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1977 tree of the Manship side of our family (Melissa Craven).

For the current lineage information, see the end of this chapter, the family genealogy web site at
http://www.melissacravenfowler.com/Genealogy.html, or

http://wc.rootsweb.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/igm.cgi?db=melissaf52.

Manship is a name | am always asked about. | always assumed the Manships had been

mariners and thatthen a me wa's
few less obvious answers | found:

Manship Name Meaning
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English, habitational name from Minskip in West Yorkshire, Manships Shaw in Surrey, or Manchips
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6fell owshi p'd,

al so

6l and

held in common
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The name Manship first arose amongst the Anglo-Saxon tribes of Britain. It is derived from their

having lived in the parish of Minshull, which was located five miles from Nantwich in the county of

Cheshire. The surname Manship belongs to the large category of Anglo-Saxon habitation names,

which are derived frompre-e x i sti ng names for towns, villages, par.i
The spelling variations under which the name Manship has appeared include Minshull, Minshall,

Minshaw, Mynshawe, Mynshewe and many more. First found in Cheshire where they held a family

seat from early times and their first records appeared on the early census rolls taken by the early

kings of Britain to determine the taxation of their subjects...2

Al'l en Paul Manship wrote: ¢éét heGermanh@&demarea af Euopet-es f r on
originally as Mencheppe. It apparently appears in one of its several different spellings in the

Doomsday book in English history, but arrived in England most noticeably with the Huguenots, settling

on the East Coast of England. *

MANSHIP.. was a locational name from MINSKIP in the West Riding of Yorkshire, and from
MANCHIPS SHAW in County Surrey. There is also a place called MANCHIP FIELD, in Bishops
Stortford, from where the original bearer may have taken his name. It was originally derived from the
Old English word GEMAENSCIPE, literally meaning the dweller at the community land. The earliest of
the name on record appears to be Ailsi de MENSCIPE, who was documented in Yorkshire in the year
1167, and Philip MANSIPE was recorded in County Norfolk in the year 1189. Robert MANSIPE was
recorded in Berkshire in the year 1247. Surnames derived from place names are divided into two
broad categories; topographic names and habitation names. Topographic names are derived from
general descriptive references to someone who lived near a physical feature such as an oak tree, a
hill, a stream or a church. Habitation names are derived from pre-existing names denoting towns,
villages and farmsteads. Other classes of local names include those derived from the names of rivers,
individual houses with signs on them, regions and whole countries. Later instances of the name
mention Alexander de MANSHIPE, who was recorded in 1319 in County Surrey and London, and
John MANSCHUPE of Yorkshire, was listed in the Yorkshire Poll Tax of 1379. *

Any way you interpret all this, Manship is clearly an unusual name.

Mother did not tell me much about her Manship ancestors. She knew some of the
Delaware relatives, and she knew the family had been on the Del-Mar-Va Peninsula for
hundreds of years, but if she knew more than that, she conveyed few particulars to me,
as you can see from the chart above. When | started this project, | knew only that her
father was Frank Manship and his father had been Alfred Henry, the latter of whom had
served in the Civil War. We have Alfred Henryd s p h ot osecend wifie Elizai, as well
as his discharge papers from that War. | also knew Frank Manship had three siblings.

If you read the Forward to this thesis, you will remember that it was not being able to
find Mary and Frank Ma n s h grgves @hich rekindled my interest in my family in 2005.
And it was Par ke ronAmabtd &el RootsWeb whicla goti me started
building a more thorough tree for my family lines. | made a start at that time.

Also, traveling through Mississippi in 2009, | saw an advertisement for the Manship
House Museum ° in Jackson, MS. It turns out that Charles Henry Manship, Civil War
Mayor of Jackson °, was born in Maryland, where he apprenticed to a chair-maker and
trained as an ornamental painter. | now know that Charles Henry was second cousin to
my great-great grandfather, but | did not know that at the time. However, | would have
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naively claimed that any Manshipsinthe country wer eTodetetminé Mans hi
whether or not that was true, | located the Ancestry.com distribution maps for various
federal censuses and began building a comprehensive tree of the Manship family.

In 1840, 1880 and 1920, Ancestry.com and the U. S. Census bureau listed 13, 174, and

120 Manship families, respectively, in the U.S., distributed as shown in the maps below.

We can now account for almost all of these Manships, descending from our first-known

ancestor -- Charles Manship in Dorchester County, MDi n t he eaThésg 170006s.
include Paul Manship, the well-known sculptor, and the Manships of the Baton Rouge,

LA newspaper empire.

Cistribution of Manship Families in the US in 1840 Distribution of Manship Families in the US in 1880

SN B

Number of Manship families Number of Manship families
W45 1 B 275t 1-9
2-3 0 10-26 0

Distribution of Manship Families in the US in 1920

@ There were
@ : 13 Manship families in the 1840 federal census;
174 Manship families in 1880; and
120 in 1920.

Number of Manship families
B 1527 1-5
6-14 0

Maps of Manship families in the various US censuses. Ancestry.com ’
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So when did the Manships arrive in the Colonies?

An examination of early immigration records and passenger ship lists revealed that people bearing the
name Manship arrived in North America very early: Thomas Minshall and his wife Margaret who
settled in Pennsylvania in 1692; John Minshall who settled in Philadelphia in 1823 and Richard
Minshall who settled in Maryland in 1680. 8

Dr. George Smith, in the "History of Delaware County, Pa.," specifies the following as
having probably come about the time of William Penn, some before and others

immediately afte r war ds, and before the end of 1682:

Mar garet, of SYChdclkengcefshsalatd) iowever, we find Minshalls in
PA and MD who did not change their names to Manship. So these may not have been
our ancestors.

This web site varies its content. Another time | visited it, it told me:

Manship Settlers in the United States in the 17" Century:
Elizabeth Manship, who arrived in Maryland in 1652-54
Mary Manship, who arrived in Maryland in 1652

Rachael Manship, who landed in Maryland in 1652
Richard Manship, who arrived in Maryland in 1652-54
Richard Manship, Jr, who arrived in Maryland in 1652. 10

Digging into this further, Maryland land records and archives provide us with evidence of
this Richard Manship and family in Marylandi n t h e e athaktgey drrtvédl @D s
Af r e e amd thad they owned some acreage:

Richard Moore & Richard Manship, Jr., Rachael Manship, Elizabeth Manship, Jr., Mary Manship
assigned by me, Richard Manship, 1652. Witness Thomas Long. Richard Moore assigns to John
Abington my rights and title to 400 acres assigned to me by Richard Manship and 200 acres due upon
my own title for the transportation of myself and Temperance, my daughter, and John Biggers and

Francis Jackson, my servants, since last June 1653. 1

Richard Manlszhip transported himself and wife and Richard, Rachael, Elizabeth and Mary, his children
since 1652.

At a Court holden for the Province of Maryland the 16th of October 1654. Bartho: Herringe aged forty
yeares or thereabouts Sworne Saith, That Peter Godson and Richard Manship meeting in yor Pettrs
plantation, Richard Manship asked the Said Peter Godson whether he would prove his wife a Witch,
Peter Godson replyed take notice what | Say, | came to your house where your wife layd two Straws
and the woman in a Jesting way Said they Say | am a witch, if | am a witch they Say | have not power
to Skip over these two Strawes and bid the Said Peter Godson to Skip over them and about a day
after the Said Godson Said he was Lame, and thereupon would Maintaine his wife to be a witch.

John Killy aged twenty five yeares or thereabouts Sworne Sayth. That at the house of Phillip Hide,
Richard Manship Said to Peter Godson you Said you would prove my wife a Witch, Peter Godson
answered Gentlemen take Notice what | Say | will prove her a witch beare Wittness you that Stand by.
John Killey
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Margarett Herringe aged twenty three or thereabouts Sworne Saith, That Rich: Manship asked Peter
Godson if he would prove his wife a witch, and Peter desired them that were present to take Notice
what he Said your wife tooke four Strawes and Said in the Name of Jesus Come over these Strawes,
and upon this your wife is a witch and | will prove her one.

Whereas Peter Godson and his wife had defamed Richard Manship's wife in Saying She was a witch
and Uttered other Slanderous Speeches agst her, which was Composed and Determined by the plft
and defendant before mr Richard Preston, Soc as Peter Godson Should pay Charges of Warrants
and Subpcenas in these Actions which Richard Manship desired may be Manifested in Court that
the Said Peter Godson & his wife have acknowledged themselves Sorry for their Speeches & pay
Charges

| t 6s shame EI i z aibmighthaveslaesn fum jo haveear REALavidch in
the family. Richard and Elizabeth also witnessed a will in 1654. **

The word At r ans poasusedirotheiqueote above,duat the Rirector of
Publications and Library Services at the Maryland Historical Society told me:

Manship paid for his own passage and that of his wife and children and did not have to work off the
cost as an indentured servant. Early settlers received land as an incentive.
(For a longer discussionon fitr ansporidgeadngteo)d, see th

Richard and Elizabeth showed up multiple times in the Archives of Maryland, Volume
10, with various court proceedings in the year 1656. *°

Also In 1656, an Arthur Manship appeared in Maryland Provincial Court proceedings:

These p°nts wittnes th' | Mathew Smith Planf in Patux' Riuer,, doe hereby sell, alienate, assigne &
make ouer unto Thomas Hopkins & Robert Hopklns ioyntly & seuerally, them or eyther of them Two
Cowes & One heyfer (marked i in the right eare w" a slitt downe in the eare & a peice cut out before &
the left eare Cropd) And | the s Mathew Smith bind mee my heyres to beare harmelesse the s°
Thom- as Hopkins & Rob' Hopkins, their heyres or assignes from any title right or mterest from the s°
Mathew Smith or Arthur Manship his Wife, or his Children. Wittnes my hand the 18" of January
1656. Teste James Veitch Mathew C Smith, Jo° Hambleton. Elizabeth A Smith. *

Addi ti onal | yThe NawEsaeralryc hS eotft |fie ®somprisingl@s326/ | and o

entries fromEGusty Skeartd asa s dio Ca Ma o Guppemdénd ' s 0
to the Early Settlers of Marylando turned up
children. Richard Sr., by the way, wasdead by 1658, when EIlizabett

remarried to Matthew Smith. That group of Manships then, seemingly, disappear.

And in fact, they MAY have disappeared if the quote about Elizabeth remarrying,
supposedly from the same Maryland Provincial Court Business documents, is accurate:

Matthew Smith AMarrying the r el idRithard MandRip,drhar d Manshi
deceasé’déo

Maryland history tells us that mortality ran high among those early settlers: iffevers and

agueo , as wel |l as i njuri es Samedisepsesovere caughton t i on |
board crowded ships. Malaria, typhoid, and dysentery, spread by swamp mosquitoes

and bad drinking water were common. In 1648, there werel68 taxable heads of
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household out of 350 people in the colony; in 1660, the population had grown to 2500,
mostly through immigration. %

Louise Clark Manshipd €' hand-written notes, taken at the DAR Library presumably in

the midilhnhxdoudse, that ubiquitous geneal ogy s
brothers came to Americaé . . 0 but she made no note as to
| include thisstoryf or your entertainment, as that i s
stories are. Her notes, however, claim that brothers Richard, Arthur, and Charles

Manship were born in England, but were living in Holland at the time they sailed to
Americaearlyinthe 165006s. That probably means they w
religion other than the state religion of England who found it a lot more comfortable to

live elsewhere 22, Her notes also indicated that they settled in Talbot Co, MD 3. While

we have seen evidence of Richard in Maryland in 1652 and Arthur there in 1656 with his

cowwho knows i f this is a true Athree brother.
substantiation for it, although heaven knows
in later generations of Manships, whereas the name Richard was not so prevalent!.

There were no European settlers in the area which became Caroline County until 1664

24 and Richard Sr. and Jr. were both dead by 1658 when Elizabeth remarried, so Louise

may have meant their families ended up settling in Talbot Co. Or she may have been

speculating. Without sources, we cannot tell.

t o
t
W |

So if Richard Jr. was deceased without procreating, the Richard Manship family may

not have been our ancestors. Perhaps Arthur®& was? Or the third brother Charles? We

do not Kk n o wdiractflink between any sf tha brothersandt he f i rst of
Manship line, about whom we DO know. By 1774, however, the Manships were well
installed in Caroline Co. MD. Mdiriage Licenses of Caroline County, Maryland, 1774-

1 8 1 Bdists 21 marriages of Manship men and women during that period.

1]
o
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So what do we really know about Manship ancestors?

When | first began | ooki ng ih2005 Aeestry.comlur r ay
hooked me up to a distant cousin in Maryland, Parker Todd, who replied generously to
my queries:

€.. My Manship line is thr-4826) &f TabetCo., MN (senfof sz n s hi p
Manship, grandson of Charles Manship who died 1788 in Caroline Co., MD). | descend from Rev.

Noah Manship's first wife, Nancy Harris, while the sculptor Paul Manship descends from his second

wife, Rebecca (Sangston) Millington.”®

Thanksto P a r k enpe@cable and copious research and that of many others, family
trees of southern Manship branches at Ancestry.com by other Manship cousins,

geneal ogi sts who documentedLbhenlJ8p&keondmayor

(courtesy of Richard Manship), and the cousins who have contacted me as this project
developed, I learned a lot about our Manship line, and as | stated above, have been able
to pull together a family tree which includes ALMOST all the folks in all the states in
those Ancestry maps above. Exceptions are:

o Revolutionary War rolls list only one Manship as having served in that conflict
(although there is evidence of others), and that was Henry Manship of Delaware.
There were two Henrys of that period in our records, one in Caroline Co, 1768 -
1791, and another much earlier, 17001 1762. My guess is this soldier was the
son of George and Sarah Manship (George was born 1718 Dorchester, MD and
died 1773 in Kent DE), but | have been unable to determine that with certainty.
No Manship name appeared in two books on colonial Delaware | checked. '

o One small group of Pennsylvania Manshipswhoar ri ved i n®the 18006

0 The Canadian Manships:

Also a Manship clan is scattered about eastern Canada (Ontario and New Brunswick)
according to a Darryl Manship of Woodstock, Ontario. Studies in 1930 indicated that the
family centering in Sackville, New Brunswick, Canada, had been there for several generations
and before that had come from the eastern shore of the United States with the Empire
Iz_goyalists following the Revolutionary War. We are challenged to complete data on this family.

That would be fun to believe; however, a search of Canadian family trees at
Ancestry.com shows that the Sackville, New Brunswick family may instead have
derived from a John Manship who came to Canada from Somerset England in the
18006s.

YoucanseeandsearchPar ker 6 s RootManshipsatt i st i ng of
http://wc.rootsweb.ancestry.com/cgi-bin/igm.cgi?op=SRCH&db=trishaann&surname=M
or ours at:

http://wc.rootsweb.ancestry.com/cgi-in/figm.cgi?op=SRCH&db=melissaf52&surname=M
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So here is the lineage we can now document:
. Charles Manship 1 *® (born well before 1713 - died about 1739, or maybe before
1733) married Ann Cox (1700 - 1762). Parker believes Charles was born in MD, but

what we know for sure is that he was of age to witness a land record in 1713. He may or

may not actually have been born in Maryland.

Charlesmaywellhave been our Ai niebng whoimmigataddctset or o
Colonies and started the line of Manships from which we descend. Certainly all the

Manships we have found, except for a few later immigrants, have descended from this

man. It seems strange to think any family descended from Richard or his brothers might

have escaped being named in Maryland Archives fromthe 1 6 5 0 6 s1718, 8a my |

money is on the idea that Charles | was a fresh immigrant from England. But that is not
documented either.

Parker wrote:

Our first probable ancestor Charles Manship appears in Talbot Co., MD in 1713, witnessing a land
record for land which is in the area now known as Chapel District, Talbot County, Maryland. 81

Then in 1723, wrote Parker:

5 Oct. 1723 John Leonard of Queen Anne's Co., MD sold a tract of land called "Leonard's Frolicks"
cont. 150 acres, on the east side of the Choptank River (in Dorchester Co., MD) to Charles Manship,
Planter, of Dorchester Co., MD, stating that the land adjoined "Gaindeys Long Pine" formerly laid out
for Edmond Ganye. (Dorchester Co., MD Land Records, 8 old 43)

No Manship ever sold "Leonard's Frolicks," but | have some circumstantial evidence that it stayed in
the family for a while. *

Further land-record research, done by Patricia Guida, revealed that this property was

incorrectly n a me d fi L & o o &by dotind_eonard when he purchased it in 1706. Its
original patentainmome pasatse nitMeudrair ioR68SdNhate | | us Mu
Charles Manship probably bought was really all or part of Mull Rain plus Mull Rain

Addition, about 150 acres. **

In reference to my planned trip to Caroline Co. in 2011, Pat Guida wrote:

So, when you go to view where a Charles Manship lived in 1723, drive south on Route 16, and below
Harmony make a right on Wilkins Branch Road, then a right on Gilpins Point Road, making the loop
on that road which may encircle or touch Manship's land. | have studied this whole neck of land in
depth, platting and relating allof t h e p ar c € tasnot bdaxdct agto the location of "Leonards
Frolick," the name given to the tract conveyed to Charles Manship in the 1723 deed.

Pat 6s recommendat i dVikjns Bramch t Gilprs Paint Roaddoopt h e

allowed us to see the views that Charles may have seen when he stood on his land in

t he 1. THsQpmerty stretched almost a mile (320 perches = 1 mile) northeast along

t he Choptank River from.what is now Ganeybs V
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View looking NE along the Choptank Riverf r o m Ga n e y 6(PhotB loyiauthtor, 2R1dL).

View looking SE along the Choptank Riverf r o m G &oird Rdb (Photo by author, 2011)
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Map of Caroline County, MD. The area along the Choptank River, just northeast of Harmony, MD.
Ch ar | e ssibetched alndost a mile, northeast along the river,f r om Ganeyds Whar f .
X marks the spot from which the photos above were taken. (Google maps, satellite view.)

We have not determined when Charles sold this property, but we do know that in 1783,
Colonel William Richardson ** was taxed on 795 acres, which he had assembled from
Mull Rain and other properties and re-designated "Richardson."

By virtue of this parcel of land resting along the river, we can surmise that Charles was
not among the poorest segment of Eastern Shore planters. That segment of planting
society tended to live well inland of the rivers which led to the Chesapeake Bay, and on
poor soils. Rivers, such as the Choptank, afforded passage for large ships only in their
lower courses but admitted smaller vessels, especially schooners and sloops, for
sometimes as much as 50 miles above their mouths. The Choptank, being fairly deep
gave admittance to large ships for at least 20 miles and to small craft much farther.
Charles property was about 36 miles from the mouth of the Choptank.

The problem of conveying tobacco any distance by land (rolling the hogsheads) was
damage to the packaged tobacco which occurred from this activity. More affluent
planters delivered their tobacco hogsheads with little damage to nearby wharves along
the river, where they were consigned to British ships. So Charles may have owned his
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own wharf/dock at Gilpindéds or Ganeyodss, Point &
which would take it overseas, with minimal damage. *°

What did the economyoft he Eastern Shore | ook 11ike
(Information gleaned from these sources *°)

One of the best descriptions of this area was crafted by James A. Michener in

A Ches apeak edaontding &betde) sweep df the history of this area than | can

write and | highly recommend it. However,herei s a descri ption of 160
planters:

At first view, the people of Maryland appear almost to a man a single type; the planter. Every
household produced a tobacco crop for the excellent reason that tobacco was not merely the cash
crop but the actual money of the province, essential for paying taxes, court fees, settling debts, and
making purchases. Functionally, almost every adult male was a planter, though not the planter of
legend: the man of leisure, owner of a mansion house, elegant furnishings, and hordes of servile
laborers who did the work. The reality of his lifestyle differs so radically that minds accustomed to the

romantic connotations of the term fAplantero, can har
éFreqtuleyn the planterés house had a single room, in o
sqguareé.as large as 16 x 32 feet. Windows are descri

wall covered by shutters to keep out the wind and rain. The very poorest had dirt floors, but the

abundance of timber afforded most families the comfort of wooden planking. Detailed inventories of

furnishings almost never mention a carpet or rug, but they do catalog utensils: a cook pot or two,
occasionally a skillet, sometimesa met al spoon, perhaps a pail for mil
every inventory, consisted of nothing more than a flock mattress and coverlets, though one or more

featherbeds appear in plusher households.

With living quarters cramped and privacy inside the house out of the question, planting families lived

out of doors, at least in mild weather. Members spent their leisure under the shade tree and even did

many chores outsideé.. Hunting, sometimes for sport b
Chiefly, the unremitting demands of husbandry took household males to tobacco and cornfields or to
the forestééThe essential tobacco crop provided his

With only the labor of his own family, planters marketed crops of between 750 and 2000 pounds,

worth in money £3 to £10 sterling. This return covered every purchase made by ordinary planters:

tools, clothing and such foodstuffs as sugar and condiments. A bad crop or extravagant buying could

plunge the family into debt,for mo st purchases were made from | ocal n
debts when crops came to marketé.. Al most every estat
of f when settled at the planterds death byehis admin
planters accumulated more than a bare competence during a lifetime. According to the inventories,

over four-fifths left personal estates of £100 or less, many encumbered with debt.

These are the planters as the records show them. A later age would call them deprived or
disadvantaged. Though their lifestyles seem dreary and their sumptuary surroundings bleak, many
enjoyed a kind of rude plenty from kitchen garden and orchard, from their farm animals and their pot
hunting. Moreover, there is another side of their life and labor not clearly reflected in the records. They
cleared the fields, built the houses, planted the orchards, erected the barns, made fences and crude
roads: all those improvements that technical economists lump together under the heading, capital
formation. These works, almost heroic in magnitude, laid solid foundations upon which the well-being
of the province rested in future years.

Not every planter, of course, conformed to the common model. A few, perhaps one in twenty, rose
well above the average in personal estate, even in depressed years. These favored ones also clash
with the moonlight and magnolias imagery of the planting society.
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éln every county [such] planters moved to the top, é.
the commercial agriculture of the province and made possible the outward movement of crops and
inward flow of goods. All began as petty merchants, then, as opportunities arose, diversified their
activities with money lending, land speculation, and sometimes law practice. *’

With influx of blacks starting in 1698, came
had been the century of the indentured servant. Once started, the importation of slaves
into Marylandc ont i nued through the 170006s. Bfet ween

blacks in Maryland rose from 3000 to almost 8000. By 1720, about ¥4 of Maryland
planters held slaves, but in small numbers, usually 4 or less. Only 6% of planting
families had over 10 slaves. Small planters, those with estates £100 and below, held no
slaves although they made up more than 2/3 of the population in 1720. Most smaller
planters made do with the assistance of his children and a few indentured servants. By
1760, however, 46% of planting families had slaves. More than half had 5 or fewer,
enough, however, to quadruple tobacco crops on their farms.

The eighteenth century also saw gluts in the tobacco markets, poor crop years, and
price depression, which made it increasingly difficult to afford English goods. Planters
began to grow wheat and corn on partly exhausted tobacco fields for sale or export.
They also gave more attention to their cattle, sheep and hogs. Rising trade with the
West Indies stimulated ship building, provisioning and ancillary industries. Talbot and
Somerset Counties p r o d u raeabstoi@socommercially: ships masts and yards made
of pine, tar & pitch, standards, knees and crooked timbers, as well as hemp for rope. A
leather industry began and shoe making. Linen, wool and cotton were spun for home
consumption and sale. Rising standards brought the need for plaster, shingle clapboard,
bricks for nicer houses. Hemp, flax, indigo, and ginseng were tried as crops for export.
Seafood, so plentiful and an important part of the Colonial diet, began being exported
from Maryland about 1750.

Iron furnaces also grew up in the Chesapeake Bay area starting in 1718. By 1730, VA
and MD exported 1500 tons of pig iron to Great Britain, 90% of all the American colonial
export of iron. By 1762, there were 8 furnaces in MD.

So the price of tobacco was an index of the industrial activity of the Colonies. When

tobacco prices fell so low that poorer planters could unable to afford to buy necessary
supplies from England, there was a spurt of activity in tanning, shoemaking, and linen
woolen and cotton manufactures.

We do not know much about Charles | except that at one pointhe was calledii Char | es
Manship, Planter, oéand®@wedpropery tleng theChaptank MD, 0
River. He may have been engaged in production other than that of tobacco, and he was

likely somewhere in the £100-estate small planter category. Without his will and/ or

estate inventory, we can only surmise anything about his prosperity.

This Maryland Archive paragraph shows that Charles definitely died before 1741

Dorchester Co., MD Land Record old 12, page 89, Dated 10 March 1740 Recorded 23 Jan 1741(/42)
Commission to determine the bounds of the land called "Wakefield," Deposition of Ann Cox, aged 40,

Chapter 2: page 12



mentions her deceased husband Charles Manship, who told her that Jonas Dawson told him that
Richard Foster described to him the bounded tree of "Wakefield." **

But Parker Todd believes he may have died even earlier, as only one Charles appeared
on the Tax lists of 1733, and that is Charles, Jr. or Charles Il. *°

We did not locate a will or any estate documents for Charles |, who had four sons and
one daughter:

o Charles Il (1707 - 1788), more on him later;
o Nathan (?? 17 1773 in Dorchester MD);
o George (17181 1773 in Kent DE); George may have had a family, as evidenced
by a Henry Manship of Delaware serving in the American Revolution. But there is
no other easily acquired evisdeaderdtse of t he
o Elizabeth (?? 7 1771 in Talbot, MD); and
o Henry (17007 1 7 6 1  anrDoréhésgr, MD).

These Manships and their descendents all contributed to the list of Caroline Co.
marriages mentioned previously.
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e Charles Manship Il (1707 - 1788) Caroline Co, MD. Wife unknown.

Charles Il was a tax payer in 1733, says Parker Todd and F. Edward Wright:

Listed on}()he 1733 tax list of Talbot County, Maryland as a head of household (married) in Tuckahoe
Hundred ™.

Tuckahoe Hundred would have been across the river from Denton, between the
Tuckahoe Creek and the Choptank River

Charles was also a member of the militia and a patriot:

Talbot C?Zunty, Maryland Militia, 1748A Roll of the Militia under the Command of Tho. Porter in Talbot
County.

(The Militia was a provincial organization of a very early date, an act of General Assembly for such an
organization having been passed at their session in 1638. This Act provided that, under the direction
of the Lieutenant General, "The captain of the military band shall use all power necessary, or
conducing, in his direction, to the safety and defense of the province." However at the opening of the
Revolutionary period the Militia was only a organization and Caroline as a county had no such military
body of which we

know. )

Subscribed to the patriotic oath of Allegiance and Fidelity before the Honorable Thomas Potter, March
1778. And rendered patriotic service by providing wheat for the use of the military in Aug 1782. a“

| accessed abstracted land records for Caroline and Talbot Counties and found no land
transactions for Charles II. We will probably never know at what trade Charles made his
living. But as planters evolved into merchants, in the half century before the Revolution,
the Chesapeake, especially the Eastern Shore, became a shipbuilding center second
only to the new England Colonies. The Chesapeake clipper-schooner was developed
there.

Periodic depressions in tobacco trade, particularly where the quality of tobacco was low, drove men
away from the cultivation of that crop and increased the potential labor supply. As ship-building
tended to be concentrated in those very regions, many displaced planters became apprenticed to
skilled ship builders from overseas and learned their trade. After about 1730, shipwrights and ship
carpenters appear with increasing frequency in the records and, by the middle of the century,
represented a substantial craft. 4

So Charles Il may have made his living as a tanner, ships chandler, shipbuilder,
operator of tavern or ferryboat, or been another other type of merchant in the
community. In fiChesapeakeqg James A. Michener reminds us that many occupations
and specialties were needed in the Colonies: weavers, lacemakers, tailors, tanners,
shoemakers, barbers, cabinetmakers, sailors, caulkers, timbermen, sawyers,
carpenters, foundry men, ropemakers, fishermen, coopers, and skilled handymen to do
repairs “°, although on large plantations, it was the slaves or indentured servants who
provided many of these special skills. . Had Charles Il been a clergyman, lawyer, or
physician, | suspect more records of his activities would have shown up in the Maryland
Archives. As we see from his will, he owned a number of slaves, at least six and
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perhaps more. Whatever occupation he engaged in required laborers. It seems unlikely
that he was a planter.

Early Maryland census records do show Charles as aresidentof St . &isht er 6 s P
Talbot Co in 1740, and therefore an Anglican *’:

Charles Manship signed a petition of inhabitants of St. Peter's Parish, Talbot County, Maryland to
Gov. Samuel Ogle and the assembly. Stating that the parish is so large that many people are almost
deprived of the Gospel *

The Old Whitemarsh Church®inSt .  Pet e mdyhavébeeniwisere Charles
worshipped, although its location just north of present-day Trappe, MD seems too
distant from Tuckahoe Hundred for the Manships to have attended church regularly.
The cemetery and church ruins are on the national register of Historic Places.>

Old Whitemarsh Church (remains) and cemetery, on the east side of U.S. Route 50,
at Manadier Rd, 2.5 miles north of Trappe, MD in Talbot Co.
(Photo by Jody Brumage, 2011, at http://www.flickr.com/photos/jodybr/5913971208/)

Charles and his wife had five sons and one daughter, who began to spread out into the
U.S. and fill in those state maps we saw in federal census records:

o Elijah (173071 1829) married, moved to NC maybe by 1780 and began the N.C.
branch. Two of his grandsons moved to Indiana where Manships flourished,
progeny-wise;

o0 Charles (173571 1795), more on him later;

o0 lIsaac (174071 before 1783) stayed in the Talbot area of MD and had two sons

Noah and Aaron.Of | saacb6s grandsons,,andtwemovenlved t O
to Mississippi,one becoming the Afamouso mayor of
War;
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0 Aaron (abt 174271 1797) moved to South Carolina after fighting in the Revolution
*1 and marrying in1778. He gave rise to the S.C. branch of the family and also
settled a farm which has been nominated for the National Register °2. One of his
sons moved to Missouri;
o Nathan (before 17551 1809) married and had five children, most of whom stayed
in the Caroline area , but one of his grandsons moved to Ohio and founded a
large family there. Nat han i nherited the bulk of Charl
Nat han Manship who was convTamed of Ffforni
o Mary (?? 71 after 1803) married Richard Dudley in 1774 and stayed in Talbot
County.

Speakingof t he Civil War, with Manships in so mar
from South Carolina (Travis and Aaron T., Sr.), Mississippi (Charles H., Jr. and David

Daley), Indiana (Charles and Sylvester), Pennsylvania (John), and Missouri (Aaron) all

fought in the War Between the States, according to Civil War service records at

Ancestry.com. Therefore, our family participated in the cousin-fighting-cousin scenario

which typified this conflict. There was also a William Manship in the U.S. Colored

Troops, perhaps a freed or former sl ave namec

The Census of 1778 showed that 4 of the 5 sons of Charles Il were still in Maryland:
Aaron, Charles, Elijah, and Nathan*, all in the Great Choptank Hundred > of Caroline
County 1 Isaac had died by then.

..u“m e Vo h |~ u elioie Q !m 4 1{:1’ w{uct wauu’ﬂ#vﬂt(qu i ltgzu-,wfluml&ffﬁ(('mm,uﬂmmtqc éﬁa‘t[tl,vflmulup
. ‘.af.".m,. .A.‘”I“ Y tu,.m,.//{ cofFore Q!'tm,.. Mo-z-rm & .m .,/(MTm -&}m/amm »”M( 5:0::14; .//(.-.mq .Wam{,./(lfwnu 5{.;”)

Detail from page of 1778 Census of Caroline County shows three of the four Manships. 56

An abstracted will of Charles Manship Il, d. 1788, listed the following bequests: >’

to Charles Manship, son: Negro woman Florah and her son Isaac

to Mary Manship, daughter: Negro woman Sal and her daughter Grace
to Elijah Manship, son: Negro Morris

to Aaron Manship, son: Negro George

to Aaron Manship, grandson: ten pounds or a horse of equal value

to Nathan Manship, son: remainder of estate

O O0OO0OO0OO0Oo

towhi ch he hi$imarkgnedo

Jf'/ﬂ -/u f’ . //J"J[‘/A’
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e Charles Manship 11l (1735 - 1795) Caroline Co, MD married
(1) Mary Kirkham (1738 - 1778) in 1772; and
(2) Ann Bland (born probably bef. 1762 - after 1797) on the same day in 1778 on which
his uncle Aaron Manship marf ied Annodés sister

Charles Il was 55 when his father bequeathed two slaves to him.

L /rm../, /i..-.7
e /f’["/l; ’Z"ulﬂq!.‘a_ w.rlow-nwmvw :1/4-\@/. ’lv-o/. /lv.'r-'. -’Juz.:.,

Will of Charles Manship, 1783, who died in 1788, detail >°

By that time, he was already a successful plantation owner and father to a large family.
Altogether there were 14 children who lived to adulthood, born to Charles and his 2
wives. The problem of determining which children were born to which wife is a
complicated one -- the list below is that of Parker Todd and others who have studied this
issue with a finer lens than | have. A discerning reader will note that the dates of
marriages and births do not match up properly. Therefore, we cannot quite believe any
of this to be concrete fact. Those children whose family records | could follow remained
in MD.

Mar y 6 s arbbelieded te mve been:

Aaron (176071 1808),

Charles (17627 1812),

James (177071 1824),

William (17807 1814 or 1815),

Henry (17681 1791),

Mary (born between 175571 1774, died after 1800) ,
Elizabeth (born between 17751 1784, died 1815),
A n rNantyo ( 1i 7.80%), and

Lydia (17791 after 1835).

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0O0Oo

0 s cahneib¢lievedagohave been:

>
S
S

Andrew (17841 1829),
Anna (??1 1815),
Sarah (?? 7 1821)
Joseph (?? - ??), and
Foster (1788 - ??).

o 0O O0O0O0
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The Kirkhams and Durdens

As Mary Kirkham Manship was most likely my direct ancestress, | was interested to
learn that her great-grandfather William Kirkham (1655 1 1686) was an English
i mmi grant to MD in the second half of the 160C¢C

o William Kirkham (16557 1686) Spelling variations of Kirkham include: Kercom,

Kercum, Kericham, Kircam, Kircum, Kirkum, Kirkcome, and Kirkcombe.

He married Alice Paxton (1660 i after 1710)

AEarly Settlers of Marylando shows William Ki
MD in or before 1669. In his will of 1684, William named his wife, son James, and two

tracts of lamndd,fi WoYoaReadehk fidiwilbin this endnote: ® .

Il n 1710, Al i ce, wvwatthevhJantinsyPétamea, tate of @adbottCau nit y 0
bequeathedt o her son James Kircom all o% her 1 and

. James Kirkham (1670-1724) married Africa Durden (16857 bef 1758) in
1703 at the Tuckahoe Meeting House -- the Kirkhams were Quakers.

Africa Durden Kirkham was the daughter of Stephen Durden, Jr. (?? 1 1710), a Quaker

who acquired a 700-acre tract called il o h n 6 sdin Nadbot County in 1668 °2. He was

I i st efdirgmisowih en he purchased Johnés Steherk in 166
Durden, Jr. of Talbot Co. was the son of Stephen Durden, Sr. who was born in

Lancashire, England in 1611 and died in Nansemond, Norfolk County, Virginia around

1680. In 1678, Stephen, Jr. was repaid, in tobacco, for monies which he had put

forward for an expedition against the Nanticoke Indians ®3.

Twice, Stephen, Jr. married outside his faith, which the Eastern Shore Quakers called

idi sorder |y ®Aforciecead iwiagss op!'r obably the child of
St e6|é) $ somJoseph, by his second wife Rebecca Woolchurch Anderson, inherited his

land.

In 1701, James Kitkhams ol d hi s f at-heréstltantispnamb® AWol v
wellasal50-acre parcel called AMount® Adm#&7a5, bot h i
he purchased 200 acreso f @ T u t alohgettie iCleoptahk River ®’. Additionally, a

1720l and record mentioned a parcelormagnoed nAKirk
have been the same parcel. °®

He and Africa had 6 children: Delilah Kirkham (married Francis Orrell), Robert Kirkham,
Mary Kirkham (married Timothy Lane), William Kirkham, James Kirkham, and Rachel
Kirkham (married John Meeds).

Jamesdiedin Queen Anne6s Gaestatetlisted hismexiof kh4as his H

daughter Mary Lane and his son William Kirkham. Africa died in or before 1758. In her

wi || Af rica Kirkham, Tuckahoe, Queen Annebs C
James Kirkham, Delilah Orrill, and Rachel Meeds; the executor of her estate was her

son-in-law Francis Orrill. Mary and Robert had predeceased her.
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Thelanesmusthave inherited sorffe of Kirkhambés | and.

o William Kirkham (17107 1772) and Mary
Willammu s t have inherited some | and on his fat he
AiYarwell o and ATt tl efieldsod acreage.

We know his wifebds given name only from this
daughters, Mary (17381 1778)wh o marri ed Charl es Manship, an
married James Towers.
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Charles Manship was a significant land-holder

In 1783, there were several Caroline County Manship properties listed in the Maryland

Land Assessment -- all owned by Charles Manship Ill. Where were all the other Manship

men by then? Isaac was dead, and Aaron and Elijah had moved away. Why was Nathan

not listed? Perhaps he was not a tax payeru n t i | he inherited the bul
estate in 1788, which as we have seen, probably did not contain land anyway. Charles Il

is not listed here which further suggests he was not a land holder.

Based on the Maryland Land Assessment of 1783, Charles Ill owned significant property

up in the Denton, MD area, parts of the origi
Andrewo and LI oyddés Regul ationo. s,8uiehfagr enci ng
ALl oydds Regul ati ono, iodocate pnopentythansousirey s peci f i c

Hundred names which changed frequently as populations grew. Each property,
however, is described by some features which may no longer be in existence, such as
trees, aswe saw inthecaseof MullRai n o f Ch a crdelssandith@ borddraof |,
other properties. Surveys, then, become interesting tangles to decipher.

Caroline County Land Records, compiled and abstracted by R. Bernice Leonhard in the
199006s a nghow2dhe tbiiowing about Charles | | lan@l sransactions:

o In 1779, Charles Manship, Jr. purchased from Edward Lloyd 308 acres of Lloyds
Regulation, 48 acres of Shadwell and 29.5 acres of Mt. Andrew on the Holly Gut
for £1310.120.( The designation AJr . 0 in this case
younger of two Charles Manships living at the time.) The Holly Gut was a creek
which is still on local maps of Denton, MD.

o In1780, Charlesand AnnMans hi p sol d 150 AgulaterstoJoin L1 oy d
Carmean.

o0 In 1784, Charles bought one acre, a combination of Lloyds Regulation and Mt.
Andrew from Solomon Wothers for £10.

Well, the number s do ndrdthedarylanclLaral dsbessment but her
entries of 1783:

Charles Manship. CA Lower Choptank District Hundred
Charles Manship. Lloyds Regulation, pt, 210 acres. CA River District Hundred
Charles Manship. Shadwell, pt, 48 acres. CA River District Hundred

Charles Manship. Mount Andrew, pt, 29 1/2 acres. CA River District Hundred n

Charles owned personal property for which he was being assessed, but not land, in the
Lower Choptank District, as nho acreage numbers are included. No clue what that might
have been.

About this 1783 Assessment:

Some idea of the general condition of Caroline County following the Revolutionary War may be
obtained from a survey of the Tax Record for the year 1783. At this time about one-third of the county
was reported as being in a state of cultivation besides 66 acres of meadow land and the balance
uncleared.
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Cleared farm land, on the average, was assessed at about $5 per acre, the wooded land about half as
much. At this time there were recorded 290 slaves between the ages of 8 and 14 years. These were
assessed at £25 (about $100 each). The 334 male slaves between the ages of 14 and 45 years were
given a valuation of £70 ($300) each, while the 266 female slaves between 14 and 36 years of age
were assessed at £60 ($250) each. In addition to slaves, the personal property assessed consisted of
silver plate, horses, oxen, and black cattle. There were returned as assessed 3750 horses in the
county and 7946 black cattle, besides considerable silverware. The total assessment of real and
personal property amounted to £247,000 or slightly over $1,000,000.

Where were the Manship Lands?

Several parcels of Manship land were surveyed in 1818 and 1821f or Char.l esd® s o

These provide some reference for us to see whattheextent of Charl eso6 | and
have been.
I n 1818, Charlesd son Andrew surveyed 369 acr

how much of this had beenifa@hThe dureey dayhazend i n hi
been done because Andrew was buying or selling it at that time, although the land
abstracts did not indicate this.

;A'l
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1818 survey for Andrew Manship df 369 acres of
The problem with this 1818 survey, for me at least, is locating reference points to
orient it on todayods map.
A few years later, in 1821, a survey was done of parcels which had been inherited by

Charl esd sons AnTdisvesiand whith hhédbmlenged to Charles and
which had contained the family cemetery, if
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Fikenak dacilebiorg’s fand
7

e'l- TSy Af.‘?‘r"”:* » MPr2esct

Land equity record, 1821. " The parcelsmar ked AANndr ew ,I¥Aaaresmowsdldto Robert d
Talboto(yellow)and fAJames Mans leriesp@®lgse) wearned , 0 rliogQi ma |l | MollyGutasr | e s 6 |
the short creek at the south end of the yellow-colored area. The creek at the north end of that section is
Har per 6s Branch.

In Feb. 1813, Andrew sold to Nehemiah Saulsbury 61.25 acres of Lloyds Regulation and

Mount Andrew for $510. This abstract mentions the house where old Charles Manship

lived and died. Then, in March-April of the same year, Andrew bought 61.25 acres of

Lloyds Regulation and Mount Andrew on Holly Gut, on the road leading from Denton to

the Choptank Bridge. Sounds to me as though he repurchased the same land a month

later. What is of mostinterest , however, i s that the Ahouse w
l ived and diedodo is described as being on acr e
shown on the map above, on the south side of the yellow-colored property. As we will

see in the coming pages, the Manship cemetery was also located on that parcel.

I f the creek sketched into the 1818 map i s He
probably have been located north and east of those parcels shown as belonging to

Andrew and James. In the 1821 survey however, that parcel is shown as belonging to

Elijah Rupels.

In 1820, Andrew also bought 80 acres of Lloyds Regulation and Mount Andrew for $693;
this was described as the | and fAndevisedo to V
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also as N80 daryeasngoft ol ame north of the plant
Charl esd6 bequest twauldWthave bermon eitfieh af thesd sarveys.

Sotosummarize,Mans hi ps owned significant acreage nc
until at least 1842. Not all of it would have been owned by Charles Ill himself, but 300-
400 acres of it probably was, at some time or another during his lifetime:

§ . B R .
i 2: Ny 1({’05.’” No & P )
X . . -.j . / i\ (
k *X e 1t L e,
WA D
; £ P o
{ o Q,ﬁg/ ,/:/"/,'”I_'.?. ‘
)' /' W Y% (riower . 2f LS
o oS I'unn{ﬂ/n ,,/ lrer I‘f'- ) = 7

T Ferrearleer it H!

\ Tﬁ e ,/.lr{t'r' 4

o \ ; \ — I/.//l.

} v/’.l/",,-::-'l
}Mzn:/r&,,,-, '.""'ﬂ/ ™) g .
I W, ) |
g \ =
//ll Vgl Ji S ) Jecdel e i/ /7 /I'u"ln

/“' /!» G .
Vol s"_' rr
A A G T
#" o $ .

oo 0T8T ; 'n Tins
r,&b,..,-

' L\ - N .
g (Hophitry w 'V""‘?."I’"Q'\;'-')
" A 7(&"/"’ r‘ ’/},/,Wflll.l
< d(hulm Ldy 3 .

% s

Approximate locations of the properties described in the surveys above:
that inherited by Andrew Manship, sold in 1817 (yellow);
that inherited by James Manship, sold by his heirs in 1842 (blue);
and that surveyed by Andrew Manship in 1818 (pink).
Possible location of the 80 acres bequeathed to William and later purchased by Andrew Manship (green).
Manship Crossroads circled.
(Detail from Map of Caroline County Maryland, 1875, John Isler)

I n 1830, the General Assembly of Maryland aut
Denton,MD. The reference to fithe main roandarl|l eadi

Manshi pds ’‘©mayhdve bedndeferring to the road which is now State Route

313, and which led along the borders of several tracts of Manshiplands.J ame s 6 hei r s
owned his portion (blue), plus some acreage, until 1842, although James himself died in

1824. We are not sure how Il ong Andrewds heirs
all.
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Passed Feb. 19, 1830.

WHEREAS, doubts are entertained as to the extent and powers of the commissioners named in the
act to which this is a supplement, therefore,

Section 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the said commissioners, or a
majority of them, be, and they are hereby fully authorised and empowered to lay out, open and make
good, a road from the new bridge across the Boomery Branch, near Turner's Mill, to intersect the state
line at or near Bethel Meeting House, in the state of Delaware, and a new county road leading from
the village of Federalsburgh, in said county, to intersect the main road leading to the village of Denton,
at or near Manship's Old Field. "

Where was Manship Crossroads?

1865 and 1875 maps of Caroline Co. indicated an area or intersection just north of

Dent on, MD, | abel e daloigvte Buwrhilie Rd or WhatRsonawd s 0

designated State Route 317. The 1941 Gazetteer of Maryland " s t i | | Mahshigst ed #
Cross Roads o0 i n,ataghaurrentreaps@lio nonshoy it. This 1865 map

was not explicit but seemed to place it at the intersection of what is now 317 and 313.

The 1875 map, above, however, carefully placed it at the corner of S. R. 317 and Miller

Rd. and indicated a house there, although the occupants of that house were not named.

There is no house at that intersection today and we do not know that Manships still

resided there in 1875, although some of Andr €

Detail from Caroline County District 2. Simon J. Martenet, Map of Caroline County,1865,
Huntingfield Collection MSA SC 1399-1-75 8
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Intersection of S. R. 317 and Miller Rd., north of Denton, MD. (Photo by author, 2011)

Whil e we cannot pinpoint the Manship whose pr
suspect it borderedthe369-acr e parcel of Ll oydds Regul atio
Manship in 1818.

How successful was Charles as a Planter?

What would Charles have been growing on all that acreage? Tobacco? Most likely
some, but it would not have been the only crop:

€..0n the Eastern Shoreé.the f oryesrte ntooveedré Fhaardnsb eneenr ea
larger than in Delaware and appeared to be more prosperous. The upper countiesi Queen Annebs,
Talbot, and Caroline i seemed as wealthy as any in Maryland. Their soil, predominantly Sassafras

Loam, was considered some of the best tobacco-growing land in the state. The Eastern Shore was

abandoning tobacco, not because of soil exhaustion (the same soil produced good crops of tobacco

on the Western Shore for many years after the Revolution), but because grain yielded more profitable

returns . By the mid 178006s itsn,madamd exgtomdteen&Shotelr es evhEe at |,
counties were substantially richer than Hartford [County] at the outset of the Revolution, and they

gained in wealth over time, despite wartime dislocation and postwar depression. Slaveholding

increased amon% all elements of the population, despite an apparent rise in the number of

manumissions. ’

Alongside the familiar family plantation, tended by a single householder with the
assistance of his children and a few indentured servants, emerged the great planter.
Owner of a dozen to a score of slaves, he set a new lifestyle based on land holdings
larger than anything previously known and a pattern of husbandry unfamiliar in earlier
years. By 1760, 46% of planting families had slaves. More than half had 5 or fewer,
enough, however, to quadruple tobacco crops on their farms. Out of the mass of small
producers a few improved their economic status sufficiently to leave their heirs assets
larger than the vast majority of their less fortunate neighbors. °

Chapter 2: page 25



From the wills and land records of our Manship ancestors, we can guess-timate that
their prosperity and lifestyle fell somewhere between the two extremes described above
and below.

The [wealthier] Planters, though they usually employed overseers, daily rode over their plantations to
superintend the work of slaves in the fields, shops, and stables. On some of the plantations we find
records of stores having been kept. The women, besides managing the household affairs, directed the
spinning, weaving, knitting, and making of slaves' clothes. The actual work was sometimes done by
the slaves, but oftener by women living in the neighboring villages and on small farmsé .

In the absence of public schools, children were taught at home by their mothers or in small private
schools on the plantations. When the boys were old enough they were sent away to school; the girls
stayed at home, for folks in those days thought it better for them to be good housewives than
scholars. The people during these years lived well. The smoke houses were filled with home-cured
meats, while fertile fields supplied wheat, corn, and other necessary foodstuffs. The neighboring
woods and rivers offered a supply of wild game, fish, crabs and oysters in season. From peaches and
apples, pressed in copper stills, brandy was made. Wheat bread was not commonly used. Except in
the wealthiest families, corn bread was the customeé .

A simpler form of life was lived in the small frame houses dotting the villages and countryside. In
these houses the kitchens with their broad fireplaces were the family living rooms. Over these fires the
meals were cooked, near their warmth the spinning done, and by their cheery light during the long
winter evenings the tired family rested after the labors of the day. These houses were meagerly
furnished. Except for an odd piece or two, the furniture was made by the men of the family. Wooden
or pewter plates, spoons and bowls were used upon the tables. The iron pots, kettles, hominy
mortars, and candle molds were so highly prized as to be mentioned in the wills of their owners. Even
upon the large plantation, china was rarely used until in later years.

The clothing of these folk was coarse, especially in comparison with the silks and linens used by the
prosperous planters' families. With the organization of Methodist societies, many of the women
adopted the plain full dress and broad brimmed bonnets of that secté .. 81

Like many other planters, the Manships were slave-owners. Charles Il inherited two
slaves from his father, and the census of 1790 listed Charles as owning 3 slaves; his
brother Nathan, 9; cousin James, 0.

CENSUS YEAR: 1790 STATE: MD COUNTY: Caroline Microfilm Reel: M637-3

|FREE WHITE |ALL |
IMales | |OTHER |
HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 116 |to | | FREE |
PG# LN# LAST NAME FIRST NAME lup |16 |Females|Persons|Slaves
38 152 Manship Nathan 2 3 4 . 9
38 130 Manship Charles 2 3 3 . 3
38 131 Manship Janes 1 1 1

Federal census records of 1790. Caroline County, Maryland. *

In 1790, he also manumitted three slaves, Joseph Kee, Florough, and Isaac (Isaac was
not to be freed until 1806) 3. Also, very near the end of his life, he sold a slave:
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20 August 1795. Deposition. CHARLES MANSHIP aged 60 years or there abouts deposeth he sold
JOHN TRAVILON STEWARD (STEWART) 1 negro girl called KlZ, and when this deponant sold the
afsd negro girl INO TRAVILON STEWARD said to the deponant he did not buy the negro girl for
himself, he bought her for his son JOHN STEWARD and requested this deponant to deliver the said
negro girl called KIZ to his son INO STEWARD and this deponant did take the negro girl by the hand
and deliver her to the afsd INO STEWARD as his property forever, and after that the afsd JOHN
TRIVALON STEWARD settled with this deponant for the afsd negro girl KIZ. Taken before TRUSTIN
LAWS POLK , justice of the peace. *

An abstract of will of Charles Manship Ill, who died in 1795, shows that Charles was a
fairly prosperous farmer, al t hough pr obabl ydescrbédintthiee fAgr e at
history above. He made the following bequests: %

o to Jg%mes Manship, son: 100 acres of land where he now lives; half of wheat
fan™;

o to William Manship, son: 80 acres of land laying to the north of the plantation
where | now live. Half of wheat fan;

o to Andrew Manship, son: If William dies without heirs, then Andrew gets the
land left to William; at widow's death or remarriage, the land left to her;

o to Ann Manship, wife: remaining part of my land where | now live for natural life
or widowhood in lieu of her dower thirds ®” of my land (she opted for her dower
third); a lot of ground in upper end of Denton, deeded to her, for natural life
then divided among three children; to have another house and lot at lower end
of Denton; to have the "Ball horse and carriage” for her natural life and to have
her thirds of the personal estate.

o to Sarah Manship, daughter: walnut desk and horse "Jack";

o To Joseph Manship, son:

o to Foster Manship, son: at widow's death or remarriage, the lot at upper end of
Denton;

o Anna Manship, daughter: At widow's death or remarriage, lot at lower end of
Denton (divided with Charles);

o Charley Manship, son: At widow's death or remarriage, lot at lower end of
Denton (divided with Anna); Charles has already received the part of the estate
| intended for him; one shilling;

o to Aaron Manship, son: half of a lot of ground at Upper end of Denton;

o Elizabeth, Nancy, and Lydia, daughters: The other half of the lot with Aaron;
one bed and furniture for each.

o To Mary Manship, daughter: one bed and furniture.

o the remainder of estate to be divided among all children but James, Wm,
Charles, and Andrew.

to which he fAisignedd his mark:
/ dan {
'/o:/‘))/lﬂ N/ ./(JA'J/%
W aals
For , the full version of®Charl esod wi | |, see
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Thr eeodisGoand Chattelsdo inventories in 1796 an
of estate income of £2 9, c onf i r Mmedtrat€ praspelitye Thé inventories

contained over 150 items, with a total value of over £324, including 9 feather beds;

wearing apparel; kitchen implements; furniture; farm equipment; livestock; bushels of

various grains, corn, beans, flax, wool, sugese
Aone negro boy entit | dherskhwe. INMLY93 antl 18@le do mo; and
accountings of the estate were made and 33 pe¢
to pay those who conducted the inventories; for debts owed to others, including heirs; to

the executrix, daughter Nancy, for linen inwhichtowr ap Char |l esd body for
shillings, three pence); to Allan Covey who buried Charles (£3, 4 pence); for feed for

livestock; and for the support of two small children of the deceased (£10).

Charl esd sons James, Wil | i adandegumpienfAfrochr ew i nhe
Charl es6 estate. Will i am iatayl inl7%iJameSheldliscr es al
land until his heirs sold it along with other parcels in 1842. *

Andrew had a lot of land dealings:

o0 InFeb. 1813, Andrew sold to Nehemiah Saulsbury 61.25 acres of Lloyds
Regulation and Mount Andrew for $510. This abstract mentions the house where
old Charles Manship lived and died.

o In March-April of the same year, Andrew bought 61.25 acres of Lloyds Regulation
and Mount Andrew on Holly Gut, on the road leading from Denton to the
Choptank Bridge. Sounds to me as though he repurchased the same land a
month later.

0 In 1814, Andrew sold to Edward Clark a point of land on the south side of
Har per 6s Br anch fby faising a pohdeof waterlioe theduse mfvan
whi sky distilleryo.

o Thenin 1816, Nehemiah Saulsbury sold to Andrew %2 acre of Lloyds Regulation
on the road leading into Gay Street in Denton.

o In 1817, Andrew sold to Robert Talbot 123 acres for $2000, parts of Lloyds
Regulation and Mount Andrewon t he Hol |y Guanhchandd Har per o
adjacent to the distillery dam made acr os s
the Choptank River. %

o In1818, Andrewsurveyeda369-acr e parcel on |J|lasdescibéds Regu

above. %

o In 1820, Andrew bought 80 acres of Lloyds Regulation and Mount Andrew for
$693; this was described as the | and fAdevi
1795, which Wm had sold to P.W. Stewart; also describedasi|l and | ayi ng t
northofthe pl ant ati on bylClkarlesinhiswillow | i veo

o0 And finally, in 1849, Charles Manship and Elizabeth his wife (probably son of
Andrew) sold 40 acres of LIoyds Regulation on the east side of the
Denton/Greensborough Rd, for $75.

(Caroline Co Land records, compiled by R. Bernice Leonhard.)

One of Ann and Chtaaughea dndrgw, the Reg. Andrew Manship
(1823 - 1892), was a well-known itinerant Methodist-Episcopal preacher around the Del-
Mar-Va Peninsula and eastern PA during the mid-19™ Century. He was not only an
evangelist, but also an entrepreneur, raising vast sums of money to build churches and
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chapels, several of which were named for him, such as the Manship Chapel in Felton,

DE, which is still in use. He was the author of several books, inclasgling th:
Hy mn Booko, 5 0whielQvil Was goldierstoobtbwar, and AThirteen
Experience in®*the Itinerancybd

The Rev. Andrew Manship
(1823 - 1892) *

Son Charles IV -- or Charley, as his father called him-- (17627 18 12) was <call ed

Charl eso and ACharles, the Marinero in |land r
he did not inherit property from his father, between 1800 and 1811, Charles purchased
partsofthepat ent s ARevival o6, fAPartner sho,p of MiilPler r

Range Correctedodal |. bapmdtraétdDvers te-saiddnsl811: all of
APerryds Retreato and parts of 0 MHelmarrilRange Cc
twice, siring three daughters:
o Mary R. Manship, who married Abraham Griffith in 1814. 1818 land record
abstracts show that Abraham Griffith and Mary R. his wife sold to William
Hughl ett part of Dentondés Valley, 2 acres
conveyed by Haslett to Charles Manship. Abraham married Char | eaughter
and took the land by election.
0 Maria B. Manship married Samuel B. Lucas in 1815. Land records show that in
1832 Samuel Lucas of Dorchester Co sold to Abraham Griffiths of Caroline
County for $100,hi s i nteresbrho abhddgResi ¥Hal o, f or
Charles Manship, late of CA CO, deceased, which he became possessed of in
the right of his wife Maria.
o Elizabeth R. Manship married William Bullin in 1819. Some of Maria Manship
L u c a s Gtediprogerymay still be in the hands of their descendents.

Descendent/cousin Jeff Smith wrote me that:

Capt Charles Manship did not have a will; his daughters received some of his assets (land) via the
probate court. | suspect that there were problems with his debts being close to, or greater than, his
assets. | haven't worked out all the details € . Some of his land was also purchased from a sheriff's
sale and immediately gifted to the grandchildren of Charles' first wife, Mary.
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It appears that son Henry (1768 i 1791) became a tanner, based on his 1790 will ** in
which he bequeathed leather and his sloop (sailboat) to his father and siblings.

Where were the Manships buried? The A Manship Cemeteryo

In1994, the remains of several people were uncovered when a couple was excavating
for a swimming pool north of Denton, MD along the Choptank River. When | contacted
Jeff Porter from the County Burial Sites Committee, Patricia Guida who had done the
land records research about the property, and William Rude, the investigating police
officer, | learned that the remains were believed to be those of Charles Manship, who
died in 1795, and others from his family. It had been a family cemetery on family land, a
practice which was typical in those days.

According to Officer Rude, the obvious trappings of this cemetery, the gravestones, had
been moved before this exhumation, when the family farming the acreage, the Trices,
moved an unknown number of gravestones to the trees along the river in order to plow
the land. (We did not contact the owners to ask if such stones may still be on the
property.) When the backhoe began digging for the pool installation that day in 1994, at
least 4 unmarked graves were disturbed, as noted by the changes in soil profiles around
the edge of the hole. Therefore, there may have been more completely exhumed, but
we know there were at LEAST four bodies disturbed. The old bones were broken by the
machinery actions and a det e rwaihmofdboneson of t he
uncovered was not made. It is also quite possible that there are still more bodies
undisturbed on that property along the river.

During the | and records research, Pat Guida c
Manshipbs executrix, daughter Nancy, had char
which Charlesdé body had been wr apgbteiland or buri
published that pieces of the fabric had, in fact, been found with his remains. Detective

Rude, however, was firm that no wrappings or any other enclosure materials were found

along with the bones.
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Map of Denton, Maryland. iX60 a | o nvegr on léftendicates the site of the swimming pool where
Manship remains were unearthed in 1994. (Google maps, satellite view)

Swimming pool where Manship remains were unearthed in 1994 is visible from satellite images as a
turquoise rectangle!! (Google maps, satellite view).

The Manship remains were re-interred on state land north of the private property on
which they were found, somewhere near the ponds created when the new bridge across
the river was built (clearly visible in the satellite image above).

Since Charles Il had purchased this property in 1779, it is possible that the remains of
his father, Charles Il (who died in 1788) were among those buried there. Sons William

Chapter 2: page 31



(who died about 1815), Henry (who died in 1791), Aaron (who died in 1808 and had
inherited the land), and other family members were likely to have been interred there.

Overlaying the survey map ofwthaaimeptstet mapnd Jar
of the area verifies that the site of the accidental exhumations was the property of
Charles Manship.
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Land assessment map, 1821, drawn for Andrew Manship *° overlaying map of present-day Denton. i X &

along the river on left indicates the site of the swimming pool where Manship remains were unearthed in
1994. (Google maps)
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. William Manship (1780 - abt 1815) Caroline Co, MD married Ann fiNancyo
Sharp (1779 - 1810) *®in 1799 in Caroline Co. Ann Nancy Sharp was one of six adult

children of Henry Sharp (1736 1 1795) and wife Pricilla (1743 7 1793) of Caroline Co.

who was the direct descendent of William Sharp (?? 1 1699) of Talbot Co., MD, perhaps

the original patentee of AMount Pleasureo on

Mount Pleasure passed without partition from William Sharp of Talbot County (d. 1699) to a latter-day

descendent, Henry Sharp of Caroline County (d. 1795). Henry devised this land to his six children,

namely, Rachael, Peter, Solomon, Ann, William, and Elizabeth, share and share alike. Accordingly,

Mount Pleasure was partitioned horizontally into nar
the strip immediately below Rachael ds No. 3é. Ann and
No. 3 in 1804. ¥’

Whi | e we don §gearfdr Ann/Blaney, sheidied ghbite young, at the time of, or
shortly after, the birth of Charles in 1810.

In December 1810, William married Anna Statia (or Anastatia) Plummer (179271 after

1870) and had two more children, daughters, before he died in 1814 or 1815. The

Plummers were another old Maryland family, having arrivedi n t he mi d 160006s
Arundel, MD (there are several lines of Plummers which used the same given names in

two different MD counties concurrently, so it is difficult to tease them apart).

Anastasia remarried in 1817, so it is likely that she took her two young Manship
daughters and probably 7-year-old Charles into her second marriage to Daniel Dukes.
The Dukes had a fairly large number of additional children and were wealthy enough to
hire a private teacher for their brood, along with Anastasiaé s f Gaybumgest children
% Charles, Elizabeth and Mary Manship doubtless benefitted from that. The Dukes
moved to Ohio between 1826 and 1831. What happened to the three Manship children
then?

o0 We know that Elizabeth (1811 i 1858) went along, because in 1831, in Richland
County, Ohio, Elizabeth married Jonas T. Hassinger, who started the first tannery
in Jefferson Township, near Leesville. *® The couple had twelve children.
Elizabeth, Jonas, and several of their children were buried in Leesville Cemetery,
Crawford Co., OH.

o Of Mary Manship, we have only her birth date of 1813, so assuming she was still
alive, she too would likely have gone with the Dukes to Ohio. There is no record
of a Mary Manship or a Mary Dukes in Richland Co., Ohio marriages or deaths.

o0 Charles would have been at least 16 at the time the Dukes migrated to Ohio, and
all clues point to him staying in Maryland. We 6 | | di scuss him in th

Back to William, who at age 17, sold the land his father left him, shortly after he
inherited it.
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Will of Charles Manship, died 1795, Detail. *®°

Caroline County Land Records, compiled and abstracted by R. Bernice Leonhard
showed the following land transaction for William:

o 1797 William Manship, farmer, sold to Warc
byCharl es Mans hwhghhadbeeWpalrt bfhis.dwelling plantation
near Denton for £260.
0 1804 William and Ann [Sharp] his wife sold to Henry Keeton their claim to a
parcel of land which descended to Ann Manship, formerly Ann Sharp, Mount
Pleasure, 62 acres in Tuckahoe Neck, $900. (So this was property, described

above, Wmdés wife inherited.dsWAjaielatertnfi804itveak ange d
referred to as part of Mount Pleasure andas Lot#3and as near the #dbr
the main road | eading from John JHardcast]|l €
o 1808 Aaron Manship sold to Wil |l i higdather | ot i
Charles for $200.

o 1811 William and Ann [Anastasia ] Manship sold to Solomon Brown part of Mount
Andrew, Lot 21 in Denton, for $150.

This is scant information about William. To recap: Wm. married Ann Sharp two years
after he sold the 80 acres he inherited from his father, and then 5 years after the
marriage, they sold the 62 acres his wife inherited. For several years, they may have
lived on Lot 21 in Denton *°* which he bought in from his brother Aaron in 1808.
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1807 Map of Denton Maryland. The residence or business of Aaron Manship (1760 i
1808), which William purchased in 1808, is circled. ‘2

William 6 $irst wife, Ann Sharp died in 1810. Later in 1810, he remarried to Anastasia
Plummer. In October of 1813, according to Bernice Leonard's Land Record Abstracts,
William sold $300-worth of furniture, glass, chinaware, a gun, 1 chaise and horse, 2
barrels of pickled fish and 800 Ibs of bacon to his father-in-law Philemon Plummer.

Then anywhere from a few to 18 months later, depending on the actual date, William
died at age 35, intestate. Two July 1815 inventory documents at the Caroline County

Register of Wills '®pai nt an interesting picture of Will
father-in-law, Philemon Plummer, the personal estate contained very few items: wearing
apparel, 1 pr boots, 4 pr slippers, 3 pr fAanc

pot, 1 pr seals and weights, old fat pots, old fwaxbasong 1 wood measure, 1 wire lifter,
1 rooster and box, 1 chicken coop, 2 lambskins, 1 garden, 2 padlocks, 3 quart
decanters, 3 half-pint decanters, and 3 (?) old spinning wheels, total worth $27.93.

Immediately followed by this in the Caroline County Archives, however, was a second
accounting, the fAdebt sMamshipg and thie listavastinaptessiveo f Wi | |

Two-hundred and twelve people, i ncl udi ng r el awedWilissnadotald f Ne g
of £347 !

Williambés personal estat e cdnaregdetclueshisloes not pr
occupation, but it seems clearthatWi | i am and family were | ivin

household, perhaps that of his father-in-law, to whom William had sold many of his
household goods in 1813. We have to wonder whether that was because William
needed the money to pay debts or loan to others? Or whether he was already ill and
there was an attempt to make his estate as small as possible?
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That is odd, isn't it? And William has no land in his name? Of course, this is not the inventory of a
planter -- no plantation equipment, not much household equipment, not much furniture. Is he living
with his father-in-law? Doesn't look to me like he's running his own household. Except for the 3
spinning wheels and the chicken coop and rooster. No chickens? If this is his only inventory, it is
conspicuous for what is not included -- no books, foodstuffs, chairs, tables, beds and bed furnishings,
dishes, etcé . Definitely living in someone else's household.

The seals and weights indicate he is dealing in money. What does his father-in-law do? I'd guess

they are merchants and whatever they're selling is in someone else's name, Plummer's or é . **

Could William have been a merchant? Or some other sort of service-provider, to whom
so many in the community owed money? A money-lender? Are the 800 Ibs of bacon and
2 barrels of pickled fish he sold his father-in-law in 1813 a clue to his occupation? Or
perhaps the wax equipment i might he have been a candle-maker?

Further research into Philemon Plummer (who died intestate in 1821) showed he was a
farmerwho hel d a varying amount of acreage of
t01816 (buying 320 acres then selling off portions of it over 7 years at a 10% profit), who

then purchased 1633 acres of land in Tuckahoe Neck, Caroline Co. in 1818 and sold it

off portions of that in the following 2 months, clearing $3374 on a $4166 investment in

the deals (81% profit). If nothing else, Plummer was a smart land speculator! He and a

few other families were wealthy enough to employ a teacher for their children °.

3t

A valuation of Pl ummé&82bwas dore;hdwewert, | hdvé ot deat h
accessed that document. As befitting a wealthy planter or merchant, Plummer was

appointed as Justice of the Peace in Caroline County in 1815, 1816, and 1817 , and to

the commission on taxes in 1818. The 1820 federal census lists him as owning 9 slaves.

So he was a prosperous man and his son-in-law might easily have lived with him and

worked for him.

There is no trace of WiT ol mbasnéosnbeisOor MDBOT as i t e i r
ABeneat h Th €ameteri®toofn eCsa,r o | i ,vas I-0l,doatmpublished by

the Upper Shore Genealogical Society. However, as we have seen, he may have been

buried in the family cemetery along the Choptank.
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. Charles Manship (1810 Caroline Co, MD i 1882 Milton DE) married Araminta
Dickerson (1812 DE 1 1882 Milton DE) in 1832 in Milton DE.

Charles did not inherit land from the Manships, apparently, but he did inherit a share of a
piece of land, part of iMount Pleasantq which he had inherited through the Sharp family.
He sold his share in that in 1836 °° and also witnessed a constable bond in April 1839
in Caroline Co. He did not appear in Caroline County Land Record Abstracts after those
two events (I searched only through 1850).

Charles moved to Milton, DE, between 1830 and 1840. He and Araminta Dickerson
were married in Milton in 1832. The first time a Manship showed up in Milton in a federal
census was in 1840, and that was Charles, Araminta and family. Any Manships in Milton
since then have been descendents of theirs. In fact, the Manships | contacted in
Caroline Co, MD in 2011 were also from the Milton DE line.

In 1840, the federal census shows them having two young adults in their household,
who were probablynot their own children. The age
sisters or arkywrosiblingsr ami nt ad s

Aramintads Heritage

Araminta came from a long line of Sussex County, DE families: Dickersons, Pettyjohns,
Jones, Warrens, Bennets and Loflands. The Warrens, for instance, were in Sussex Co
at least by 1776; the Pettyjohns by 1730; the Jones were in Somerset Co, DE by 1728.

She was one of five children born to Charles and Sarah Warren Dickerson. Charles
Dickerson (bet. 1775 & 1784 i before 1830) was the son of William (?? 7 1796) and
Bridget Pettyjohn Dickerson (17617 1840), and Sarah Warren (1790 i 1864) was the
daughter of Eli (1752 7 1795) and Purnal Warren. | have not done much work on the
Dickerson lineage yet, except for these bare-bone facts..

Back to the Delaware Manships

I n doing research in Miltonds hissthederry and

ABr oadki I,lthe shmenterm @selddn earlier Maryland land references.

Broadkill Hundred is a hundred in Sussex County, Delaware, United States. Broadkill Hundred was
formed in 1696 as one of the original Delaware Hundreds. Its primary community is Milton. **’

Hundreds are unincorporated subdivisions of counties, equivalent to townships, and were once used
as a basis for representation in the Delaware General Assembly. While their names still appear on all
real estate transactions, they currently have no meaningful use or purpose except as a geographical

point of reference. The divisions,or fAhundr eds o as tfionethetimesavhes al | e d,
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Delaware and Maryland were colonial holdings of Great Britain. While Delaware alone retains the use
of "hundreds", the origin of most "place names" in both states can be traced back to the times of
British rule. '

Because this line of Manships was in Delaware, as opposed to MD, it became easily
distinguishable from the MD Manshipso f t h e, mar n@stkwhich shared the
names IAi€h@rand,whewsebrthingtmeeensus records. This Charles was
listed in federal census records as a tailor (1850), merchant (1860), retail merchant
(1870), and tailor again (1880) in Milton DE. State directories concur. Early plats
showed the A. Manships living at approximately 413 Federal St. Sadly, that lot is now
vacant, and the Milton Historical Society does not have a photograph of that house.

The couple had two sons and four daughters between 1832 and 1845. The daughters
Emma Jane, Charlotte Burton, and Sarah Ellen married men named Morris, Walls, and
Lingo, respectively, surnames which appeared on the same census page with the
Manship family, and were, therefore, probably neighbors. One daughter, Martha James
Tull, died at the age of 18. The three married daughters produced 8 grandchildren for
Charles and Araminta. In the census of 1870, granddaughter Eliza J. Lingo (born 1864)
was mistakenly identified as Eliza Manship, and was living or visiting with Charles and
Araminta.

In 1880, Charles and Araminta, inther60 6 s, again had their Lingo
with them, as well as three boarders. We found no other trace of Eliza after 1880, with
the exception of the photograph (right) which may be her likeness in 1908.

WAy
; A # Perhaps this is our Eliza (Lizzie)
. ’; .

Lingo in her Easter hat, 19087
.z (Milton Historical Society)

The daughter, who died in 1863 at age 18, Martha, may have inspired the Milton story

about AMIi ss Manshipbs ghost o chasing childrer
DE. The c hamkwdas playdd & the 1883-1892 era and, no other unmarried

Manship daughter seems to fit the time frame.
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Martha James Tull Manship (18457 1863) was buried in Goshen Methodist Episcopal Cemetery.
(Photo by author, 2011)

A cup painted by Charlotte Burton Manship Walls (1839 i 1870), daughter of Charles and
Araminta, probably prior to her marriage in 1859. (Collection of and photo by William Manship)
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One son of Charles and Araminta, William Edward Manship (183517 1912), married
Margaret Emma Parker (1837 i 1873), and produced two sons, Sheridan Parker
Manship and John Fitchett. Manship before Margaret died. William was a merchant in
Milton and is listed in tax records of the 1860 decade as such. The 1884 state directory
lists him as a proprietor of a general store *'°. The box shown below is in the hands of
the Milton Historical Society and appears to have contained boot blacking.

Box of boot blacking addressed to Mr. Edward Manship, or W. E. Manship, circa 1880.
(Milton Historical Society)

Wi |l | i amds sPgamefitabdoctodirmPRhiladelphia, had one daughter Margaret
Emma Manship Hinde, who preceded her parents in death in 1920. Wi | | i an dobrs
Fitchett Manship died in his twenties, unmarried. William Edward was listed in federal
censuses of Milton through 1880 and then in Philadelphia with Sheridan and family in
1910. William Edward, Margaret, and both sons are buried in Goshen M. E. Church

Cemetery, Milton, Sussex Co., DE, as are Charles and Araminta and most other
Manships.

Margaret Parker Manship, William E. Manship, and son John Fitchett Manship were buried in
Goshen Methodist Episcopal Cemetery, Milton, DE. (Photo by author, 2011)
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Manship family bible page showing the births

(Courtesy of Richard Manship)
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Charles and Araminta Dickerson Manship were buried in Goshen Methodist Episcopal
Cemetery, Milton, DE. (Photos by author, 2011)

It is unknown, at this point, wh o i nherited Charl esd honese wh
month after his wife. Unfortunately, no will of his went to probate (according to Delaware

Public Archives). But the Sussex map of 1887 showed the house labeled as i Mans hi p
Brot h@otlsad Char | e swere marmed long before he died, son Alfred Henry
occupying a home right next door. | would guess the house was either owned by both

Alfred and William E. jointly, with William E. and family residing there, or it was occupied

by Al fwo grdwi sond by his first wife, Char |l es G Thgre was i 1890s

census to answer this question. By 1900, assuming the houses were canvassed in

order, C h a r hoesg had passed to another surname. More land record research would

be needed to answer this question.

SMANSHIP S

Old Manship Street sign from Milton, Delaware
(In the collection of, and refurbished and repainted by, William Manship)
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Map of Milton Delaware. Pin A on Manship & Federal Sts. (Google maps)
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Plat of Milton Delaware (1868 Beers Atlas). Manship St. and the two Manship homes, circled,
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Plat of Milton Delaware (1868 Beers Atlas). Det ai | . Char |l es MamleNE@deasofhouse w:
Manship and Federal Sts, (roughly)and Al f r e d $o thé SWicereer. w a

By 1887, the map showed that A. H. Manship remained in the house at 415 Federal, while the
iManship Brotherso lIlived in Charlesdé houseo (
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. Alfred Henry Manship (1837-1904) married Anna Eliza Barker (1841-1873) in

1858 in Milton, DE and together they had four sons and one daughterb ef or e Annads
death in 1873. Only two of the five children, Charles and Alfred, lived more than a year

or two:

0 Charles R. Manship (1859 - 1896)

o Clyde Manship (?? 7 1862)
Alfred Henry Manship Il (1864 - 1927)

o Carrie Manship (1870 -1870)

o Joseph H. Manship (18721 1872; name inscribed on the same gravestone as his
mother)

Later in 1873, Alfred married Eliza J Lindle (1847-1898). They had five more children:

William L. Manship (1874 7 1890)
Frank Alfred Manship (1877 i 1915)
Anna Manship (18817 after 1949)
Edward Manship (1884 1 1910)
Helen G. Manship (1887 i after 1960)

OO0 O0OO0Oo

Alfred was a jack-of-all-trades -- listed as a carpenter in the 1860 federal census, a
wheelwright in 1870, coach-builder in 1880, and was Postmaster at Milton, DE from
1889 - 1893 and 1897-1903 !, Additionally, he was a director of the Broadkiln Hundred
Building & Loan Association **2. The 1884 state directory lists him as a blacksmith 3,
He was treasurer of the Golden Rule Lodge of 1.0.0.F. 4

Al fredds discharge papers from t"Regimeitefi | War
Delaware, from September 2, 1864 to January 23rd, 1865. He was described, at 27

years old, as 6' 0" tall, light complexion, blue eyes, auburn hair, and employed as a

carpenter.
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As we saw in the plat maps above, Alfred and family lived next door to, or across
Manshi p St. from, his fatheroés house.

. by I
Sttt LT TT TS i

N

iThe Manship Houseo, 415 Federal St, Mi |l t on, Del awar

1868 and 1887. (Photo by author, 2011)

The people who now own the house at 415 Federal St., Alfred's house, were told it was
built in 1846, and that it had been Emma Johnson's home, Emma having been a
member of the Pepper family. We do not know of any Johnsons or Pepper in our
Manship lineage who might have bequeathed this house to the Manships, although one
of Al fredds sons married a Johnson.

CousinRichard Manship told me that wicteredabovef r edods
became availablei n t he 19206s or 19406s (i .e., at
wi fe Maggie died), Richardbés father, Al fre
which he had fondly remembered visiting as a child. Due to family strains, he was not

able to do so and the house was sold at auction by executor Luther Parker Manship I,

out of family hands. What this means in the
home was inherited by his oldest living son and namesake, AHM I, in 1904, where that
family |lived until the 192006s or 194006s.

o
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Do we know anything about ElizaLindled6 s f ami | y ?

Eli za J. L i may hagedtbsen (D&D) @&itliansLindle (1806 i 1887) and Nancy

Dutton (182217 1909). (Alsos pe |l Liemd d@l 0, L i n d)al believeitavasdor A Dal t o
Nancy Dutton Lindle that my mother, Nancy Lindle Manship, was named. | have not

been able to learn much about Wiliamé srNancy 6s r oot s, but | did r
reference t o auttdndkmmwmiwa yedrsiaften Mahdy Dufton and married in

Miltonin 1850.Levi n6s parents were Able Dutton and N
trail ends, and it is just conjecture and proximate birth years that cause me to suppose

Levin and Nancy were siblings. More research will be needed to substantiate or

disprove this.

When Eliza died in 1898, six years before her husband, it was her son Frank who
administered her estate. The appraisal included beds, stands, stoves and fixtures, sofa,
tables, chairs, carpets, tableware, blinds, clock, lamp, contents of kitchen, granary, and
sheds, etc. Total value $142.50. The accounting for the estate mentions that it was A.H.
Manship who paid for the burial in April 1899, however, which cost $145. It is difficult to
understand why the household effects and furniture would have fallen into the category
of Elizabs possessions and not Al fredéds.

The Inventory submission:

was signed by her administrator and son:
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