same period. On August 26, 1691, there
is an entry in the minutes of the Salem Friends Meeting House in Salem County, New Jersey. On that
datefiJoseph War elAaEsPad s s ld e s tdevere @amtgdoypermission by the
congregatiorio marry. The marriage usually took place a few days lafEne record also indicates
that Hester was a widow from Chester County, Pennsylvania.

Salem Friends Meetinglinutes Marriages
http://ftp.rootsweb.com/pub/usgenweb/nj/salem/vitals/marriages/salemfriends.txt

By 1700 the surname had spread to Lancaster County, \Arginil699 thevill o f JosBph
GLAVEO was probated. It appears that he was a recent immigrant and unmarried as he lists his home as
Cheshire, England and leaves all his possessions to his mother, Mary Hill
The Virginia State Library Website

Begi nni n dsaac@LAVESY (Sofne tim8 spelledSLEAVEY shows up in court
documents in Lancaster and Bedford Counties, Pennsylvania. His is the only name uncovered at this
time. Pennsylvania in 1780

None of these reports reference a Matthew in the family.

The
Most Likely Link

The most promising clues to Matthewb6s origins
RobertAllen, a verymeticulous genealogist from California, has done the most detailed research of
English court and church records pertaining to the family. He has uncovered the most promising link
to Matthewbs early year s. Andastsy apbDegendantsgpubl i shed i
Matthew Gleaves, Augusta County, &#l subsequent documents contain his findings.



http://ftp.rootsweb.com/pub/usgenweb/nj/salem/vitals/marriages/salemfriends.txt

AiFamily tradition is that Michag@lhoughltheaves was
story says "Dillingham”, England, bthere is no such place). There are a lot of Gleaves from
Williamham, England in the late 1600s and early 1700s. Research of Williamham, England records
has discovered a Matthew Gleawelso married Amy _ ?  and who was buriedv/1709. He
had the following children: Alicebaptized 1675, Anibbaptized 1688, Thomasaptized 1/23/1680/81,
and Elizabeth bapti zed 1677. 0

i Thomas ,6 baptized 1/284.680/81, married Anne Sneesb9/29/1718 and was
buried on 6/22/1740. Thomas had the following children: Thomas, baptized 11/16/1720, Joseph,
baptized 1/5/1724/25, Matthew (no information) and John, baptized 3/13867/34omas wrote a
will in 1740 in which he mentions his sons Thomas, John (‘when age 21"), Mathew ("when age 21")
and Joseph. This is the only Matthew Gleaves in Willingham in the right age bracket to have
emigrated to America and died in AugustaCaAA, Vi n 1760 . 0

Bi |l | Gl eaves has obt ai n evitland reportsphat Matthewtwéiséo T h o ma
receive the sumof 150 poundlsat a g e . ZHis wguld aneas that the earliest he could have
been born is 1720.

e
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Thewill of Thomas Gleaves arttle specific provision dealing with his son Matthew

The n&mEDa n GLEAVED appear in numerous records in several areas of England
and to a lesser extent, in Irelandt this time there does not appear to be any hard evidence that
would defintely link Matthew to a particular location, family or surnanidne will of Thomas
Gleaves appears to be the most plausibladditional documestare uncoveredhis question may be
answered. Today it remains an unsolved mystery.

Several Pennsylvani@urt records appear more promising, although neither can be absolutely
authenticated. In October of 1745, there are at least two documented records in Pennsylvania relating
to an individual namefl Ma t tGheew.

In a book about early Pennsylvartizere is a document entiti@dAc count of Servant ¢
and Assigned Before James . HAmentiytated @QctobeM2VMD45 of Phi l
st at eMatthewGasavedis si gns John Marl ey (a servant from |
servefouy ear s, from September 22, Consideration 20

Emigrants to Pennsylvania

AfA Mat tGheev also appears in a book listing marriage records in Pennsylvania. While
most entries have a complete date and list both spe s , MatthewOsct emenry_ is Ha4'
and does not list a spouse. There is no explanation for the missing information. It is possible that a
portion of the record was destroyedtamay be that this Matthew took out a marriage license but
never filed it after the ceremony. Either theory is plausible since they are consistent with the birth of
his first child Mary, in 1746. There are reports that the license was actually taken out in Lancaster
County, wherdsaacGLAVESappears in 1751, allugh this author has not been able to document this
fact. Pennsylvania Marriages Prior to 1790

If either of these entries pertaito our Matthew, then all his children would have been born in
America.



Augusta County, Virginia

AFrom Pennsylvania the Scotch Irish spread
Wagon Road, across the Potomac and through Maryland to the Great Valley of Virginia, the beautiful
Shenandoah. German settlers dominakedrtorthern reaches, but many Scotch Irish stopped in the
central and southern parts, some for good, others until the urge to seek something better prodded them
onward. o The Road to Guilford Courthouse

The Shenandoah Valley of Virginieas considered to be the frontier of the American
Colonies during this period and Indian raiding parties were still common occurrencssitedls
above, thé&/alley was settled largely by the Scoicish and Germans, most who came from
Pennsylvania, Maryland and Delaware beginning in 1732. The Virginia colonial government
encouraged them to settle in talley, partly to act as a buffer between the English settlements east
of the Blue Ridge Mountains and the Indianghte west and north. A number of small farming
communities sprang up throughout the Shenanil@i®-mile length. Thevalley served as a natural
migration route for settlers who could avoid crossing the Blue Ridge Mountains by entering the valley
from thenorth in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania.

Framed by the Blue Ridge on the east and the Appalachian Mountains on the west, it extends
nearly the full length of the present day boundary between Virginia and West Virginia. At the
southern end of thealley, the Cumberland Gap would be used by Daniel B@mkeothers to spread
the westward expansion of settlements into Tennessee beginning in the 1780s.

Augusta County, Virginia was created in November of 1738, from Orange County. Until
1770, when Botetourt County was set off, Augusta was the largest county in the world, stretching to
the Mississippi River on the west and north through lllinois and a corner of Wisconsin. The name
Augusta was given to the county in honor of Princess Aagusother of George Il of England.

During the 17301750 timeframe, much of the land in Wedley was deeded by Lord Fairfax
of Virginia to land speculators. In exchange for grants of hundreds of thousands of acres, these men
agreed to attract settteto the region. Much of the current County of Augusa contained within
the boundaries of the Beverley Manor Grant obtained by William Beverley of Essex County, Virginia
in 1736. A partial map of the Beverley Grant appears in Chaptdrs grantabuts portions of the
Borden Grant to th8outh.

Augusta County,
Virginia

The settlers, under the rule of the British Crown, were organized into the colonial militia. All
male landowners were required to enlist in one of the companies of militia, which were formed in their
local communities. The militia served two purpggls first was for the protection of the sett/exsd
asecond was to provide the British government with a method of identifying taxable individuals
within the colonies.

The firstverifiablefact aboubur Matthew is that he came to Augusta County, Virginia prior

to 1760.f1 Ma t tGhage® is listed on theounty tax rolls for that year as delinquent with the
notationit o o mext  hivsname. No location of the property is given. There are undoi@gne
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reports that Matthew settled on the banks of the South River, which runs through present day
Rockingham and Augusta Counties. The South River is formed when the South Fork of the
Shenandoah River divides in Rockingham County near the present dagftddaynesboro. The area
is known as Crimora and is on the western side of the Blue Ridge Mountains. This description is
consistent with the land dealings of Matthew Glaves Jr. in 1785.

Chronicles of the Scotehish Settlement in Virginia

It is not known if Matthew Sr. came to Augusta County with other family members, although
this appears unlikely. No other occurrence of the ndi@esVES or AGLEAVES appears in court
records other than those of his children. A single entry in May of 1770sriaiDea VGLAEE on a
land patent. This author is inclined to think this to be a misspelling®@f a of svliich there were
several in the County during this period.

As reported earlier in this chapter, there is no documented recordda t t hewo6és mar r i ac
although the Pennsylvania marriage license appears to be highly plausible. Indeed, no other records of
the family appear until 1771, more than 10 years after the initial Augusta County tax entry. Up until
this point we know nothingbout his wife or children. In 1771, things begin to change.

1771

On March 22, 1771, c o ur tWilamGlaveEsissappoimtenit ai n an e
guardian ad litem for EstheBLAVES orphan of MatthevGLAVES deceased 0 A @gdditam di an
was a person of legal age appointed to litigate a cause of action for a minor child or incompetent
per son. At this point there is no information as
Augusta County Court Order Book #14

Chronicles of the Scotchirish Settlement in Virginia

Lyman Chalkley's thregolumeChronicles of the Scotelish Settlement in Virginial 745
1800(Rosslyn, \irginia, 19121913) is the most often quoted referenagkithat contains abstracts
taken from the Augusta County Court records. This work is not without serious flaws.

The document was reviewed before publication by the Daughters of the American Revolution,
who found that the abstracts contained an abwedahtranscription errors, erroneous dates,
misspelled names, material omissions, and other serious mistakes. They concluded that the abstracts
were"condensed to the point of mutilatioatid that many entries misrepresented the contents of the
original documents. It was also pointed out that Chalkley had abstracted only some of the records that
pertained to persons and Publivationiofdhe abstnactswduld eakily h e wa ¢
lead to the erroneous conclusion that the absence intdsteaats of information about a person or a
family meant that there was no information on t he
Despite this criticism, Chalkley published his extract and it serves as principal resource for research in
Auguda County, Virginia.

For many years, researchers had no other clues to the Matthew Glaves family. These two
small references were the only records offthe mi | y 6 dn ApgustasCeumty. eBob Allen, a Turk
family researcher, uncovered an error tlnds additional light on our ancestors.

Turk vs. Raferty

Chalkley reports a lawsuit titleBurk vs. Rafertyinderi County Court Judgment s
1772pVol. ,p.365 The case invol ved aMathewGraokoe BobAllenr t he e st
obtained a copy of the original records in the Augusta County, Virginia Courthouse that Chalkley
viewed in writing his abstract of this lawsuit. The actual record reveals that the family involved in the
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lawsuitwasGLAVE, notGROVE Although the document is quite lengthy and overly verbose, the key
points are listed below.

Most documents from this time period were drafted using little or no punctuaticso arsi
times random capitalization. This document is no exception to that trend.atlitihor has attempted
to transcribe this text exactly as it appears in the original lawsuit. You will notice that the spelling of
the name appears with and without th& o .

Turk & wife
v
Raferty & wife

fGeorge the Third by itmRandd & aetaed Kind Defémlat ofof gr e a-
the Faith To the Sherif of Augusta County Greeting we command you that you summon Thomas
Rafertyand Esther his wife
To appear before the Justices of our said County Court at the Court ldbtis=County on
the third Tuesday in next month to Answer a Bill in Chancery (illegible) whereby Thomaand
Mary his wife, WilliamGLAVE and ElizabetiGLAVE, and MichaelGLAVE, EstherGLAVE and Matthew
GLAVE. Infants by WillianGLAVE their guardianof this they shall in no wise omit under the penalty
of 100 (pounds)"

"To The Worshipful his Majesties. Justices of the County Court of Augusta (illegible) on
Chancery Humbly Complaining their (illegible) of the Worships Your orator, Thdorisand Mary
his wife, WilliamGLAVES ElizabethGLAVE, MichaelGLAVE, EasterGLAVE, and MatthewGLAVE,
infants by WilliamGLAVE their guardian-- Thatsome timen or about the year one thousand seven
hundred and sixty your orators' father Matth@wavesdeparted tfs life intestate without making any
disposition of his estate or effects and who at the time of his death was possessed of a very
considerabl e personal estate. Orators having bee
Sheep, Household goods, and | kind of implements of Husbandry.
death their mother Esther, since intermarried with Thomas Raferty the Defendants hereafter named
possessed herself of the whole estate (your orators then being infants of very tersjevitrezut
ever taking out Letters of administration, soon after which before she disposed of the same
intermarried with the other Defendant Thomas Raferty by virtue of which intermarriage he took the
whole of your Orators estate into his custody and @ssien and used possessed and disposed of the
same without ever rendering any account to either of your orators or to this worshipful Court. Your
Orators MaryTuRK and WilliamGLAVESsince having come of age have often and in a friendly
manner requestedrh so to do as such on his own account as on behalf of his infant brothers and
sisters...."

Grave, fylg y}m M"’t%jmaﬁ-ﬁ%m ’

b4 s .
}« Ao Ay =1 o 4

#c/—/m.&‘ wkag‘nj&’yc”df&m'mﬂ 0v

A copy of the actual complaint Trurk vs. Rafertyeveals how Lyman Chalkley could hamterpreted
t he s ur GrovER The actuél documentis 2 ¥ legalges in length.
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Although there is no record of a judgment, this single document provides a wealth of
information about the Matthew Gl aves family. It
names his wife Esther and his children. It tellthad Matthew died intestate, havingwil. The
documentmentonS hor ses, cattl e, phutqsland. nfbde famdywadrobalblyd 1 t e m:
settled on unclaimed land but had not had the necessary survey done in order to patent it and gain title.

The actual lawsuit was dated August 20, 1771, although the case was not heard until the following
March.

During the Colonial period, the death of a husband required that a guardian be named for any
minor children, even if the wife were still alive. TBaglish Laws ofPrimogeniturevere still in force
in the Colony of Virginia at thtime. Under this law, unlesswll stipulated otherwise, the entire
estate passed to the oldest son, in this case William. It was not until 1790 that a wife in Viaginia w
entitled to a third of hdbowdrRightdaThedgbasdiare(ert at e, now
guardians) was to ensure that the childrends port
reached majority. In many cases the guardian was a eeldfive lawsuit claims that Esther never
appeared before the court to have a guardian named for her children.

Mary and Wil | haimgcaneefagei me i mg fHhey were no | ¢
minors by the court. Male children reached the ageajpbrity at 21 and females at 18. According to
theBible of James Turk, his mother, Mary Gleaves, was born on June 12, 1746, meaning that she was
25 at the time of lawsuit. If William was named as Guardian for his sister, Esther in 1771 the latest he
could have been born would be 1750.

If third child Elizabeth, was still a minor when the lawsuit was filed in August of 1771, the
earliest she could have been born would be 1753.

Boys over the age of fourteen and girls over the age of twelve were atiowhdose their
own guardians and many court records reflect this action. Younger children had guardians appointed
by the Court. It appears from the 1771 entry that Esther had not yet turned twelve since William was
appointed, not chosen by her. Thisuld place her birth year as 1759 or after. The one question
remaining is whether William being nam@dG u a r d i a nwoaldihave negateah ber ability to
choosead ITémeyavdstnot very common in court records.

The Matthew Glaves Family

fMatthewbés children are listed in the | awsuit
guess as to when they were born.
Born
Mary June 12, 1746)amesTurk Family Bible)
William 174771 1750
Elizabeth After 1753
Michael After 1753
Estrer Late 1750s
MatthewJr. Late 1750s or very early 1760s
It is not known if there are any other errors
the Matthew Glaves family. Until someone publishes a more complete extract, we may never know.
Esther

About 1728 After June 1820

The early | ife o hasbkanatmygstery ans thevsuldjeet ofla goochdeal of
research with very limited results. If Esther were born in 1730, she would have been just 16 when her
oldest child, Mary, was born in 1746. It is likely that she was bome timebefore that date,
although no proof existsAs we wi | | document , Matthew was the f
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The Mitchell Controversy

Est herds mai denl tntaeanegh sa umkmmeaevrn , oHathar esear c her s
Mi t c hT¥hulslfag nothing can be found that would clearly identify her as a Mitchell. There was a
Mitchell family in Augusta County in the mitl700s and John MitcheNas a pronment citizen
appearing in numerous court records. John appears on early maps of the Beverly Patent owning 609
acres in the southern end of the grant in an area known as Greenville.

John Mitchell was in the Augusta County area as early as 1743 whisrkshed in Orange
County Court Records (Parent County of Augusta) as turningiiwa | f 6 .sThdreenaust lbave
been some form of bounty paid for destroying predators. A second record that may pertain to another
John Mitchell appears November 21,4751 n a s iJohp Mitehelbindénted servaiit to John
Hannad . There is no other evidence to suggest that
Orange County Court Records

If Esther was the daughter of John Mitchell, the 1748/eplaces them in the area early
enough for her to marry Matthew Glaves prior to the birth of their oldest daughter Mary in 1746. Now
comes a curious entry that has yet to be explained by those discounting the family connection.

John Mitchell made hiwill on September 23, 1780 and died in 1783. wilklists several
individuals named Russell receiving inheritances as well sk t h erEstAeuis positively
identified when later in thevill the following appears'ThomasTurk, father of Estheis to control
her legacy until she is of ageThomas was the husband of Mary Glaves, oldest child of Matthew and
Esther. There is no explanation included invliledocumenting what, if any, relationship the
younger Esther had to John Mitchell. Estiveuld have been about 13 years old at the timevtthe
was written. There were three witnesses on John MitckéllsJohn Reaugh, Margaret Kirk and
Mary Turk.

It would appear that Mary is Mary Gleavesrk, wife of Thomas and daughter of Matthew
ard Esther Glaves. Turning to the other two witnessledn Reaughppears to be John Rhea who
married Margaret Turk, daughter of Thomas hisdfirst wife Margaretairound this same time. Rhea
family records list the surname with botheflings. If this is in fact the case, coulargaret Kirk"
actually be Margaret Turk? The signature onvifieis definitelyt Ki r k 0

Augusta County, Virginia Will Book #6

I f there is any ¢ onn e ¢Hsthey and Jolentvitchketheamatikano t he wbd s
mention of it in hiswill. Esther had remarried and moved to Washington County, Virginia during the
previous decade.

John Mitchell s connection to the Thomas TurKk
researchers with countless interestingreections that only heighten the Mitchell controversy.

Life after Matthew

As reported earlier, Esther remarried after the death of Matthew. Augusta County Court
Recor ds s h o whomasd®Rafferyweee marred onfdune 6762. This marriage and the
1772 lawsuit are the only known references to Thomas Rafferty in Augusta County.

Some timdn the late 1760s or early 1770s, Thomas and Esther moved further south to
Washington County, Virginia on the North Carolina bordEney were among the earliest settlers of
the are@ahamdst Raf dsiisted asbanmin the cdunty previous to 1772. He is
|l i sted with other heads of families in Rev. Charl
Presbyterian Chuic Historical Sketches of the Campbell, Pilcher and Kindred Families
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After the French and Indian War (17%@63) the southwestern part of what is now Virginia,
within the Shenandoah Valley, was given to the Shawnee & Cherokee Indiangiag grounds. In
1770, the treaty was repealed and a land rush ensued.

The first great migration to Washington County was from the Augusta County area, so it is
presumed tht Esther and Thomas Raffertsaveled with others to this new region. If treport is
true, then they had already left Augusta County whaik vs. Rafertyvas filed.

Thomas Rafferty died testate in Washington County, Virginia in 1780wilislated
October 21, 1779, mentiofish i s , wiafl ¢ mough Est herdishedoaument. toes not
al so mamtuighhners, EI i zwaitheotlast nanesdgivevilhe wgllaoes rtotdnake
it clear i f these were Estherods dauglesteer s or chil
made amotion to become the Administrator, with t&ll annexed on March 20, 1780. Esther's
oldest son, William Gleaves, by now living in nearby Montgomery County, was one of the securities
for the administrator's bond. Washington County Virginia WiBook 1

At least one Rafferty Family researcher reports that the two daughters mentionedilh the
were children of this second marriage. A postingsemforum.conh i st s Muathdgyaas et 6 s
October 12, 1769. Ifthisistue, it woul d make Margaret more than
oldest child, Mary GleaveBurk. No information on Elizabeth Rafferty is listed.
http://genforungenealogy.com/va/augusta/messages/223.html

The relationship between Esther and Margaret is confirmed through a letter that has been
transcribed and posted on the Gleaves Family Association website. On March 26, 1832 a man named
Jess RSiler of Macon County, North Carolina corresponded with James Turk Gleaves of Wythe
County, Virginia inquiring about HAiTbeamoybar inay ( M
more readily know the relationship we bear to each other my motheéhe/asaughter of Thomas
Rafferty, her mother was three times married to Gleawafferty & Woolmanyour father & my
mother were consequently half Brother and Sister from which if we could see each other we might in
these fashionable times claimaretath s hi p as cousin. 0
http://gleavesfamily.com/letters/index.cgi?Key=510&Field=key_field&cdisplay=1

On January 9, 1786, Esther Rafferty received a Land Grant $éhigon County from the
Commonwe al t h Koofv ye\thatrbyvirtnei ofaa.certifidate in Rights of Settlement given by
the Commissioners for adjusting the titles of unpatented lands in the District of Washington and
Montgomery and in consideratiofi thhe Ancient Compensation of two pounds sterling paid by Esther
Rafferty into the Treasury of the Commonwealth, t
four hundred acreséon a branch of the joBiogut hf or k ¢
Francis Whitney .aond Tlhoeh ng rGarnots sgbo el smiegwdhthetpmperdye s cr i b e
measured i p o I. &he Grant was signed Patrick Henry, who was the Governor of Virginia at the
ti me. I'tds not c | deamentiofif sdme otlercofficiahsighes forhimglowasl t h e
somewhat unusual for a woman to receive a Land Grant although not unheard of. A scanned copy of
this and many other documents pertaining to Virginia family land records may be found on the
Virginia State Library Internet site &ittp//image.vtls.com/  The Library of Virginia Land Records

On March 14, 1786, in Washington County, Virginia, Esther married for the third time, to
Elias Woolman It is not known how long #y remained in Washington County since upon Elias
Wool manés death in 1795, his widow, Esther, was
estate back in Augusta County, Virginia. The motion was granted on December 15, 1795. Itis
unclear if Elzabeth and Elias had returned to Augusta prior to his death or if she traveled there
subsequently. Most of her children had moved away from the area more than ten years prior. The
only known family members remaining in Augusta County at that time wemrdglghter and seim-
law, Thomas and Mary Turk. Augusta County Court Records, Order Book #23

o™
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By now, Esther had outlived three husbands. Researcher Bob Allen reports the last direct link
to Esther. It occurred when she executed a Power ofrfsty in Buncombe County, North Carolina
on April 19, 1797. The document was later recorded in Washington County, Virginia on February 19,
1799.

Present day Buncombe County is in the Asheville, North Carolina area, some distance from
Washington Countyirginia. Est her 6 s move to Buncombe County had
referenced posting dBenforumwent on to say thafi Mar gar et Ra fSileeand rgoveth. We i me r
t o Buncombe Coun tlityould Hppeat fdr de@saa timé Esthed livad near her
daughter. Jess Sil é&itMys flad thteer Wea p leai 189 | telhe moo\ed.
this state to Macon Cty N.C. five years ago. In Feby. 1831 he died mother now lives four miles from
Franklin where fater died with John the youngest 601 his would add credence to the claim that
Esther had children by Thomas Rafferty and may have lived with her daughter, Mahgianetthis
period. http://genforum.genealogy.com/va/augusta/messages/223.html

Esther appeared tiill be living on August 3, 1808 when her sardaw, Thomas Turk, Sr.
wrote hiswill in Augusta County, Virginia and provided therein for her supgdrtiesire that my

wi feds mot her , Est her Wool man shall have a decent
widowhood. Augusta County Will Book XI
The final reference known aboutter.EOnfuhecl?,6s | i f e

1820, James Turk So.f Waynesbor o, Augusta County, Virginia,

Mary Gl eaves Turk wrote to his c¢oubedamMepheatmes Tur k

The recipientis the same family member who would receive the letter from Jess Siler. Although

Esther is not mentioned by name, it appears that she was still alive on thié date.wv prdvid to o

give you some information respecting the situation of our far@randmother has been very low so

much so that we despaired of her recovery but she at this time is better and able to set up but she is

very weak and | am of the opinion that she cannot last I¢fighe thread of life appears nearly

e X h a u sAgamahe atire letter can be found on the Gleaves Family Association website.
http://gleavesfamily.com/letters/index.cqi?Key=431&Field=key_field&cdisplay=1

It appeas that she was living with her daughter Mary when this letter was written. James
Turk goes on to describe his motherés health in t
Turk was also a widow. Est i maboued® orolfier. Est her 6 s agée

Records pertaining t o-pldeshavegetto lse fodadtloughitior f i nal
likely that they occurred in Augusta Counfyhesedetaik, along with her maiden name, remain
mysteries

The Children
Of
Matthew and Esher

The children and grandchildren of Matthew and Esther are documented in detail in Chapters

2-6 . These three generations span the first one
World. As you will see, many unanswered questions remoaiothers to discover.
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2

The Family of

Mary Gleaveslurk
June 12, 1746 March 2, 1835

Mary appears to be the oldest child of Matthew and Esther Glaves. She is the only one of the
six children whose actual birthate is known. &mily history would have her born in England and
immigrating to America with her parents at an early age. Janges Turk Biblestablishes her birth
date but does not provide a clue as to the location. As discussed in Chapter One, it is also possible tha
she, and her brothers and sisters were all born in the New World.

No records have been found pertaining to Mary
Augusta County tax records that her family was in the Shenandoah Valley no later than 1760. The
first time she appears in Augusta County, Virginia court records is 1771. Mary Turk and her husband,
along with her brothers and sisters, are litigants iTtiv& vs. Rafertyawsuit overhefat her 6 s est at
Chronicles of the Scotehish Setlement in Virginia

Unlike her brothers, Mary appears to have lived her life in Augusta County. There are no
known records of Mary Gleaves Turk or her husband Thomas occurring anywhere else. For a more
complete description of early Augusta County rédeChapter 1.

Mary was the second wife of Thomas T&@k, a secongeneration member of one of the
earliest families to settle in the Shenandoah Valley. Thomas and Mary were married on April 1, 1766
in Augusta County, VirginiaThere is no known official record of the marriage, although it is
recorded in a familyBible. Some family records give the location of the marriage as the town of
Staunton, althougthis has not been documente#it the time of their marriage, Mary wa8 §ears
old and Thomas more than twice her age, at approximately 48. James Turk Bible

Mary Turk was part of the controversyoverhert her 6 s possi bl e connecti
Mitchell family. When Mitchell made hiwill in 1780, Mary was one dhe witnesses. Thaill,
proved in the August a CobksthdrTyrdas one of the beneficidaries3, al s o
Mary and Thomas had a daughter born about 1767 named Esther, ailtlitlentifies Thomas as
herfat her . Ma r ys6 ramed &sthereafthowglais 1780lher married nam&afiearty.
For more detailed account of this issue, see the section on Esther Glaves in Chapter 1.
Chronicles of the Scotehish Settlement in Virginia

The Turk Family
of
Augusta County, Virghia

Mar yds hus hwastte sonoffRobaraand Margaret Turk Hi s mot her 8 s ma
name is unknown. Robert Turk was a Scdtidh Presbyterian from Ulster Province, Northern
Ireland. He is believed to haimmigrated to Bostowith his familysome timearound 1720. Turk
family researcherseportthat Robert paid the passage for his family to come from England and was
not an indentured servant.

Some timebefore the late 1730s, Robert moved his family to Virginia and obtéaned
through the Orange County Court under a procedure knoweadrights. Headrightsvere grants of
50 acres peii h e aaried by the Colony of Virginia to males over 16 who were willing to clear
land in undeveloped areas of t@ony. On February&, 1739, Robert Turk entered an application in
the Orange County Court of Common Pleas. This Headrights function served as the only real

i mmi gration record during this ti meRobestiTurko d . The
Margrot, Jane, d h n , Ann, Thomas, .Nexheatbe edtryigva rothtiGrd m oTu r k 0
Il rel.and?o Orange County Court Records
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Turk Family records suggest that Robert patented land in Orange County even before that
date. There are reports of rede dated as early as September 6, 1736. We do know that Robert Turk
had obtained a tract of land from William Beverley at least partially within the boundaries of the
Beverley Manor PatentThe tract of land consisted offiBacres. It is reported that Robert paid the
sum of 40 pounds for the property. Since Beverley did not get around to recording these grants until
1745, the actual date is unclear. Family records list the transaction as occurring in 1739 as does one of
the maps of early settlers in the area. The begwshows the location of the property within
Beverley Manor. Beginnings Beyond the Mountains

The map above is of the eastern portion of the Beverley Patent, about 1760. The 118,000
acresot he Patent ran generally from the northeast
the northeast corner with the numifiedl 3 luBdérneath. The number represents the acreage
purchased from William Beverley in 1739. The area was known as Crirfi@appears that the South
River ran through the property and a portion of the property may actually be located outside of the
Beverley Patent. The map also shéw$ u r k 6 whickswsap @ passage over the nearby Blue Ridge
Mountains that appears on US@fps todayfi T u r k 6 sssmBllstreanthat flowsfrom the
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