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The concourse of people having reached the Cemetery grounds, with quantities of
flowers to scatter about the soldiers' graves, they assembled in front of a stand which had
been erected, when the exercises were commenced with music and singing, followed with
solemn prayer by the Rev. Wm. M. Osborn, after which Co!. Ephraim F. Anderson was
introduced as the Orator of the day, who spoke as follows:

We have come here to-day with evergreens and flowers to decorate the graves of
our fallen heroes. The 30th of May, which has been designated as our "Memorial Day," is
indeed becoming a national anniversary - the saddest yet the sweetest of all the days we
celebrate. These tender observances help to humanize our feelings and purify our
patriotism. - Our annual pilgrimages to these sacred little mounds make our hearts better
and inspire us with a purer love of country. While people everywhere, both civilized and
barbarous, have fondly cherished the memory of their brave ones slain in battle, yet their
tributes of sorrow and gratitude have been commemorative rather of their great national
triumphs, or lavished upon their victorious chieftains alone. Monuments have been reared
to the very heavens to point where battles were fought and won, or to mark where famous
leaders fell, and pyramids have been erected for the sepulture of kings; but the rank and
file of armies have passed unnoticed as individuals; and have been allowed to commingle
their dust in shallow, evenly covered ditches, in forgotten or unfrequented places.
We are not here today to gaze up toward the apex of some proud pillar, as it pierces
the sky; nor are we come where our sentiment for the dead will be lost in admiration of the
splendid mausoleum or costly cenotaph. Within these cemetery walls five thousand of our
brave defenders lie slumbering, and we are come to this bivouac of our gallant dead,
bringing with us the bloom and fragrance of early spring-time - beautiful flowers, delicate
and tender as the emotions which they symbolize - beautiful flowers with which God's love
has made our earth smile - beautiful flowers to be arranged by fair hands over each
humble yet honored grave. I know not whether the departed turn back to view the honors
bestowed upon their remains, but if such be their wont, I imagine the spirits of those whose
bones repose here are hovering about these memorial services; and these lovely flowers
are only less grateful to them than the nation's starry flag which they hallowed by their
blood.
While this occasion is mainly in honor of the cause for which our soldiers gave up
their lives, it at the same time engages the tenderest affections of our hearts, for we are
sensible that those who sleep here are our sons and our brothers, and we perform, though
imperfectly, the sweet offices which their dearer kindred would esteem their sacred
privilege.

Still another month elapsed before McClellan was prepared to advance up the
Peninsula. But the war continued to rage elsewhere with augmented violence, and the
country was not without stirring events. The famous battle of Shiloh and the capture of
Island No.1 0 took place early in the month, and before the close of it Farragut and Butler
were in New Orleans.
It was about the 1sl of May that the Army of the Potomac entered actively upon its
eventful career. As it moved forward towards Richmond, hurling back the enemy from his
strongholds at Yorktown, Williamsburg and Fair Oaks and planted the stars and stripes
within plain view of the rebel capital, the eyes of the nation were withdrawn from all other
fields, and the loyal heart stood still for the issue.
It was the grandest army that had ever manoeuvered on the continent, and
combined the pride and hope of our trembling cause. It went forth with the oft-repeated
"God bless you," and was followed by the prayers of a righteous people; and right nobly
did it answer back from more than three score bloody battle-fields, speaking back from
Appomattox through the bright rainbow of peace. It has been ascertained that more than
one-half of all of our killed and wounded, both by land and sea, during the entire war,
belonged to the Army of the Potomac. But its work was not all victories. It was destined
to be tried by many reverses and disasters. Soon came the terrible seven days' battle,
which terminated a fruitless and, therefore, disastrous campaign. Though our army failed
of its object, and withdrew from its advanced position before Richmond, yet it cannot be
said to have been whipped, On the contrary, in every collision during the seven days'
combat the enemy was handsomely repulsed-signally so in the closing one at Malvern Hill,
where he was sent back reeling from the field. I shall not presume to point out where the
responsibility of the failure of our Peninsular campaign ought to rest. I prefer to leave that
for the future historian, who can weigh the bearings and causes more dispassionately.
This much I will say-it was no fault of the rank and file of our noble army. The retreat of
Gen. Pope from the Rapidan put an end to our offensive operations for the time, and
Septemberfound the Army of the Potomac back within the defences of Washington, where
it had left with such high promise five months before. It was in view of our embarrassing
condition at this time that Lee conceived the idea of invasion. Among other reasons
assigned by him for advancing into Maryland was, (to use his own language,) "the hope
that military success might afford an opportunity to aid the citizens in any efforts they might
be disposed to make to recover their liberty." But coming as he did into Western Maryland,
the loyal section of the State, he was chagrined to find the people entertaining views on
the subject of "liberty" widely different from those held by him and his deluded followers,
and by no means disposed to make the "efforts" which he desired. Had he found his way
into the lower counties of the State, or into the city of Baltimore, which was one of the
objective points of his campaign, he would have been received by a population more
largely impressed with his peculiar idea of liberty, though probably not more disposed to
make the expected "efforts" for the recovery of its supposed loss.
In addition to the prospect of inciting insurrection in Maryland and recruiting his
forces, he trusted the moral effect of being able to invade the territory of the Union would

inspire the rebel cause with new life and hope. He was also naturally ambitious to win for
his army the applause of so bold a stroke. At the same time, particular objects were had
in view and many grand results anticipated. Disaster was scarcely dreamed of. He had
learned to despise his antagonist, and calculated that our army would remain harmlessly
defending the capital until reenforced by the draft which had just been ordered, and thus
allow him to range very much at his pleasure over the great Cumberland Valley,
possessing himself of the fine cattle and newly-reaped harvest. Or, should we attempt to
check his advance by throwing our army in his front, thereby uncovering Baltimore and
Washington, he thought it would be a light matter to cripple or destroy our forces, and then
capture one or both of these great cities.

.
Having placed his army on the west side of the Blue Ridge, he intended to use that
lofty mountain as a curtain, behind which he proposed to execute a series of movements
in order to open his communications with Richmond by way of the Shenandoah Valley; all
of which, judging from our usual tardiness, he thought might be accomplished almost
unobserved, or at least without serious interference. But the brave Potomac Army, that
had wrestled with him along the Chicahominy, though wounded and travel-worn, was
keeping cautious pace, with one shoulder towards Baltimore and Washington, ready to
defend them when necessary, and the other resolutely set against the insolent invader.
A copy of Lee's order, setting forth his entire plan of operations, falling into McClellan's
hands at Frederick on the 13th, he ordered an immediate advance, and coming upon the
enemy at South Mountain, delivered battle on the 14th, and drove the rebels up the ragged
steeps and overthe crest, gloriously routing them from almost unapproachable fastnesses,
and bursting through Turner's and Crampton's Gaps like ocean waves impelled by an
earthquake.
As those serried files came issuing through the mountain passes and
streaming down the slopes, Leewithdrew his eyes from where they had been resting with
such sweet expectation along the beautiful and far-stretching Cumberland valley; for he
held before him a terrible reality burying all his bright visions. He saw at a glance that the
necessities for dropping the offensive were imperious. He had either to shrink back
ingloriously across the Potomac, or defend himself on the spot. A portion of his army being
distant, operating against Harper's Ferry, the danger of an immediate attack rendered his
situation extremely critical.-What he wanted was precious time-time for his detached
forces to rejoin him. The desired time was allowed. Harper's Ferry was surrendered on
the morning of the 15th, which enabled the bulk of those forces to reach Sharpsburg early
on the 16th, and the remainder to approach near enough to be relied on as a reserve, and
in fact to participate in the closing of the engagement. Hence it cannot be denied that he
fought this battle with his entire army, undiminished by any detachment.
From all the facts known it appears that the two armies here engaged were nearly
equal in numerical strength-from 80,000 to 90,000 troops participating on each side. If the
Federal forces in hand were somewhat the greater, it must be confessed that the
advantage of the rebel position infinitely more than compensated for any such disparity.
Lee's line of battle extended across the peninsula lying between the Potomac river and
Antietam creek, forming a sort of irregular curve, with the flanks drawn backward and
resting on those streams. To the rear of the centre of this curve, near the town of

Sharpsburg, lay his reserves, where, sheltered by the hills, they could manoeuvre
unobserved, and from their nearness to every part of the line, could immediately reinforce
any point threatened with attack. On that part of his front which was destined to be the
arena of the most terrible encounter, drooped a succession of ridges fringed with tufts of
wood, limestone ledges and stone fences, and indented with irregular seams of gully and
ravine terminating with the deep sluggish Antietam. On the lofty hillcrests were ranged his
grim batteries, frowning over all and trained on every stretch of open ground over which our
troops might attempt to advance. McClellan came up with his forces on the east or left
bank of the Antietam, which, being fordable only at distant points, presented a most
serious obstacle in his way.
On the afternoon of the 16th, Gen. Hooker crossed the stream at the upper bridge
and ford, skirmishing and feeling his way up to the enemy's battle line, where at night-fall
he lay down his arms. After dark followed Mansfield, who formed on his rear. The
evening's work had simply been to prepare for the bloody business of next day. So near
were the confronting ranks that night on lying down to rest, that the hoarse-breathing
sleeper might have disturbed the repose of his foe, and
"The fixed sentinels almost received
The secret whispers of each other's watch."
First in the awful pause of that night I imagine many a true heart went back in prayer
to cherished ones at home; while others dwelt on the incidents of the past day and the
approaching struggle of to-morrow-then all was hushed in sleep, while the silent cannon
loaded with death pointed over the slumbering hosts. All closed their eyes, knowing that
the first beams of day would light them to battle-and thus they awaited the dawn.
True to the inexorable purpose the cannoneers, looking like spectres in the dim gray
of the morning, are seen standing ready at their guns; and as the rays increase above the
horizon, revealing and brightening distant objects, they take careful sight of their pieces to
reassure themselves that they are accurately aimed at the opposing lines, when suddenly
the command is given, and they thunder forth at reveille that makes the great earth
tremble-the [loud] notes reverberating from hill-top to hill-top-swelling along the Antietam
and the Potomac, and drying on the ear as they roll along the morning air. "Fall in F" says
the General, and his words are repeated along the line-"Fall in!!" and like magic four miles
of infantry rise up as one man, ready for the onset. From behind ridges, out-cropping
ledges of rocks and rifle-pits, frowns the jagged rebel front, bristling with defiance.-Along
our solid ranks the brightly polished arms glitter in the rising sun, and in the front of each
battalion waves the same dear flag which our fathers bore over Saratoga and Yorktown.
There is no looking back, for Hooker is there, and in their front to lead them. Still louder
and fiercer grows the artillery-roar, as battery answers back to battery, filling the air with
screaming and exploding missiles. The desultory popping of rifles along the skirmish front
is followed by volleys of musketry that roll from right to left in rapid succession until they
flow in one long continuous roar, smothering the voice of the cannon. For one-half hour
a tempest of lead and iron beats with wasting effect against the opposing ranks, and awful

gaps are made, yet neither side sways. Now the rebels begin to stagger, and quick as
thought the advantage is seized, and "Forward" is the word.-Meade's
Pennsylvania
Reserve, that noble division, the parent of so many famous generals, steps out as gallantly
as Caesar's Roman Legion. On they press with a loud cheer-that animating cheer which
is alike mysterious in lending invisible wings and courage to the charge, and sending
enfeebling apprehension into the ranks of the assailed. On, through the cornfields, the
arena destined for the most bloody carnage-on over fences and road, strewing the earth
with the dead and wounded-and on, to the dark woods where the shattered remnants of
the rebel columns take refuge. But as they fling themselves against the enemy's cover
they are made to shrink back from the murderous fire of his reserves-not in the panic of
flight, but stubbornly do they face the unequal encounter, dealing terrible slaughter as they
yield and melt away. Now through the cornfield sweep the advancing rebels-but our fresh
troops confront them and they yield back in turn, leaving behind them a second harvest of
their dead. Thus does the battle surge and recoil over this field of reeking and spouting
gore, each moment giving new majesty and horror to the scene. From points on either
flank the artillery pour in their enfilading and devouring fire, and above the theatre of bloody
strife rests a dense canopy of smoke, through which the sun looks gloomily red in the
heavens. Half of the two great armies are drawn to this spot, and by successive divisions
plunge madly into the wild battle gorge. Mansfield, that gray-haired warrior, sinks down at
the head of his corps; Hooker is hit and turns over his command; Sedgwick, though still
animating his broken troops, is bleeding from three wounds; and all around lie favorite
officers, half covered among the heaps of slain. Hour after hour the furious combat rages.
Now the fresh troops of Franklin come moving up in dark heavy columns. Like an
impetuous, gathering storm they hurry forward, sweeping on and bursting over the field,
and bearing their resistless front past the outer edge of the battle scene, where they plant
their colors victoriously.-Four times has this bloody ground been won and lost; but now it
is won to be lost no more this day. Simultaneously our immediate left moves in triumph
over the rugged and broken ground, where fiery valor has already tossed in many a fierce
charge and countercharge. In the mean time Burnside fights his passage over the lower
bridge, investing it imperishably with his own name and covering it with a renown like that
of Lodi. Our entire front has been advanced, and the battle flashes and smokes for a time
along the whole line-now glimmers and fades in the twilight, and dies out with the expiring
day-and stillness reigns over Antietam.
Stilled are the loud clamors which have vibrated in awful cadences for fourteen
deadly hours, but all is not hushed along the path of havoc. The subdued murmurs of the
hushed and wounded, and the hollow groans of the dying load the night air with sickening
horrors. As squads of surviving comrades move about in search of the missing, many a
stout heart sobs audibly at beholding, in the melancholy starlight, the pale, up-turned face
of some dear companion:
"And there's a voice in the wind like a spirit's low cry,
To the muster-roll sounding-and who shall reply
For those whose wan faces glare white to the sky."

I shall not attempt to sum up the results and incidents of the battle. All are not
agreed as to what was actually accomplished. Viewed simply as a contest for the mastery
of the field it is conceded to have terminated in favor of the Union Army; but the hard won
advantage was not crowned with commensurable victory. The vanquished rebels were
allowed to remain unharmed in our front for twenty-four hours, and then to withdraw across
the Potomac without the slightest interference, or even knowledge on our part; having
suffered a mere chastisement rather than a defeat. Official reports show our casualties
to have been about 12,500-more than 2,000 being killed on the field, besides those who
afterwards died of their wounds. The rebel losses were about equal to our own.
The magnitude of this engagement may be better comprehended by examining it
in comparison with other important battles with which we are mGre or less familiar. If you
will refer to any history of the Revolutionary War, and add up all the killed of the American
Army in fifteen of its most important battles, including those of Bunker Hill, Long Island,
Brandywine, Germantown and Monmouth, you will find that their aggregate will not exceed
the Federal killed in this one battle of Antietam. I think it might be safely stated that the
Union killed in this single engagement was at least half as great as the entire American
loss, in killed, during the eight years' struggle of our forefathers for independence; and
equal to all our killed in the War of 1812, or in our War with Mexico.
And calling to mind some examples from well known decisive battles of the world,
we find that McClellan's sacrifice of life here was ten times as great as that of Militates at
Marathon, or Caesar at Pharsalia, and greater than the British loss at Flodden Field, orthat
of the French at Valmy. But considered as to the numbers engaged and the duration and
fierceness of the fight, the mortality at Antietam does not appear great. Viewed only as a
gigantic encounter, and apart from its want of military consequences, it is entitled to rank
with Austerlitz, Waterloo and Sadowa, each of which was won with greater cost than
Antietam. But when we look at its unimproved and comparatively barren result, we are
disposed to count it dearly bought. At Austerlitz Napoleon pressed his advantage to the
complete overthrow of the allied armies, and extorted the treaty of Presburg; Wellington
carried his victory at Waterloo to the absolute destruction of the French Army, and within
fifteen days thereafter forced the capitulation of the city of Paris; and Bismark followed up
his triumph at Sadowa until he crushed the Austrian forces and dictated a new map of the
continent: but McClellan remained quiescent for six long weeks upon this hard won field,
and allowed the prostrate foe to recover and depart in peace, refreshed and prepared for
new campaigns, and other fields.
I am not here, however, to criticise the conduct of General McClellan, or to utter a
word with the desire to detract from his fame. There were grave public considerations,
[under] lying the immediate situation, which he thought proper to regard in determining his
course. Owing to our inexperience at that early stage of the war, too many of our military
operations were unduly influenced by matters which further progress taught us wholly to
disregard. In examining the merits of this battle it would be unfair therefore to apply all the
tests which belong to more advanced periods of the war; it would be necessary to take into
account all the peculiar circumstances and bearings surrounding the case-a task which

But if Antietam had no decisive effect upon the relative coalition of the armies
engaged, it had its important bearing upon the plan of military operations as well as upon
the cause of the Union. It sent the insurgent army back from a fruitless attempt at invasion,
and brought low the arrogant assumptions of the superior valor of the South. It was such
a victory for the loyal North as made the war a national measure, and emboldened the
government to proclaim the policy of emancipation, thereby meeting the real issue of the
war. Aided by the prospective of time and the light of subsequent events, we have slavery
revealed to us as the great, prime cause of the rebellion. Looking back upon all the
alleged causes which were set up, and beholding them as they recede into the past, one
after another diminish out of view, while human slavery-the same that was made the
corner-stone of the Confederacy-appears to tower above all, overshadowing all.
When the result of this battle reached Mr. Lincoln he immediately concluded his
corrected draft of the Emancipation Proclamation, and after submitting it to his cabinet,
gave it to the world. Said he, "I made a solemn vow before God, that if General Lee was
driven back from Maryland I would crown the result by the declaration of freedom to the
slaves." That good man kept his righteous vow, and Lee's retreat across the Potomac was
made the signal for letting fall the shackles from the limbs offour millions of our oppressed
fellow men. Here, then, on this classic ground, our soldiers stood from the rising to the
setting of the sun, pleading, "with arguments of bloody steel" the cause of a helpless race.
In answer to the two thousand lives here immolated upon the altar of our country, Heaven's
best gift of freedom came down to bless the slave. Who shall then measure the glory of
Antietam? It is bounded by neither time nor circumstance; it belongs to Freedom, and will
brighten and live while Freedom lives.
It seems that our war had to come. There were certain imperfections and evils
existing in our government which the growing enlightenment of our people could not always
tolerate. They were not mere blemishes resting upon the surface which might be easily
removed by local application.
They entered into the body,-into the very life of the
government. They formed constituent parts of our institutions, and nothing but the hot
crucible of war could purge them away.
.
When our fathers struck for political liberty, they also aimed at civil liberty. The
same inspired instrument in which they declared their right to assume a separate and equal
station among the powers of the earth, also asserted that all men were created equal, and
endowed with the inalienable rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. But having
gained the nominal blessing of political liberty, or national independence, they made that
their pride and their boast, and assigned to the inalienable and priceless boon of civil
liberty, or individual freedom, a secondary and limited place.
It followed that,
notwithstanding the adoption of a Constitution "in order to form a more perfect union * *
and secure the blessings of liberty," the doctrine or idea of separate nationalities continued
to be placed in the foreground, extending with its increasing power and scope to the
commonwealths of the Union, and assuming the name of "State sovereignty," while the

nearer and dearer principle of personal liberty, orfreedom, was forced into the background,
prescribed and narrowed in its application, with its divinity taken away from it and given to
slavery.
These tendencies were calculated to destroy both the Federal Government and
liberty in America. In fact this deplorable result had been more nearly reached than many
of us were willing to admit. Freedom was so far gone in one part of the country that its
name could not be mentioned, save at the risk of life. If a citizen from the free North dared
to name the name of Freedom in the South, his life might pay the penalty, and the General
Government could not save him, or bring his guilty murderers to justice. A government that
cannot enforce respect at home, that is too feeble to protect the lives of its citizens under
its own flag, can have little to distinguish it from anarchy, and nothing to entitle it to the
respect of the world. The firing upon Sumter, therefore, was no sudden outbreak against
the national authority. It was only a new step towards a long-pursued end. The elements
of destruction had reached that point by a steady progress; and while its new and
revolutionary aspect awakened the nation to a sense of imminent danger, it was none the
less connected in its natural order with a long line of events running back through many
years. The was commenced when the government could not much longer exist with the
evils which centered in it, and against its life. If, therefore, our soldiers had bled to save
the government as it was, with the forces of destruction still playing at its vitals, their
sacrifices would have been without their rich reward. But the government has not only
been saved, it has been purified, and changed and made strong. Freedom has been lifted
into the foreground, where national sovereignty stands, to protect the humblest and most
despised citizen in his smallest right, wherever he may be in our wide domain.
The genius of our governmental system has been modified.
The so-called
sovereign, or reserved, powers of the States, which had been used to oppress the
individual, are being fast swept away. The organic law of the land is being so amended
as to extend its mighty arm over all the States, for the equal protection of every citizen.
Whereas, the former tendencies were to narrow the enjoyment of popular rights, and to
enlarge the independent powers of the States, thus weakening the General Government;
the new and more salutary tendencies are to extend the liberties of the masses and to
increase the central power of the government. In this last system there is a harmony of
parts as well as of purposes. In the enlarged liberties of the people, and the increased
powers of government to protect those liberties, we have the elements which must give
security both to the government and to the governed. I am aware that, with the evil work
of State sovereignty or secession, still fresh in our minds, there is danger of proceeding too
far toward the other extreme of centralization. But I think we have nothing to fear from
steps already taken in that direction.
The good results of our changed condition are already being realized.
Notwithstanding the wounds of the war, there is more harmony between the sections of the
country this hour than there ever was before the war. Citizens from Massachusetts are not
only permitted to soujourn in South Carolina, but they are cordially invited therein with their
Yankee enterprise, their capital, and their sentiments, to make it their future home. So you

see, the war was not all slaughter and desolation; it meant freedom, harmony and
progress. It made the government stronger, purer and better; stronger to command
obedience and respect, and better and purer to claim the affections and support of all the
people.
The truth of its permanence has already been revolutionizing the sentiment of the
old world. The German populations have already sought a more stable and a freer system;
England is moving forward in liberal reforms; Spain has been struggling up out of
despotism, and popular liberty is rising in the ascendancy everywhere, Since we have
become a more consolidated family of States, the world is beginning to respect us, as it
never did before. Cuba, San Domingo and the adjacent isles af the seas, look to us for a
protector. And with the respectability of our government, also grows the respect of our
citizens abroad. The American citizen is acquiring that respect abroad which was accorded
to the Roman citizen, when Rome was mistress of the world. On whatever shores you may
be cast, and under whatever suns you may wonder, if you have in your pocket an
American passport, your life and your liberty are sacred, for the majesty of your country's
flag is there to protect you.
In thus referring to some of the good results of the war, I would not be understood
to rejoice at that painful event in our history. The war was met by us as a deplorable
necessity. All wars, whether foreign or domestic, are descended to us from a barbarous
age, and are shameful witnesses against our claims to that genuine Christian civilization
after which all nations should aspire. They spring from ignorance and the evil passions.
Enlightenment and religion unite in opposing all sanguinary measures. Christ taught
"peace on earth and good will toward men," and as men's minds and hearts improve, wars
will be less frequent in their occurrence, and less cruel in their conduct; but I doubt whether
they can entirely cease this side of the millennium. There will occasionally arise such
political and social conditions, such controlling prejudices as possessed our Southern
people that nothing but the crushing blows of war will ever subdue. Our war was conceived
in ignorance, prejudice, oppression and wickedness, yet God so ruled that great good has
come out of it. And there is this consolation following all the wars of the recent past,
whether in our own or in other lands, that they have resulted in the interest of humanity and
of liberty. Wherever the bursts of war break up the restraints of civil rule which bind a
people to old, and frequently barbarous, usages, they move with the spirit of the times and
step right up into a higher civilization; we live in an age of progress, and the march is for
universal liberty and the brotherhood of mankind.
While we are bestowing these sad rights upon the memory of those who perished
in the cause, let us revive our gratitude toward the living, who have returned with shattered
forms to spend the remnant of their wasting lives among us. The poor of all classes have
claims upon our charity, but the disabled soldier has a demand upon our generosity which
should not require the asking. He should not be allowed to beg in the land which he helped
to save by his valor and his blood; his wants should be anticipated by a grateful people.
It must be hard for one who has been a proud and gallant soldier to be compelled to stoop
for alms, and we should not pass indifferently by when such a one needs help, though he

.

Admitting that army life too often leads to bad morals and destructive habits, yet I
am led to believe that the awful realities of the battle-field strangely dignify the character,
and improve the higher manly qualities. The soldier who has faced death in the blaze of
battle, where the flight of time is forgotten, and the world seems swallowed up in a kind of
electric heat, which appears to glow in a brown-red tint, kindling and quickening his senses
into a flame, and lighting up every object with an ineffable brightness-the soldier who has
been thrilled by the mysterious fervor and yet stood fearless and god-like, amid the cannon
thunder, the howling and crashing of shells, and the gurgling and whizzing of death-dealing
bullets, has realized a sort of emotional regeneration, ennobling his nature and making him
a truer man. And the soldier who has stooped over his bleeding companion, holding the
canteen to quench his burning thirst, and as life ebbed out, bending his ear close to his
lips, in order to catch the last whispered word, that he might convey to the loved one far
away at home, has felt the vibration of a tender chord lying deep beneath all the common
affections of the heart-that sacred chord which links mankind with divinity.
Such
experience leaves its impress upon the heart and prepares it for more noble and generous
impulses; and whatever wreck that man may become in after life, he will still bear in his
bosom that fraternal susceptibility which will make him a true friend and very brother in
distress.
It is gratifying to know that the government has provided homes or asylums for those
who are enfeebled; yet there are many who prefer to struggle for a livelihood in their own
way, and when they are overtaken by misfortune or want, a generous hand should be
extended. They will not be with us long; they are dropping off like leaves in autumntime.-Some of them are still wearing the tattered old blue coat, but they will soon put if off
and answer to their names at roll-call, with their comrades, on the "eternal camping
ground."
It is also our pleasing duty,-our precious privilege to care for the orphan children of
our deceased soldiers. It is stated in history, as proverbially true, that republics cannot
stand, and that they are ungrateful. It might as easily be shown that they cannot stand
because they are ungrateful. If, in our victory over rebellion, we presented a mighty proof
of our stability, it remains for this generation to show to the world that the American
republic is not ungrateful. In what more appropriate and acceptable manner can we show
our gratitude, than by evincing an active concern for those left helpless by the war. The
tender offspring that has been robbed of the paternal love and protection, should find a
sheltering, cherishing home in every household. The child of the patriot martyr has a title
to nobility. The daughter should be reared in comfort, and cultured for the rank and station
of an American lady, and the son should be educated and trained for some useful and
honorable pursuit in life. Whenever you meet a little lad made fatherless by the war, call
him to your side, and, smoothing his soft brow, tell him he is your ward, and that you feel
an interest in his welfare; it will encourage him to think the world kind and deserving of his
best efforts. Tell him he bears a name made honorable among men; recount to him the
story of his father's noble deeds and sacrifice; it will swell his young bosom with pride and

veneration, and implant there a love of country far more sacred and binding than all the
forms of allegiance or oaths of fealty,
I have somewhere read or heard a very tender story, partly incident to this battle,
which pictures a most touching instance of orphanage. I will relate it substantially as I
heard it, so far as my memory goes, but without pretending to vouch for the correctness
of any of its particulars.
Among the thousands of worthy young men who left their quiet homes in the North
to join the Army of the Potomac at its first organization, was one, James Bates, who, about
the last of December, 1861, took an affectionate farewell of her whom he had led to the
alter just one month before, and quitting his village home in the State of New York,
proceeded to Washington, where he enlisted as a private soldier. Serving always in the
front rank of his regiment, wherever it went, he never asked to be excused from a single
hour's duty, until on the morning before the battle of Chantilly, receiving a letter stating that
his wife was the mother of a bright, healthy son, the very image of its father, and already
named James, after the absent one, he made up his mind to apply for permission to visit
home. Fired up with pride, and feeling that he now had something more to live for and
dare for, he fought that day with Spartan courage, and performed an act of gallantry which
attracted the notice of his commanding officer, who at once promoted him to Sergeant, and
promised to procure for him a furlough for one month. But, owing to our perilous situation
at that time, and to the exigencies of the service, leaves of absence were not granted
excepting in extraordinary cases, and he did not receive his until the morning after the
battle of South Mountain, when he immediately wrote home announcing his good fortune,
but stating that he could not think of leaving his colors on the eve of a great battle that was
then impending. He assured them, however, that they might look for him in the train on
Friday morning, or Saturday morning at farthest. But in the hottest of the fight at Antietam,
he was seen to fall, pierced by a half score of mortal wounds, and his body was never
identified thereafter. Friday morning came, and at the first sound of the locomotive, the
young mother was at the railway station, with her first born, ready to place it in the arms
of its father. Wistfully did she gaze upon each passenger as he stepped upon the platform,
until finally the train moved off again, and James had not come. Pale and almost fainting,
she was about to turn away, when she paused to hear the list of our killed and wounded,
which a bystander was reading aloud from the morning paper. At that moment her ear
caught the words, "Sergeant James Bates, killed." Clasping her infant to her bosom, she
exclaimed, "No! not killed, he'll come to-morrow." When the morrow came she was again
upon the platform, with the tender babe in her arms; but as he did not come, the second
disappointment was too great to bear. She fell into a monomania-and long after his
comrades were welcomed home from the war did she continue to rise early each morning,
and taking up the child, go out to meet the train, fully confident that James was aboard,
and turning away each time with the same sad disappointment, saying, "He'll come tomorrow." And even yet, since eight years of time have breathed over her grief to mollify
it, she may be seen occasionally, on a bright morning, hurrying to the depot, leading her
flaxen-haired little boy, and telling him his papa is coming on the train. But she watches
for the return of one that never will come back, for he tarries with his two thousand

comrades who, with him, sunk down to rest on this wide inhospitable couch. Serg't. Bates
is sleeping within these walls, in an unknown grave, and to-day, you may perchance
bestow an extra rose upon his unpretending tomb.
Oh! Who shall write each separate history of our heca(sp.?)-tombs of slain-the
heart-breaking disappointment, the melancholy orphanage, the reason-dethroning grief,
the crushed and wounded life, the wail of woe that answered each bereavement. Among
the unwritten annals of our war, are tales of pathos and of pity, far more touching than
Romance or Fiction can weave from all range of Fancy. The graves of heroes slain, and
loves departed, wrinkle the faces of our hillsides and vallies. On both sides of the
Mississippi and away across to the sea, along the banks of the James and the Potomac,
along the Cumberland Valley in Pennsylvania, and on the mountain crests of Maryland;
wherever you wander, there lie the fallen of our hosts, mingling their dust with the soil
which they redeemed and saved.-"Four hundred thousand, brave and true
Lie dead, good friend, for me and you."
Then let us come here with each returning spring, and wreathe their little white headboards with chaplets of flowers, and place over the chamber of each sleeper a wellassorted bouquet. Let us also weave garlands out of the fragrant heliotrope, the scented
rose and the sweet mignonette, that their grateful odors may rise like holy incense above
their slumbering ashes. As the bright bloom is emblematic of the lustre of their deeds, let
the delicate perfume emblem forth the sweet influences of peace which their pure
sacrifices have caused to breathe over our land. For gentle "Peace has come, and come
to stay.-"
Around the sweeping circle of your hills
The crashing of cannon thrills
Have faded from the memory of the air;
And summer pours from the exhausted fountains
Her bliss on yonder mountains;
The camps are tenantless, the breastworks bare;
Earth keeps no stain where heroes' blood was poured;
The hornets, humming on their wings of lead
Have ceased to sting, their angry swarms are dead,
And, harmless in the scabbard, rusts the sword.

A BIOGRAPHY OF LIEUTENANT COLONEL
EPHRAIM FOSTER ANDERSON, U. S. ARMY, AN
AMERICAN HERO OF THE CIVIL WAR
Born Bedford County, Pennsylvania, 1839
Died, Washington, District of Columbia, AprilS, 1877
Interred (His Body Had Originally Been at the Congressional Cemetery in the
District of Columbia) April 12, 1877, Near the Front Entrance to the Anderson
Presbyterian Church (Since Demolished) at Anderson (earlier called
Hanoversville), today part of Hanover, Elkridge Post Of,fice, Howard County,
Maryland, on the Now Vacant Tract of Land That Today Sits Opposite the
Residential Address Known as 6413 Ryan Avenue, Hanover, Maryland 210762002

In an article, Is There Some "Family Relationship" Between "Our" Andersons and Those
Virginia Andersons? that appeared beginning on page 8 in the June, 2002 issue of the Grassland
History Notes, this biographer wrote, referring to the family and descendants of William (IV)
Anderson and Elizabeth (Willett) Anderson, his wife, from the Broad Top Mountain area near
Saxton, in Bedford and/or Huntington counties of Pennsylvania, that "their' story' is for another day"
(meaning, the lines of descent from that couple were and are so large and complicated that it might
take a separate "book" to do that family the genealogical "justice" to which it is entitledl).
This author had been generally aware of the existence of the late Lieutenant Colonel
Ephraim Foster Anderson (a grandson of the above couple) since the early 1980s when, with the
assistance of Miss Margaret Neal (a Chaney descendant and family researcher of the "Waugh
Chapel" (Anne Arundel County, Maryland) Chaneys who trace back to Isaac Chaney of Rezin and
his wife, Elizabeth (Anderson) Chaney, granddaughter of our Revolutionary War Maryland Militia
Ensign and Lieutenant Absolom Anderson, a full brother of William (III) Anderson who had married
Elizabeth (Edwards) Anderson, his wife, great grandparents of the Colonel), I was "learning about"
the Broadtop Mountain Andersons for almost the first time. Miss Neal and this writer were quite
interested in developing as much information as we could about descendants of both the Chaneys
and the Andersons (and others, including Duvalls) who had migrated to the aforedescribed areas of

IOn the "internet" today, one particular "web site" which contains a fair summary of at least some of the
early branches of descendants of that family can be accessed and printed at http://genforum.genealogy.com/cgibin/pageload.cgi? Absolom,Anderson: :anderson:: 16245 ...

So - during the early 1980s, when we received and read portions of The Foster Scrapbook
(the era 1880s history book about the Broad Top Mountain areas that had been written by the blind
local historian, David 1. Foster) - neither Miss Neal nor this biographer paid enough attention to
David 1. Foster's written mention of the Civil War achievements of Lieutenant Colonel Ephraim
Foster Anderson that is quoted later in this booklet on the third page of the separate 1988 biography
of the late John Sumner Anderson (retired President and Chairman of the Board of the Annapolis,
Maryland, based ARINC (Aeronautical Radio, Inc.), who was a first cousin, two generations
removed, of Lieutenant Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson.
That "oversight" occurred at that time, and for many years thereafter, for two reasons, first,
because there did not seem to be any obvious connection between the Lieutenant Colonel and
Maryland, and, second, because, at several Anderson family reunions which took place in Anne
Arundel County, Maryland, following the death ofMr. John Sumner Anderson, none ofthe several
lineal descendants of William (IV) Anderson and Elizabeth (Willett) Anderson, his wife, who
attended such reunions ever mentioned, orally or in writing, Lieutenant Colonel Ephraim Foster
Anderson and his distinguished Civil War service.
It was not until this year (2007), while "surfing" the "web", that this biographer "ran into" a
"web" site which disclosed information about a Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson (a Civil War
officer) who had been interred at a site connected with a Presbyterian Church in Howard County,
Maryland. At that moment, the "connection" became clear: "Ephraim" plus "Foster" in a name
which includes "Anderson" at the end "adds up" to: "part of the Anderson Family at the Broad Top
Mountain in Pennsylvania."
Voila, as they say (and the "rest is history"): While the "story" continues in the "ongoing"
category, nevertheless, it is important to recognize the contributions ofthose who have rendered me
assistance since that date earlier this year when the Lieutenant Colonel's life and career among us
came to be "rediscovered", although it has been long known to the first three of the following named
persons (all of whom are lineal descendants, as well, of William (IV) Anderson and Elizabeth
(Willett) Anderson, his wife): Charles E. Munat (one of the most prodigious of the family history
researchers of and about the Andersons and other families at the Broad Top Mountain in
Pennsylvania), of, today, Bainbridge Island, Washington; David C. Cheslock3, M.Div., today

2Since William (III) Anderson was the eldest of the three Anderson brothers of the Revolutionary
War
generation, his descendants comprise the "senior" branch of the Anderson family, at least of those who descend
from John Anderson and Elizabeth (Pratt) Anderson (William (II) Anderson being the oldest son of his parents, the
foregoing John and Elizabeth Anderson).

3Who was "supposed" to have written this biography as the result of his extensive research into and about
the life of his late multiple Great Uncle, but who was not able to do so by the time needed for its publication by the
late Fall/early Winter of2007, leaving that "task" to his "Confederate" ancestored cousin, Marvin H. Anderson,

Director of Religious Education at Corpus Christi Catholic Church, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania
(a great grandson of Virginia Anderson Brodbeck, a niece of Colonel Anderson); and Gretchen
Anderson (Mrs. Walter Bruce Anderson, of Falls Church, Virginia, whose husband, Bruce, and
Bruce's brother, William Berlin ("Bill") Anderson, II, the Luray, Virginia, artist who has painted
the full color portrait (appearing elsewhere in this booklet) of Lt. Col. Ephraim Foster Anderson
appearing in his Union Army officer's uniform, who are all likewise (as was Lieutenant Colonel
Ephraim Foster Anderson himself) lineal descendants of William (IV) Anderson and Elizabeth
(Willett) Anderson, his wife, all of them by descent from one of that couple's sons, James Anderson,
the Fulton County, Pennsylvania, farmer and justice of the peace, who survived his Civil War soldier
sons and lived until an advanced age.4 In addition to the lineal descendants above named, I would
also like to express my deep appreciation and thanks to Mrs. Joetta Cramm, of the Howard County,
Maryland, Historical Society, and to two of my cousins, Mrs. Patricia Reynolds Hundley, of
Salisbury, North Carolina, and Mrs. Claire Brooks, of Seattle, Washington (both of whom descend,
on the Anderson side, from the aforementioned Elizabeth (Anderson) Chaney (Mrs. Isaac Chaney
of Rezin), of Waugh Chapel, Anne Arundel County, Maryland), for their assistance in the research
which has produced this article.
Ephraim Foster Anderson was born during the year of 1839 as the ninth of ten and the next
to the youngest child of his parents, James Anderson and Mary (Horton) Anderson. Mary (Horton)
Anderson was apparently deceased by the time of the 1850 Census, when the James Anderson family
was living in Tod Township, Huntingdon County, Pennsylvania, because, by that date, his wife was
Ephraim's stepmother, Fannie (or Frances) Grove Anderson. Through her father, Mary (Horton)
Anderson descended from the 17th century immigrant founders of Southold, Long Island. She was
probably born in Hopewell Township, Bedford County, Pennsylvania, between 1791 and 1800, the
youngest of eleven children born to Samuel and Martha (Evans) Horton. Mary (Horton) Anderson's
sister, Elizabeth, married William Anderson, "Jr." (brother of her husband, James). Four other of
James Anderson's siblings married Hortons, close relations of Mary. Ephraim Foster Anderson was
undoubtedly named after his maternal uncle, Ephraim Foster, who had married his father's sister,
Elizabeth Anderson.5

"back" in Anne Arundel County, Maryland, who "notes" too much the irony of this situation, but very much
appreciates, nonetheless, the honor to be able to help bring to light the story of Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson.
4The ancestor of Walter Bruce and William Berlin Anderson,
II, was David Anderson, another son of
James Anderson, of Pennsylvania. James Anderson was the father of Lieutenant Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson'.
Thus, Walter Bruce and William Berlin (II) Anderson are double great grand nephews of the Colonel. David
Anderson (the Colonel's brother) had left Pennsylvania about 1856 and, with his wife, Hanna, traveled to Illinois in
a covered wagon with their small children. They settled at Cooperstown in Brown County, Illinois, where David
was blacksmith and a farmer. In 1863, David Anderson enlisted in the Union Army (119lh Infantry, 2rd Regiment).
His feet became infected and, as a result of gangrene, he eventually lost both of his legs.

5 James Anderson (1796-1881) of Bedford, Huntingdon, and Fulton Counties, Pennsylvania,
Wife, Mary (Horton) Anderson (January, 1985), a typescript by Charles E. Munat.

and His First

AccOrding to David C. Cheslock, Mary (Horton) Anderson died in 1844, a few days after
the birth of Colonel Anderson's sister, Martha, and is interred at the Becky Anderson Cemetery on
the Broad Top Mountain. Their father, James, following his remarriage, sold his original Broad Top
Mountain real estate to a coal company and relocated in 1853 to nearby Fulton County,
Pennsylvania.
Again according to David C. Cheslock, as a young school student, Ephraim Foster
Anderson was sent to Hagerstown, Washington County, Maryland, where he was privately educated
after it had been determined that he was "one ofthe brightest students on Broad Top." He then taught
school in Hagerstown in a building which housed the Junior Fire- Company, in which young
Anderson was active and where he may have resided, while he also studied law under and in the
Hagerstown law office of Andrew Kershner Syester (1828-1891), one-time Attorney General of
Maryland.6
At the outset ofthe Civil War, and while imbued with strong Unionist sympathies as a young
attorney at Hagerstown, Ephraim Foster Anderson enlisted on August 25, 1862 at the age of 237
(which would make the year of his birth to have been 1839) and "raised" a company of largely
Western Maryland Unionist volunteers which became Company "I" of the 7th Regiment, Maryland
Volunteers (Union), Civil War, which elected him as its company commander with the rank of
Captain.8 Again according to David C. Cheslock, from a contemporaneous newspaper article, on

6For a biographical
sketch of Andrew K. Syester, see:
http://www /msa/md/gov/megafile/msa/speccol/sc3
500/sc3 520/00 1500/00 1506/html/ 1506i. Interestingly, it appears
that Mr. Syester, once a Whig and later affiliated with the American ("Know Nothing") party, became a Democrat at
the outset of the Civil War. He later became Attorney-General of Maryland and, still later, a Circuit Court Judge in
Washington County.

7From a Pedigree of Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson submitted by Vernon Clark Cook, of 431
Oglethorpe Street, Hyattsville, Maryland 20781-1544, to the Ancestry.com web site pertaining to American Civil
War Soldiers.

80ne of whose enlisted Corporals, however, was Corporal Christopher
Columbus Chaney, of, originally,
Waugh Chapel, Anne Arundel County, Maryland, oldest son ofIsaac Chaney of Rezin and his wife, Elizabeth
(Anderson) Chaney (she being a daughter of James Anderson of Absolom (I) Anderson, of Providence Plantation
at Woodwardville, in Anne Arundel County, Maryland -an area that did not "produce" too many Union
sympathizers before, during, or after the Civil War!). Columbus Chaney married Miranda Conway, undoubtedly of
the same family which had the store and post office that was situate in the lower part of the Great Fork of the
Patuxent which was named after the Conways near the present day intersection of the Crain Highway (Md. Rte. No.
3) and Patuxent (or Conway) Road. This Chaney couple had three children, none of whom married. Columbus
Chaney's siblings included Alfred Ringold Chaney, John R. Chaney, Taylor Chaney, Rebecca Chaney King,
Samuel Chaney, Horace Asbury Chaney, and two who died young, James and Alverta. It is difficult to imagine that
Corporal Chaney and Captain Anderson did not comprehend, at some level, that they were related to each other.
Both the Corporal and his wife are interred in the Waugh Chapel Methodist Cemetery near Odenton, Anne Arundel
County, Maryland. A photograph of Laura Ann Chaney (their only daughter who survived childhood) appears on
page 32 of Descendants of Rezin Chaney (of Thomas) Anne Arundel County Maryland, compiled by Ross A.
Carrick (2003). She lived until 1937, in later years with the family of her uncle, Alfred Ringold Chaney, at Little

August 20, 1862, "Mr. E. F. Anderson, a young student at law, in Hagerstown, made a spirited war
speech in this place on Monday evening. Animated by that love of country which should characterize
every patriot at this crisis in out nation's destiny, he is energetically engaged in recruiting a company
for the war. He made a stirring appeal to the young men to come forward to the defense of our
country's flag and we hope that it will not have been made in vain."
According to Gretchen Anderson, the records of the Office of the Grand Secretary, Grand
Lodge of Maryland Masons, Ephraim Foster Anderson was initiated on May 6, 1863, and was a
member of Friendship Lodge No. 84 in Hagerstown, Maryland. He was suspended for non-payment
of dues on April 15, 1874 (not quite three years before his death).
At the battle of Clear Spring, he was wounded in action. On March 13, 1865, he was
breveted (promoted) to the rank of Major for gallantry in the Battle of the Wilderness, Virginia, and
subsequently he was again breveted (promoted) to the rank of Lieutenant Colonel for gallantry at
the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House, Virginia, where he was badly wounded9 under the following
circumstances:

"Fall of Commanders.
"At the distance of about fifty yards from the works, General Robinson was shot from his
horse and borne from the field, with the loss of a leg. Many years after, in 1895, he received
a 'medal of honor' from the War Department for conspicuous gallantry on this occasion.
"Colonel Denison, commanding the Maryland brigade, was about the same time shot from
his horse, and assisted to the rear with the loss of his right arm. He was breveted Brigadier
for this action, was again wounded later in the campaign, and breveted Major-General.
"A Forlorn Hope.
"Upon the fall of these two ranking officers, the command of the division, or what there was
of it in sight (the two left brigades having been repulsed or mingled with the Maryland
brigade), was promptly assumed by the Colonel of the Seventh Maryland.10 The situation at

Brightseat farm at Crofton, Anne Arundel County, Maryland. We are indebted to Cousins Claire Brooks and
Margaret Neal for "making" the connection to, with, and between Corporal Chaney and Captain Anderson, whose
names appear together on the History and Roster of Maryland Volunteers, War of 1861-6, Volume 1, page 297.
9Scharf, page 327; H.R.M.V., Vol. I, page 297; Camper and Kirkley, page 123; as recorded at:
http://www.genealogy.com/cgi-bin/ifaimage.cgi?IN=003656&PN=5&SEC=Civil%20Wa
...
10Who, amazingly, was Colonel (breveted (promoted) Brigadier General, March, 1865) Charles Edward
Phelps (1833-1908), who, immediately prior to the War, had been a member of the City Council of Baltimore City
and was a Harvard educated attorney. From 1865 to 1869, first, as an "unconditional Unionist", and next, as a
"conservative", he represented his district as Congressman. Later he was commander of the Eighth Regiment and
was awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor in 1898. He taught law at the University of Maryland School of

that moment, was very plainly that of a forlorn hope, calling for nothing but quick and
reckless work. What remained of the movement was no longer a column, but a bunched and
ragged line. At points where the enemy's fire was most concentrated, the drone of bullets
blended into a throbbing wail, like that of a sonorous telegraph wire pulsing in a strong wind,
punctuated by the pert zip of the closer shots. The din and racket were such that but few
could have heard the commands: 'Hold your fire! Dou-ble quick!' What was plainly seen
in the front, was the sudden appearance of the new commander, pointing with sabre to the
breastworks, and trotting up towards them, until horse and rider came down. Following
closely, was Captain Anderson, of the Seventh, and when he fell, or possibly before he
fell, all was over.
"The unordered retreat left these two officers lying within ten paces of the works,
Anderson having stopped three bullets while taking a step forward, just after an
unsuccessful attempt to extricate Phelps from the weight of his dying horse. Anderson
was well in the lead of everything when he fell, and for his conspicuous gallantry on this
occasion, and in the Wilderness, was subsequently breveted up to lieutenant-colonel.
He commanded one of the Washington County companies (Co. 1)."11
Again amazingly, Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson is credited with having, literally, saved
the life of his commanding officer, Colonel Charles E. Phelps, by attempting to extricate Colonel
Phelps from the weight of Phelps's dying horse that fell upon Phelps, as bullets were undoubtedly

Law and was President of the Maryland Association of Union Veterans. A charter member of the Maryland State
Bar Association, in 1882 he was appointed an Associate Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore, where he was
serving when he died. Archives of Maryland (Biographical Series) at:
http://archivel.mdarchives.state.md.us/megafile/msa/speccol/sc3500/sc3520/002100/0021
... While he had been
born in Vermont and, accordingly, was not part of the old Phelps family (related to various branches of "our"
Andersons) of Anne Arundel, Prince George's, and/or Howard Counties, Maryland, General Phelps's wife was the
former Martha (known as "Mattie") Woodward (daughter of the William Woodward (of the Woodward family of,
originally, Severn Cross Roads at Millersville and of Woodwards Inclosure near the top of Baltimore Hill at
Waterbury, Crownsville, Anne Arundel County, Maryland, which is the "subject" of "last year's" booklet by
Patricia Reynolds Hundley, The Woodward Family of Anne Arundel and Prince George's County, Maryland 1703 1850 A Revised Genealogy), the particular "William Woodward" whose business career in Baltimore City as a
pioneering American cotton merchant earned him the distinction of being regarded as the "founder" of the
businesses which later came to be collectively known as the "Woodward Baldwin" companies, cotton merchants,
factors, and manufacturers, located in both Baltimore and New York Cities, among other places, in the Nineteenth
and early Twentieth centuries. Martha ("Mattie") Woodward was related to Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson
through their early Meek ancestors, and many of his Anderson cousins (including, but by no means limited to,
Corporal Christopher Columbus Chaney (see footnote 7)) were likewise related to her through either the same Meek
family connection and/or through the Woodwards. General Phelps's mother, Almira Hart Lincoln Phelps, had been
the director/principal of the Patapsco Female Institute at Ellicott City, Howard County, Maryland, during the early
Nineteenth century.
face emphasis furnished here. 7th Maryland Infantry, USA at:
http://209 .85.165.1 04/search?g=cache:y5CPYLt2uAIJ:www.2ndmdinfantryus.orgjusinf7.ht...
IIBold

, page 16 of 19.

"whizzing" all around both ofthem, at a time and on an occasion after Colonel Phelps, in his earlier
capacity as Adjutant of the 7th Maryland Volunteers, "had to" and did earlier prefer Court martial
charges on April 25 , 1863, against then Captain Ephraim Foster Anderson arising out of an incident
which had apparently occurred on April 19, 1863, while Anderson's company was stationed at
Bolivar Heights on the "outskirts" of Harpers Ferry, (West) Virginia. An original copy ofthe court
martial charges and specifications (but apparently not of any disposition or resolution of them)
appears among the William M. Marine Collection (hereinafter referred to) at the Maryland Historical
Society in Baltimore. It would appear that, whatever the disposition of these court martial charges
and whatever the outcome, Captain Anderson continued to command his Company and was not
(permanently, at least) relieved of his command or otherwise disciplined. The copy in the Marine
Collection appears to have been Captain Anderson's copy of the court martial charges.
While Captain Anderson was charged by Adjutant Phelps with a) neglect of duty, b)
disobedience of an order, and c), in three separate specifications, insubordinate conduct, the "gist"
of the incident appears to have been that Captain Anderson refused an order to furnish a detail of
three of his enlisted men from his Company "for police duty" (which might have been "militareeze"
for what Anderson might have perceived as "a detail of three of his enlisted soldiers that was
intended as a suicide mission" somewhere and in some manner. In fact, the final specification of the
charges reflects that, in the presence of Colonel Phelps, Captain Anderson respectfully admitted his
disobedience of the order and probably provided his reasons for his disobedience, which are not set
forth in the charges.
It is a guess only ofthis writer that these charges and specifications were probably "pending"
against (and, therefore, were "hanging over the head of") Captain Ephraim Foster Anderson after he
and his company departed Harpers Ferry and may have remained in that status when he and his unit
arrived at the Wilderness and at Spotsylvania (and wherever else they may have served in between).
But - after the Battle of Spotsylvania Court House - Anderson's life changed to far worse
circumstances than would have been any outcome of the court martial charges. He was captured by
the Confederates on the battlefield, after he had been badly wounded by the Confederates, and was
ultimately transported to Richmond's notorious Libby Prison for captured Union officers. A
surviving undated document, in the same Marine collection, which appears to have been (part of)
a longer letter from12 a former Union (co-)prisoner of Anderson's at Libby Prison, which Colonel
Anderson might have received after the War, reflects on conditions in Libby Prison:
"My dear friend, you even, who was there for a time did not see the good I done in
Prison, because you were not in the different Prisons with me, nor did yqu see the Seventy

12This biographer is indebted to one of Colonel Anderson's many multiple grand nephews, William
("Bill") Berlin Anderson, II, portrait painter residing at Luray, Virginia, for correcting the mis-impression that this
writing was part of a letter (rom and !!i. Colonel Anderson; instead it was (part of) a letter addressed to Colonel
Anderson.

(70) odd Officers who occupied the same room before you had the misfortune to see it. They
were all wounded before the Campaign of 1864 began, some of them as far back as
Gettysburg July 1863, some at Chickamauga in Sept., and on other fields during the same
year. Their condition worse than anything you saw, because most of them were suffering
from gangrene and encephalitis [sp.?] in Jan. 1864 the time of my transfer to Libby. It is
unnecessary at present to say that we were left to each other for care, nursing and kindness,
and how indifferently the helpless received the attention oftheir well comrades. It can only
be accounted for as follows, that the misfortunes and sufferings of others were unheeded,
when all expected a similar fate from day to day. These were terrible times indeed, when the
sympathies and generous feelings of our nature were nigh extinguished, and nought remained
but the strong instincts of self preservation. Notwithstanding the universal gloom and
despair that surrounded all alike, yet I know where the strong as yet could do good for the
weak ifthey were disposed to. As for the Rebels you know they practiced in strict accordance
to their oft repeated motto, that 'dead yankees tell no tales'. I distinctly remember one
hundred and thirty five Union Officers, wounded & confined in Libby during my
confmement, and I now take pleasure in making known or having it known by them if my
devotion was not unremitting for their comfort and restoration to health. Perhaps you never
stopped to think how many of your wounded brother Officers died in Libby during your
confinement there that the number was comparatively small indeed when the circumstances
are considered. I know every one that died and their names are as follows:
"Capt. Rowe 16th Mass
"Capt. Blake 69th N. Y.
"Capt. Marony 164th N. Y.
"Capt. Lynch 164th N. Y.
"Capt. McCarthy 164th N. Y.
"Lt. Haake 52nd N. Y.
"Lt. Buxton 1st Pa. Cav.
"Lt. Gould 20th Mich.

and

Lt. Stevens 104th N. Y.
Lt. French 1OOth N. Y.
Lt. Chalmers 146th N. Y.
Lt. Campbell 7th Hart.
Lt. Boyle 164th N. Y.
Lt. Lathrop 183rd Pa.
Capt. Axtell 5th Mich.
Capt. Burrell 36 Wis.,

"making sixteen in all, out of 135 which is not quite 12 Y2 per cent of the whole. This is an
unusual good result considering the gravity of the wounds and the circumstances
surrounding them. No Hospital in our own lines with every comfort and facility can show a
better result. No matter what the facilities are if they are not properly applied. As 'cleanliness
is next to godliness' in ordinary life, it is impossible to estimate its value in treating all kinds
of wounds especially those of the bullet which causes so much sloughing.
"But if I can say that the result was actually good, I also can positively affirm and
maintain that it was not in the least due to any Rebel authority or influence. As Dr. Hopkins
often said to different victims of neglect well, 'how are you today'. Oh! Dr. I can't eat
anything, I am very weak, there is great pain, etc. To his apparently honest - because very
natural question for a Medical gentleman to ask of a patient; the next salutation might be -

as humor dictated - serves you right; you had no business to be here, you G-d d-d yankee,
what the h--l do I care whether you die or not, but I don't want to kill you. He and Dr. Baxter
were the only two Medical Officers I knew who took delight in abusing brave as unfortunate,
helpless wounded prisoners. The rest of them whose names are familiar misused us by
neglecting to perform the practical duties of their profession. I say again as I have said before
if they did not raise their foot to kick us into a cold and inhospitable grave, neither did they
turn a hand to prevent us from falling in. I did not intend to say but very little when I began
on this subject as I know you to be more or less familiar with it. But there are many incidents
in my experience with which you are unacquainted. Perhaps there is not a man living who
was in Libby [who] saw more suffering and went through his part of it than your humble
servant during the year I was confined there. 13 Longevity of my parents, life long habits of
temperance, and a cheerful disposition are the only reasons I can assign for being alive today.
I shall now speak of the other subject as briefly as is consistent with a clear idea of the
matter.
"How can I best finish my education? I must confess I am greatly puzzled what to do.
Congress will not assemble until next Dec. and may not consider my case until late in the
Session if at all. Certainly not unless some influential person interests themselves in my
behalf. * * * ."
There exists a Pension Record entry, at Baltimore, of November 30, 1866, by then Brevet
Brigadier General Charles E. Phelps, late commanding officer of the Seventh Maryland Infantry
Regiment, Volunteers, who certified and deposed (about Colonel Anderson), as follows:
"I hereby certifY and depose that Brevet Lt. Col. Ephraim F. Anderson, late Captain,
Co. I, 7th Regt. Md. Inf. was wounded while in the line of his duty and in command of said
company at the battle of Spottsylvania C.H. Va. on the 8th day of May, 1864, under the
following circumstances: While in the act of charging upon a line of breastworks held by the
enemy, and while leading his company, and when within a very short distance of the works,
Capt. Anderson was wounded in the left wrist joint, also in the right hand, losing the
index finger of the same by amputation, also in the right thigh, upper third [injuring?]
the bone and paralyzing the limb, shortly after which he was made prisoner, together with
myself. My knowledge of said facts is from personal presence and actual observation, as
Colonel commanding first the 7th Md. Vols. and after the fall of Col. Denison commanding
the Brigade, and after the fall of Gen. Robinson, commanding the Division, and I further
testifY that I saw Captain Anderson fall when wounded as aforesaid, he having just made an
unsuccessful effort to release me from my [horse] which had been shot and had fallen upon
me, and that he was wounded within a distance ofless than eight paces from where I lay, and
while moving forward in obedience to my express order to push on, given immediately

13Since it is known that Colonel Anderson was not incarcerated at Libby Prison for as long as a year, this is
the principal reason why it is felt and believed that he was not the author or writer of this letter.

before he was struck, and that afterwards, on my recommendation, Captain Anderson was
commissioned Major and Lieutenant Colonel by brevet for gallant conduct in this action and
preceding ones."14
Prisoner of War and Military Records during this period collected by Mr. Munat reflect that
on May 8, 1864, Colonel Anderson was wounded and taken as a prisoner at Laurel Hill, Virginia,
and that on May 22, 1864, he was brought to Libby Prison in Richmond, Virginia, from the
Confederate Provost Marshal's Office. By September 3, 1864, he had obviously been exchanged,
in perhaps the last or final exchange (or "parole") of war prisoners between the North and the South,
because he is "picked up" as having been admitted, as of that date, to Hospital Division or District
No.1 at Annapolis of the Union (Camp Parole?). Then, on September 22,1864, pursuant to Special
Orders No. 181 of the Adjutant General's Office, War Department, Captain Anderson was granted
a 48 hour leave of absence from the Hospital to visit Washington, D. C., where he was to report in
person to Colonel W. Hoffman, 3rd U. S. Infantry, Commissary General of Prisoners, "he now being
able to travel." Shortly thereafter he received a leave of absence for thirty days from September 23,
1864, from the Annapolis Hospital. Thereafter, having tendered his resignation, on and effective
October 31, 1864, Colonel Anderson was honorably discharged "on account of wounds received in
action". Apparently he did not receive (was not issued), until some date the next year, his honorable
discharge as a Captain, because, the next year, on March 13, 1865, his two successive brevets
(promotion commissions) "for conspicuous gallantry" at Spotsylvania and for "gallantry at the Battle
of the Wilderness", respectively, to the ranks of Major and Lieutenant Colonel, respectively, "came
through." His discharge, however, is (apparently) dated November 30, 1864, and he received a
pension of$15.00 per month. On May 31, 1865, his name appears on his Company Muster-out Roll
at Arlington Heights, Virginia.
By July 31, 1866 (and probably well prior to that date), Colonel Anderson had resumed
residence at Hagerstown, Washington County, Maryland. On May 30, 1870, he delivered the quite
emotional and moving memorial address, or oration, the day of the opening of the Antietam
Battlefield National Cemetery (that is reproduced verbatim elsewhere in this booklet). On August
10, 1871, he was described in the military/pension records as being "feeble in health because of his
suffering from his wounds, and because of his suffering and cruel treatment while lying with his
wounds in Libby Prison as a prisoner of war in and during the summer of 1864, that his wounded
limbs, to wit: right hand with index finger off, left wrist and right thigh have not recovered in
strength but still render him wholly incapable of performing manual labor; that he is compelled to
find a man servant to perform the household and other duties requiring manual exertion." On
October 24, 1871, his pension was increased to $20 per month retroactive to September 23, 1871.15

14Bo1d face emphasis furnished here. James Anderson (1796-1881) of Bedford, Huntingdon, and Fulton
Counties, Pennsylvania, and His First Wife, Mary (Horton) Anderson (January, 1985), a typescript by Charles E.
Munat, at pages 3-4.

15James Anderson (1796-1881) of Bedford, Huntingdon, and Fulton Counties, Pennsylvania, and His First
Wife, Mary (Horton) Anderson (January, 1985), a typescript by Charles E. Munat, at pages 2 to 4.

What these records do not reflect is that, in addition to all of the foregoing war wounds,
Ephraim Foster Anderson's life was "ebbing away" with the tuberculosis which he had contracted
while at Libby Prison and which was the immediate cause of his impending death a few years later.
Returning to Hagerstown after his 1864-1865 Medical Discharge, Colonel E. F. Anderson
was elected, apparently in the election of 1864, from Washington County, Maryland, to the House
of Delegates of the Maryland General Assembly as a Unionist-Republican, which brought him back
to the State Capital at Annapolis, Maryland, where he served in that body until, in 1865, he received
a Federal appointment (from President Andrew Johnson, according to David Cheslock) as the
Appraiser of the Port of Baltimore (a position within the early Internal Revenue Bureau), which
Colonel Anderson held in both Baltimore and (later) in Washington, E>. C., until within a very few
years of his death on AprilS, 1877.
According to David C. Cheslock, in 1866, following Colonel Anderson's appointment to
the position of Customs Appraiser, the Maryland House of Delegates adopted the following
resolution that had been submitted by Delegate Cronise:
"RESOLVED by the House of Delegates, That while it give us great pleasure to
learn of the appointment of Captain E. F. Anderson of Washington county, late a member
of this body, to a position in the Custom House, in the city of Baltimore, a position which
he so richly deserved and merited as a wounded soldier and officer of the army of the United
States, whose battles he so bravely fought, we realize most deeply his absence in our midst.
"RESOLVED, That in Captain Andersen [sic] we recognized an able and efficient
member, a courteous gentleman and a true friend and most sincerely wish him success in his
new position."
In a contemporaneous newspaper article of April 29, 1868, that was located by David C.
Cheslock, reporting a "Soldiers and Sailor's Convention", "Col E. F. Anderson, of Washington
County, offered [certain resolutions not copied], and were enthusiastically adopted by the meeting."
Colonel Anderson was selected to be a Delegate from Maryland to the Republican National
Convention of 1868, which selected General Ulysses S. Grant to be its nominee for President that
year, who then was elected as the President of the United States.
The Collector of Customs for the Port of Baltimore during the time that Colonel Anderson
served as the Appraiser was Attorney William Matthew Marine, who was a native of Sharptown,
Somerset County (on the Eastern Shore), Maryland. He had married Harriet ("Hattie") Perkins
Hall (daughter of Richard Duckett and Susannah (Perkins) Hall, of Walnut Grange, East of
Beltsville, in Prince George's County, Maryland. The Marines were married on November 9, 1871,
at Walnut Grange. "Miss" Hattie Marine was a visitor on October 23, 1872 (after her marriage) to
the Grassland home and farm of William Anderson of Grassland at Annapolis Junction, Anne

Ephraim Foster Anderson appears to have registered to vote in the First Election District of
Howard County, Maryland, at some point(s) in time between 1865 and 1872, and the reason for this
is that he had become a landowner, during that period, in the village in that County which, for a
period oftime, was named after him ("Anderson"), where there was a post office that existed under
that name between January 15,1874, and December 5, 1885. This post office area included the area
in both Anne Arundel and Howard Counties, Maryland, that later became Jessup (or "Jessups Cut")
as well as surrounding rural areas in both counties which later became the Hanover post office area.
Hanover would later become the post office area which included the real estate that was acquired by
Ephraim Foster Anderson in Howard County, Maryland. 17
Mrs. Joetta Cramm and the Howard County, Maryland, Historical Society did the research
into the real estate acquisitions and disposals thereof by Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson at today' s
Hanoverville, near the "main line" of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad as it runs from Washington,
District of Columbia, to the City of Baltimore, Maryland. The rail depot and station at Hanover was
the second station or "stop" located South of Baltimore City's original Relay Station of the B. & O.
Railroad Company. (The station or "stop" that was immediately North of Anderson or Hanover was
Elkridge, which was also the then "terminus" ofthe Annapolis & Elk Ridge (Steam) Railroad leading
from Annapolis to and past Annapolis Junction.) Apparently anticipating a post-Civil War real
estate "boom" along this Railroad, and at the railroad "stop" or station that was closest thereto, by
Deed dated October 15, 1870, Colonel Anderson purchased (for $4,000 paid to Dr. David Sanborn)
31 acres (parts of The First Discovery and Hammonds First Discovery) that was located close to this
rail station by reference to the road which led from Lamborns paper mill to Yewells Tavern and
which had been previously leased unto Dr. David Sanborn, one of Anderson's grantors, by the
remaining grantors, who were Adam R. and Martha Shipley of Baltimore, and Allen and Harriet

16Extract of Diary or Farm Journal of William Anderson of"Grassland" 1853 to 1875 and Certain
Related Documents (September 1,1993, by The Grassland Foundation, Inc.), pages 44 and 115. Harriet Perkins
(Hall) Marine was a double first cousin (on both the Hall and Perkins "sides"), one generation removed, of Mrs.
William Anderson of Grassland (nee Sarah (Hall)). William Anderson of Grassland was a second cousin, one
generation removed, of Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson. One has to wonder whether any part of the "social
conversation" which occurred that day at Grassland might have included an inquiry of William Anderson of
Grassland from Mrs. Marine whether he (William of Grassland) knew or was related to Colonel Ephraim Foster
Anderson (the Appraiser employed at the Baltimore offIces of Mrs. Marine's husband, who would serve, a few
years later, as administrator of Colonel Anderson's probate estate)? It should be recalled that William and Sarah
(Hall) Anderson, of Grassland's, daughter, Susannah, was then the wife of Union Major (later Colonel) T. John
Bowie (who had been the Provost Marshal, during the Civil War, for Northern Prince George's County), a staunch
Unionist Republican politician and offIce holder during this period. See, in general, Extract of Diary or Farm
Journal of William Anderson of"Grassland" 1853 to 1875 and Certain Related Documents (1993 by The Grassland
Foundation, Inc.).
17Extract of Diary or Farm Journal of William Anderson of"Grassland" 1853 to 1875 and Certain
Related Documents (September 1,1993, by The Grassland Foundation, Inc.), page 108.

Shipley of Howard County. The Deed for the Church site contained an exception or reservation to
the Shipleys of the right to use a space of ground fourteen feet square on this property "now used as
a buriallot."18 At that time (1870), E. F. Anderson was a resident of the City of Baltimore, according
to the Census of that year, an appraiser of homes, boarding in Peter Hanson's home.
There is a possibility that a home which might have been standing on the aforesaid real estate
at the time when Ephraim Foster Anderson purchased it as aforesaid in 1870 may be the one which
was depicted as the "Home of Joshua and Nancy Lee Greenwood Shipley at Hanover, Maryland" on
page 70 of Volume 1, The Shipleys of Maryland 2002 (because Anderson's Shipley grantors were
Adam Raab Shipley (a Baltimore architect and builder) and his brother, Allen (both being the two
youngest sons and children of Joshua and Nancy Lee Greenwood Shipley, of Hanover). If so, that
was undoubtedly the home into which Colonel Anderson would have moved and where he would
have lived for a period of time as he worked on his plans to try and develop his "town" or "city" at
the village that would later be named for him. 19 (There is a possibility that Joshua and Nancy Lee
Greenwood Shipley are interred in the private family cemetery mentioned in Anderson's 1870 Deed.
The Shipley genealogy reflects that Joshua and Nancy Shipley were interred at Hanover.) Out of this
real estate, Anderson proceeded to create lots and lease them to various individuals for modest yearly
rentals, starting at $12 a year and, for a larger fee, they could purchase their lot for $200. Two of
such lessees/optionees were the postmaster at Anderson, Adolphus Spicer, and Frances Childs (about
whom more later).
By October 13, 1874, and probably prior thereto, Anderson had employed the aforementioned
Allen Shipley, as carpenter and builder, to erect upon a portion of Anderson's 31 acre tract a building
which became a Presbyterian Church known as the Anderson Church or Chapel, because, on that
date, Allen Shipley deposed as follows:
"State of Maryland
"County of Howard, To Wit:
"On this 13th day of October, 1874 personally appeared before me Allen Shipley,
carpenter and builder, who being by me duly sworn made oath and said that he superintended
the entire construction of the Presbyterian Church at Anderson, that he has been a carpenter

18Land Records of Howard County, Maryland, Liber W.W.W. No. 30, folio 428. At the same time,
Anderson also acquired from Dr. David Sanborn a separate tract, also located at Anderson, of four acres, part of
Timber Neck, for $500 in October, 1870. Land Records of Howard County, Maryland, Liber W.W.W. No. 30, folio
431.

19 At the end of the Civil War expectations were high that real estate "alongside" of railroad tracks, such as
the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, and close to railroad stations, could and would be developed into small "cities"
(really, towns or subdivisions) with houses and other amenities. For example, Centralia at the Annapolis Junction
railhead located further South of Anderson was one such residential development which, for a period, "took off'
after the Civil War. There were other such post-Civil War Maryland "railroad" subdivisions as well.

and builder for twenty-four years and never engaged in any other pursuit than that of a
carpenter and builder; that while one, Col. Ephraim F. Anderson defrayed all the expenses
of the erection of the Church, paying all the bills for labor and materials, yet, in his opinion,
the body of the church could not be erected and completed for a less sum than twenty-two
hundred dollars; that if he were asked to build a similar edifice he would not do so for less
than that amount, and that at that price he could not make more than living wages.
"He further deposed and said that about four or five weeks ago some unknown person
with apparently a glass eye, and with side beard and moustache, generally known as Burnside
whiskers, appeared at his residence and made inquiry as to what he (Shipley) would charge
to erect for him a building similar in dimensions to the Presbyterian Church at Anderson,
near Hanover Switch, and that after reflection a short time he replied that leaving out the
basement (or words to that effect) he thought at a rough guess he could do it for about
eighteen hundred dollars, that the said stranger refused to give his name or residence, but
expressed his intention to open a storehouse in the neighborhood; that he and three or four
others were cooperating together.
"Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 13th day of Oct. 1874 Sgd George W. Boswell

Carpenter & Builder
/s/ Allen Shipley"20

It is not clear for what purpose(s) the foregoing Affidavits were furnished to Colonel
Anderson, but it is possible that they were given to either help establish the value of the Church
building for insurance purposes and/or for a prospective mortgage transaction which the Colonel may
have been contemplating.
However, by Deed dated June 17,187421, Colonel Anderson had already deeded to The
Presbyterian Association of Baltimore City two separately described lots at the Village of Anderson

20Papers of and about Ephraim Foster Anderson are included in the William M. Marine Collection, MS.
1016, at the Maryland Historical Society. Following Colonel Anderson's death, Attorney and Baltimore Port
Collector of Customs William M. Marine served as the Administrator of Colonel Anderson's intestate (without a
Will) probate estate. Appended at the end of Shipley's Affidavit was a separate Affidavit from Joseph Weaver,
carpenter and builder, attesting to the reasonableness of Shipley's aforesaid estimates. Then, the subscribing Justice
of the Peace, George W. Boswell, certified that he was well acquainted with both of the Affiants, knew them to be
what they represent themselves, and that "they are men of honesty and integrity."
21Land Records of Howard County, Maryland, Liber LJ.W. No. 34, folio 14. Apparently, this last
mentioned conveyance from Anderson to The Presbyterian Association of Baltimore City was the "Devise [sic]
contained in the [sic] last will and testament of Ephraim F. Anderson, late of Howard County, deceased", by
reference to the same last mentioned Howard County Deed liber and folio no., that was purportedly "confirmed" by
the General Assembly of Maryland in an Act enrolled in the Maryland Session Laws of 1920 (Albert C. Ritchie,
Governor), page 1423, which was found for us by Cousin Claire Brooks. At that time, and for many years
thereafter, certain devises and bequests to Churches, etc., were regarded as nullities until and unless confirmed by
the General Assembly.

in Howard County, the first of which was situate at the Northwest comer of Mound Street and Ryan
Avenue, binding on Ryan Avenue approximately 150 feet, and on Mound Street approximately fifty
feet, and the second of said lots being on the West side of Anderson Avenue at the intersection
thereof with Mound Street a distance of fifty feet on the West side of Anderson Avenue with a depth
therefrom of 150 feet (both being parts of the aforesaid conveyance from Sanborn and the Shipleys
(Liber W.W.W. No. 30, folio 428). Said Deed recited:
"And it is intended and understood that the lines in the description of the first lot are parallel
with the walls of the Church Edifice now thereon erected which Church building is designed
to face on Mound Street, and stand fifty~five feet back from said Street, and that the side of
the same shall be fifteen feet from the line of Ryan Avenue as now laid out so that said
building stands in the middle of said lot."
The "habendum" clause in the Church Deed recited "...upon trust nevertheless that the first
mentioned lot shall be used for the purposes of the Church thereon erected under the Ecclesiastical
care and control of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United States of America
and in connection with the Presbytery of Baltimore and the secondly described lot for the purposes
of a parsonage for the said Church; and for no other uses or purposes whatsoever."
An 1874 newspaper item that is part of the Marine Collection at the Maryland Historical
Society describes the then new Anderson Presbyterian Church as follows:
"A NEW PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH.-It is pretty generally known that the name
ofthe post office at Hanover Switch, on the Washington Branch Railroad, three miles south
of the Relay House, has been changed to "Anderson," and that the village has taken the same
name. Last summer Colonel Anderson built a handsome church near the railroad station,
which has been turned over to the Baltimore Presbytery, and services have been held therein
each Sunday afternoon for some months, conducted by the Presbyterian clergymen of
Baltimore, in turn. Yesterday afternoon Rev. Dr. Backus, of the First Presbyterian Church,
preached to a large congregation, A most successful effort has been made to promote
congregational singing at these services, and from time to time amateur vocalists from the
choirs of the city churches have lent their aid. Yesterday Miss Ida Adams, of St. Mark's
(Lutheran) choir led the singing. It is expected that the congregation will soon be formally
organized according to the discipline of the Presbyterian Church, and it will then be put in
charge of a pastor regularly called. On next Sunday the services will be conducted by the
Rev. Mr. McIlvaine."
In the same Marine Collection an undated (but apparently 1870s era) writing, possibly in the hand
of Colonel Anderson (because it is written on his "Port of Baltimore, Md., Appraiser's Office"
letterhead), announces:

Hanover Switch, commencing on Monday evening Jan. __
and continuing each evening
at 7 o'clock through the entire week. The following eminent ministers are expected to
preach:

Extracts from the minutes ofthe (Presbyterian) Presbytery of Baltimore about the Anderson
Church obtained by Mrs. Joetta Cramm, of the Howard County, Maryland, Historical Society,
reflect the following:
"Tuesday, Oct. 20th, 1874,9 A. M.: Anderson Church
"Rev. Mr. Carter reported the organization of a Church at Anderson, Howard Co., Md., on
the 13th of Sept. 1874. Mr. Samuel Norris, Ruling Elder. The Report was approved, and the
Church was taken under the care of Presbytery, being enrolled as The Anderson Presbyterian
Church."
"At 4 P.M. Presbytery reassembled and resumed business. Elder Saml Norris of the
Anderson Church appeared in Presbytery and was enrolled."

"John Pym Carter, S. S. Anderson S.S." [No membership number given for the Sunday
School.]

Statistical Report to the General Assembly for the year 1877: John Pym Carter is listed only
as the Stated Clerk. Anderson is listed as vacant. Page 25.
Following the April 1878 Minutes is an "Abstract of Annual Report". In the margin on this
line.(pertaining to the Anderson Church) appears the words, "No Report." John P. Carter is listed on
behalf of the "S.S." No Member data is included.
Following the April, 1879 Minutes is an Abstract of Report to the General Assembly, in
which, for the Anderson Church, John P. Carter is listed as the Stated Clerk, with 10 Members.

,

A "cover letter" addressed to Mrs. Cramm, dated July 7, 2005, from CharlesP. Forbes, Stated
Clerk of The (Presbyterian) Presbytery of Baltimore, advises of his findings about the Anderson
Church:
"It is first mentioned in the Presbytery minutes of October 30, 1874. Those minutes
cite an Elder Samuel Norris. Later minutes show that Rev. John Pym Carter was the "Stated
Supply" pastor for the church for awhile (1874 thru 1878, maybe, approximately?). Rev.
Carter was also the Stated Clerk of the Presbytery and had a different Stated Supply
assignment in another area before that, so it appears that he wads not connected to the history
of the church, but was assigned as available to go there when a congregation seemed to be
emerging. "Stated supply" simply means a pastor placed in the church by the Presbytery,
rather than one that is called by the congregation."
More than the foregoing entries about the Anderson Church, MI. Forbes could find no other entries
thereafter pertaining to the Anderson Church.
But an original of the following document dated in Baltimore on October 23, 1874, signed
by the Reverend Carter about the Anderson Church appears in the Anderson Papers at the William
M. Marine Collection, above referred to:
"The undersigned having read MI. Allen Shipley's statement relative to the cost of
the Anderson Church Building, and having had some experience in such matters, is of the
opinion, that the estimate of MI. Shipley, is rather below than above the amount that would
be required to erect such an edifice.
"The Undersigned would add that the sum named by MI. S. does not include the cost
of Fresco, Papering, and furnishing with Pulpit, Pews, Lamps, Stoves, Choir Stand, Organ,
Sabbath School Library, etc. the entire cost of which could not be less than $500. and to this
must be added, the cash value of the land conveyed with the Church property - 2 lots at $200
each $400 - making the whole liability of Co!. Anderson at least $3100. Of this amount the
Presbyterian Association assumed the responsibility of $1400. - of which they paid $1200
to a Building Association, in order to take up a Mortgage note and $200 in payment of small
floating debts, thus leaving a cash balance actually paid by Co!. Anderson of $1700.
"In addition to this, Co!. Anderson, to my personal knowledge, has borne the expense
of maintaining services in the Church which, at $300 pI. annum for two years = $600 makes
the sum of $2300 - the actual cost of this Church enterprise, to Co!. Anderson,
"It is proper to add, that the $600. above named, was not paid for clerical services,
but for the services of Choir Singers - travelling expenses, entertaining, etc. While a part of
this expenditure may have been injudicious, it was undoubtedly made with the best
intentions.
1. P. Carter
Minister in charge of AndI. Ch."

The Marine Collection, previously referred to, contains the following Affidavit (or copy
thereof) from, and signed by, George Bell, before a Baltimore City Justice of the Peace:
"On this 15th day of Oct 1874, personally appeared George Bell who being by me duly
sworn deposed and said that he had been personally acquainted with Co!. Ephraim F.
Anderson for about eighteen months, from seeing him on the trains almost daily, and in all
that time he had not seen him under the influence of liquor or displaying any signs of
intoxication;
"That sometime past however, a person unknown to deponent was brought to his
house at Annapolis Junction, by one Thomas H. Gardner,22 and that under persuasion and
representations made to him by the said Gardner he made something like the following
statement:
"That on or about the 24th and 27th evenings of August last he thought Co!. Anderson
looked as if he was under the influence of liquor, that he did not seem to walk straight, But
that he did not state that Anderson was in a "stupid state of intoxication", that he made use
of no words to that effect, that he had seen Co!. Anderson for only a few minutes on both
occasions, and that from diligent inquiry recently made by him among persons who met Col
Anderson on both occasions and who are well known to the deponent as well as to Col
Anderson he is satisfied in his mind that he was in error as to Col Anderson's condition and
desires to correct this error."
Under date of March 1, 1875, Ephraim F. Anderson, unmarried, "of Howard County",
mortgaged his remaining real estate (out of his original 31 acres) at Anderson Village in Howard
County, Maryland, to The Washington Fire Insurance Company of Baltimore as additional security
for the repayment of a loan made to Anderson by the Mortgagee in the amount of $1,500, for the
repayment of which the primary security was Anderson's fifteen shares of the corporate stock of the
Mortgagee.23

22Thomas H. Gardner appears to be part of the large old Gardner family mentioned in the text, and in
various footnotes, appearing in the Extract of Diary or Farm Journal of William Anderson of "Grassland" 1853 to
1875 .... (September 1,1993, by The Grassland Foundation, Inc.). See the separate Index of Names in that booklet,
appearing at the end. William Larkin Gardner married Susan Anderson, daughter of Joshua Richard Anderson and
Susan Rebecca (Phelps) Anderson, of Jessup in Anne Arundel and Howard Counties, Maryland. Joshua Richard
Anderson was a ftrst cousin of James Anderson (father of Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson). Some of the
Gardners were near neighbors of William Anderson of Grassland.
23Land Records of Howard County, Maryland, Liber LJ.W. No. 35, folio 165. This Mortgage does not
"save and except" from the lien of the said Mortgage those parcels (including the 150 foot by 50 foot lot which
Anderson had earlier conveyed to The Presbyterian Association of Baltimore City improved by the Anderson
Church) which Anderson had previously either leased or sold therefrom by Leases/Options or Deed. Apparently
Anderson had previously (August 27, 1873) mortgaged either the same entire parcel or just the lot which had then
been recently improved by the new Anderson Church to the George Washington Building Association of Baltimore
City (see Liber W.W.W. No.5, folio 260). In any event, the lot which had then been recently improved by the new
Anderson Church was expressly and specifically released from the lien of that earlier Mortgage under date of June

Finally, by Howard County Deed of record dated November 15, 1876, Ephraim F. Anderson,
of Howard County, for $5,000, sold and conveyed his remaining real estate situate at Anderson in
Howard County, Maryland, unto Frances E. Childs, also of Howard County.24 The price was $5,000,
and this Deed expressly saved out of the foregoing conveyance "all those several lots or parcels
which the said Ephraim F. Anderson by divers deeds executed by him since the execution of the two
deeds aforesaid to him, conveyed to other parties .... [followed by a recital of the Lease/Deed dates
and places of record of the various outconveyance parcels, including the aforementioned Deed dated
June 17, 1874, to the Presbyterian Association of Baltimore City].25 There was placed on record,
apparently by Colonel Childs in 1893, among the land records of Howard County,26 a record plat of
the old Anderson subdivision, showing a "breakdown" of Colonel Anderson's former real estate into
residential lots (including one marked "Church" located at the intersection of Ryan Avenue and
Mound Street).
Among the papers pertaining to Colonel Anderson in the Marine Collection is one addressed
as a petition to Colonel Anderson as a Trustee of Public School No.1 in the First District of Howard
County, Maryland, from a teacher, A. C. Rodgers, seeking support for reliable maps, more modem
furniture, and a clock. Also, in the same Collection there is a letter dated March 4, 1875, from, and
signed by the Elkridge Landing Justice of the Peace, George W. Boswell, addressed to Colonel
Anderson as Attorney at Law, as follows:
"The facts of the case in reference to the seizure and destruction of my Liquor by
Federal soldiers on the 24th of December 1864 are as follows-On that day 2 soldiers entered
my house and asked for Liquor which I refused and they then took it by force. And when I
called assistance they left. And in revenge for my refusal to furnish it to them went to Camp
and reported to the Commanding Officer (Gen. E. B. Tyler) that I had sold them Liquor. On
the same day a squad of troops under Command of a Lieutenant came to my place of

24Who, according to David C. Cheslock, was the wife ofU. S. Army Colonel Jonathan Childs, who, also
according to Mr. Cheslock, had common ancestors with Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson through Ephraim's late
mother, Mary (Horton) Anderson (through the Harrison side of that family). Colonel Childs, a government
surveyor, was a native of Michigan, commanding a Michigan unit during the Civil War. Frances Childs had been
one of Colonel Anderson's Lessee grantees of one of the lots in his Anderson subdivision, and it certainly appears
that Colonel and Mrs. Childs for a time were residents of Anderson at or about the same time when Colonel
Anderson resided there.

25 At least part of the consideration for this real estate bargain and sale was evidenced and secured by a
Purchase Money Mortgage dated November 15, 1876, from Mrs. Childs and her husband unto Colonel Anderson
which was recorded among the land records of Howard County, Maryland, in Liber L.J.W. No. 37, folio 597, and
which, following Colonel Anderson's death on AprilS, 1877, was released under date of April 4, 1878, by William
M. Marine in his capacity as Administrator of Colonel Anderson's probate estate. The Release of this Mortgage is
recorded among the land records of Howard County in Liber L.J.W. No. 39, folio 161.
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business and placed me under arrest, and loaded my Liquors on a wagon and took to Camp.
I was taken before the Provost Marshal (Capt. Ferguson) who after a partial examination told
me he would give me a further hearing on the following Tuesday at which time I appeared
at his office and was again put off but was told by him that the Liquor had been confiscated
for the use of United States Army. I am not aware that the Department was under Martial
Law at the time. I was informed by some of the command that the Liquor was issued to the
Soldiers and was drunk by them in the Camp. I know where the men who drove the team for
the Government at the time now resides and his evidence can be had, he knows what
disposition was made of it after taking it from my house. If you desire any further
information please inform me and I will furnish it at once."
An unusual written statement (or copy thereof), dated October 13, 1874, written to Colonel
Anderson from the Basement of the Anderson Presbyterian Church by Caroline Gibson also survives
in the Marine Collection:
"Dear Sir:
"You asked me about the appearance of a stranger who came here about five weeks
ago to inspect the Church.
"This man came in on the back side of the Church and asked me who this place
belonged to, I told him it belonged to Mr. Anderson and he asked me where he lived? And
I showed him the house where he lived at, then he asked me if! was alone - by myself. I said
no Sir lam not alone by myself, then he looked around awhile and asked could I tell him
where Mr. Craggs lived and I told him to ask at Mr. Spicer's and he would tell him for I
didn't know. He asked if! was the sexton of the Church and I told him I took care of it, he
did not ask for the key of the Church and did not go into it - he just looked up to the second
story windows and said it was a nice looking Church. I watched him all the time for I did not
know what he was up to.
"He looked funny out of one eye as if it was a glass eye he had side whiskers and
moustache about the color of Mr. Anderson, he had a white head cane under his arm and
wore a high black hat, he pointed to all the houses and asked who they belonged to - I said
they belonged to Mr. Anderson, he asked when would Mr. Anderson be at home, I said he
would be out on the four 0' clock train or the five 0' clock train in the evening - this was in
the fore-noon. I kept watching him good and I am sure he had a glassy sort of an eye."
)

Soon after April 5, 1877, the Hagerstown newspaper Herald of Freedom and Torch Light
announced the death of Colonel Anderson:
"Death of Col. Anderson - The city papers announce the death of Col. Ephraim F.
Anderson, formerly a citizen of this county, which occurred at Providence Hospital,
Washington, on the 5th inst. Since Col. Anderson was relieved [from] the office of Appraiser
of the Port of Baltimore, and in consequence of wounds received during the war, he has been
in very delicate health, gradually sloking from consumption, and had recently returned from

Florida, where he had gone for relief. Col. Anderson was never married and was a native of
Fulton County, Pa. When very young he came to this county, taught school and studied in
the office of Attorney Gen. Syester. When the war broke out he assisted in raising a company
and was elected [sic] chaplain27 of it, in the 7th Reg. Maryland Volunteers, and served with
it during three years of active service, having been dreadfully wounded in a charge at
Spottsylvania Court House and taken prisoner. His recovery was unexpected and when
paroled he returned to Hagerstown and was elected to the Legislature. At the close of the war
he was breveted Colonel, for gallant conduct in battle, and was appointed by President [sic]
Lincoln Appraiser, which he held until within a few years."
From the (Washington, D. C.) Evening Star newspaper of April 5, 1877, as reproduced in
Internments in the Historic Congressional Cemetery of Washington, D.C.:28
"Anderson, Ephraim F.

d. 5 Apr 1877
38 yrs.
Public Vault
** Removed to Hanover, Md., April 12, 1877 **
"The Evening Star, April 7, 1877
"The Funeral of Col. Ephraim F. Anderson, a former member ofthe Maryland legislature,
and for ten years an appraiser in the Baltimore custom house, who died at Providence
Hospital, Thursday afternoon, aged about thirty-eight years of consumption, took place in
this city this morning. He recruited a company in the Seventh Maryland regiment, served in
the war as its captain, and was wounded at the battle ofthe Wilderness and taken prisoner.
He held the rank of colonel by brevet. Col. Anderson recently returned from Florida, where
he went for his health. He was unmarried."

From what can be deduced from all of the evidence is that after he had sold his remaining
real estate at Anderson to the Childses, Colonel Anderson relocated, toward the end of his life, to
Washington, D. C., where he may have worked for awhile with the Internal Revenue Bureau as an
appraiser. According to David C. Cheslock, the Childses also had connections in Florida, may have
resided there part of the time, at least, and may have owned real estate there. It appears that Colonel
Anderson took his final trip to visit with them in Florida, in an effort to improve his health.
Returning to Washington, he entered Providence Hospital, succumbing there to tuberculosis as the
primary cause of his passing.
Gretchen Anderson (Mrs. Walter Bruce Anderson) has obtained from the still "in
business" Henry Lee's Sons Funeral Home (of, originally, Washington, D. C.), the undertaking
establishment which handled the funeral arrangements of Colonel Anderson, a photocopy of the
itemized bill of that undertaker, dated May 17, 1877, totaling $161.40, including for the "imitation

When David C. Cheslock visited the site of the then demolished Anderson Presbyterian
Church in 2004, he was told by a local resident at Hanover that Colonel Anderson's grave site at
Anderson or Hanover was destroyed when the old church building was torn down, and that his grave
marker had been covered over.
Although it has been difficult to ascertain to what use(s) the Church was put during the
intervening years, The Presbyterian Association of Baltimore City retained ownership of the two lots
at Anderson, including the Church edifice that was standing on one of them, until August 3, 1918,
when they were conveyed by Deed of record30 unto a real estate lady, Almira Sweeten, a widow, who
immediately gave back to the Presbyterian Association of Baltimore her $300.00 Purchase Money
Mortgage secured upon the same real estate, which Mortgage was later duly released.
It was after the Sweeten acquisition of the Church real estate that recollections begin from
people still living in the community. A Mrs. Lanahan recalled the Church edifice as a child, adding
that there was a piano in the building and an honor roll list "with Dorothy Kirby's name on it." The
Census of 1910 shows that Almira Sweeten, then aged 45, was a real estate agent in Baltimore. She
had a son, George C. Sweeten, who was an attorney. By the 1920s, the Sweetens apparently were
residing in the First District of Howard County near the Church real estate. In 1931, Mrs. Sweeten
was serving as a member of a Howard County committee or commission appointed to study or
consider recommendations for changes in the law proposing the establishment of magistrates to
consider cases (including cases involvingjuveniles) and probation officers. It was during this period
that the Anderson Church became known as the Sweeten Church, so apparently Church services,
even if infrequent, did occur in the Old Church. According to Mrs. Cramm, Mrs. Sweeten died on
March 24, 1949, and both she and her son are interred in the Melville Methodist Church cemetery
in Howard County, Maryland.

"I have lived at 6231 Hanover Road my entire life and I can remember playing in
that church as a child. I played there with two friends, Richard Jerns and Billy Florey. I was
9, 10, 11 at that time which would have been 1951, 52, 53. I can remember that the church
was in fairly good condition and that the pews still had the hymnals. I can remember vividly
one single grave site on the right hand side of the church. Looking at the front ofthe church
Anderson avenue was at my back. I can't remember the name on the tomb stone. The stone
as I remember it was very weather worn. The church appeared to be vacant but it was like

29 An original copy of the same undertaker's
Collection at the Maryland Historical Society.

bill or invoice survives in the aforementioned

Marine

"My brother Tom Evans and Buddy Jerns used to play at the same church. Buddy
found a flint lock pistol at the church. I can remember the date on the pistol as 1803 and it
was stamped London, probably where it was made. There was a name on the pistol and I
think it was Taylor but I can't be sure. I had this pistol in my possession until about 1980
when it was stolen with other items from my house.
"And you are right, to me it seems that one day the church was there and the next day
it was gone (DEVELOPERS!!!)
"It would seem to me that moving a grave is pretty involved and that there should be
records of this. If there are no records that grave(s) should still be there. I would be interested
in taking part in this research."
A partial title abstract furnished for the Old Church lot(s) by Mrs. Cramm does not
completely cover the more recent times and events. A reasonable estimate or guess of the
approximate time period when the Old Church edifice might have been torn down and Colonel
Anderson's grave site and grave stone, etc., covered over in the process would be during the 1960s,
perhaps after a Substituted Trustee, Orman Manahan (a Howard County attorney) had conveyed the
Old Church real estate, and possibly other contiguous lots and/or property, unto a John Hubble and
wife by a Deed dated May 23, 1960. At or about the same time (1960) Hubble and wife conveyed
to two individuals with the last names of Edgeworth and Belfiori.31 Three years later (1963)
Edgeworth conveyed to Belfiore.32 Then, in December, 1979, Joseph F. Belfiore conveyed unto
Chaney, InC.33 Finally, the same property (or portions of it), including the Church lot, was conveyed
in the 1980s, from Chaney, Inc. to Charles and Gilda Atas (the present owners), who also received
a 1984 Deed from Cheyrl Miller.34
On Sunday morning, July 8, 2007, a group of persons and organizations interested in locating
and possibly restoring Colonel Anderson's grave site met near the side of the former Anderson
Church location at (across the street from) today's residential address of 6413 Ryan Avenue,
Hanover, Howard County, Maryland. Some preliminary "searching or probing of the ground"
occurred but, due to the heavy Summer woods growth at that time of the year, a more detailed "gridtype" of search, with appropriate equipment, is planned for this coming winter. It is hoped that
nearby residents and homeowners' groups will become involved in this effort.

One ofthe intriguing questions still unresolved is whether, when Colonel Ephraim Foster
Anderson moved to Hanover and established his "Anderson" subdivision, town, and Church in
Howard County, Maryland, did he know or come to know any of his numerous Anderson relations,
many of whom were living close by, including, but by no means limited to, the families of (a) his
father's first cousin, Joshua Richard Anderson, located at nearby Jessup, Anne Arundel and Howard
Counties, Maryland; (b) his cousin, William Anderson of Grassland, located a little further South
at Annapolis Junction, Anne Arundel County; and (c) his slave owning and slave trading cousins,
the Thomas and Isaac Cord Anderson family, at nearby Marriottsville, Howard County, Maryland?
Apparently researcher and cousin (of the Colonel's) Charles E. Munat believe(d) that the
answer to the foregoing question is probably "yes", but others, including this writer, are more
circumspect about how close a personal relationship (if any) there was'or might have been between
the Colonel, on the one hand, and his many local kinsmen, on the other hand. It remains an intriguing
question. All which this writer can add to that particular subject is that there appears to have been
no mention made of the Colonel or his life or career among the many papers and records left by the
late local Anderson family historian and genealogist, Mrs. Cora Woodward (Anderson) DuLaney,
and I have no recollection of her mentioning him. Even though Mrs. DuLaney was very much aware
(especially after her 1948 book, Andersons from the Great Fork of the Patuxent, first appeared) of
the existence of large numbers of our Anderson kin in Old Bedford County, Pennsylvania, who
descended from William (IV) Anderson.
We really do not know at this time (2007) what circumstances first brought Colonel
Anderson from either Annapolis or Baltimore to his then future real estate at Hanover in Howard
County, Maryland, following the end of the Civil War, and into the "midst" of all of his nearby
cousins and kinsmen near the line which separates Anne Arundel and Howard Counties, Maryland.
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We are indebted to D. I. Foster for what we know of William Anderson, Sr. and
Elizabeth Willett, his wife, to whom he was married on Christmas Day 1784 (or 1789)
[These are the ancestors of Thomas & Arthur Anderson, sons of A. T. Anderson.]

William Anderson, Sr. was born December 22nd, 1765, in Maryland. He died
December 21st, 1842. When 19 years of age he married Elizabeth Willett. Her birth and
death are not recorded in any of the documents we have access to.

1st Samuel, born October 6, 1785, married Sarah Shreeves.
2nd Thomas, bo'rn June 13th, 1787, married Elizabeth Edwards.
Twins 3rd William, born July 2, 1790, married Elizabeth Horton.
Twins 4th Sarah, born July 2, 1790, married Edward Shreeves.
5th Elizabeth, born November 20, 1792, married Ephraim Foster.
6th Mary, born November 6, 1794, married Dennis Carrick.
7th James, born November 17, 1796, married:
1st Mary Horton
2nd Fannie Grove
8th Edward, born October 6, 1798, married Susan Horton.
9th Susan, born May 6, 1801, married Jesse Horton.
10th Jemima, born May 20, 1803, married Samuel Horton.
11th Jonathan, born March 6, 1805, married Becca Horton.
When their second child was two years old, they emigrated from Prince George
County, Maryland, to the Broad Top Mountain, Pennsylvania.
They travelled on
packhorses, There were no wagon roads nor wagons, for that matter.
As evidence of William Anderson's success in the new settlement not less than
six places are called the Anderson places.
He came of one of the proudest of Southern families as well as one of the oldest.
His descendants are scattered from Maine to California, and from the Gulf to the Lakes.
In Seward County, Nebraska, there are over one hundred of his descendants.
In the late Civil War while some 40 of his grand and great grandsons were battling
for the Federal cause, full: as many: of their cousins were fighting for the South, and some
of them wore stars on their shoulders too.
It was said of William Anderson, Sr., that his character for honesty was second
to none. It is also said of him, he never owed anyone over night - if he had any way
whatever to pay, as he went.

He was a profound Christian, and deep Bible student. His Bible, an edition of 1750,
is in the care of William Foster of Broad Top. William Anderson's son, Samuel, also his
oldest child, married Sarah Shreeves. Dr. Jeremiah Duvall performing the marriage rite.
Dr. Duvall was a minister as well as a doctor of medicine. He was the foremost man in the
Broad Top settlement. His father had educated him for an Episcopalian minister in Prince
George's County, Maryland. However he preferred the profession of medicine to that of
theology, and after graduating in theology studied medicine. Thus he was well equipped
to lead, and minister, both spiritually and physically, to the wants of the new settlement,
which was composed of relatives, friends, and neighbors, who had accompanied him from
Maryland to Broad Top Mountain, Pennsylvania. Dr. J. Duvall was the minister who buried
Sarah Shreeves the mother of the Sarah Shreeves who married Samuel Anderson.

Original or a Copy of Foregoing Now at the Maryland Historical Society,
Baltimore, Maryland.

John (Jonathan) Sumner Anderson (Jr.)
Born February 1,1909, in Seward, Nebraska
Died at Annapolis, Maryland, on November 10, 1988
President, ARINC (Aeronautical Radio, Inc.), 1951 to 1968, and Chairman of the
Board, 1968 to 1974
Instrumental in relocating ARINC to Annapolis, Maryland, where its first new
headquarters building was named the Anderson Building
[He lived in our midst at Annapolis for many years, including at the Americana
Apartments at Eastport, Annapolis, Maryland, where he was a neighbor of our late
cousin, Mrs. Lucy (Beall) MacDonnell, yet "we knew him not" until after his death.
His daughter, Berno Marie Anderson, and one of his nieces from Seward,
Nebraska, Jane Ramsay-Graff, attended our year 1993 Anderson Family Reunion
at Grassland and the Savage Mill.]

John Sumner Anderson, born February 1, 1909, in Seward, Nebraska, was the
son of Dr. John S. Anderson, DVM, and Myrtle Boyes Anderson. Sumner grew up in
Seward and attained an amateur first-class radio license while a student at Seward
High School. He studied for a commercial radio operator license at the RCA Institute
in New York City, and worked as radio operator on a merchant ship for a time. In
1927, he returned to Lincoln where he was a broadcast operator at stations KFOR
and KFAB, and enrolled in electrical engineering at the University of Nebraska.
Sumner joined the Boeing Air Transport Company (the forerunner of United
Airlines)
in 1929, and held various managerial positions,
advancing to
Superintendent of Communications, Western Division, San Francisco, prior to a
military leave of absence in 1942. Serving in the Army Air Corps in air
communications,
and in 1944, commanding the 6th Wing, Army Airways
Communications system, with the rank of colonel.
On returning to civilian life in 1946, Sumner joined Aeronautical Radio, Inc.
(ARINC). In 1948 he was elected vice president, and president in 1951. The ARINC
Story [a paperback publication of ARINC dedicated to Mr. Anderson on the occasion
of ARINC's 50th Anniversary] documents his leadership and its world wide service
to the air transportation industry.
As a result of its success in developing reliable electronic components for
airlines and subsequently for the Department of Defense, ARINC formed a
completely owned subsidiary research corporation with Sumner as president, in
1958. Initiating computerized message switching of inter-city communications in
1963, ARINC, in cooperation with NASA and several airlines, first demonstrated airground communications via satellite.
Sumner Anderson served on several delegations to international aeronautical
and telecommunications
conferences as well as a number of industry and
government committees covering these fields. He received the Marconi Memorial
Gold Medal of Achievement in 1972, for his outstanding contribution to the
advancement of aeronautical radio communications.
He retired in 1974, after 18
years of service and was elected chairman emeritus by the ARINC board of directors.
Sumner lived with his wife, Dorothy Deitz Anderson, in Annapolis, Maryland,
until her death in 1985. He suffered a broken hip in October, 1988, and died at Anne
Arundel General Hospital on November 10, 1988. He was survived by his daughter,
Berno Marie Anderson of Miami, Florida; a nephew, Bill Ramsay of Lincoln; and
nieces. Marian Fosler and Jane Graff of Seward, Dorothy Heidemann of Lincoln, and
Nancy Radford, Deltona, Florida.

A memorial service was held at 3:00 p. m., on May 7, 1989, at the Seward
Cemetery. Memorials were made to the Seward Foundation.

John (Jon) Sumner Anderson (Jr.) was a great great grandson of William (IV)
Anderson and Elizabeth (Willett) Anderson, his wife, of (eventually) the "Broad Top"
Mountain near Six Mile Run in Old Bedford County, Pennsylvania (located almost
due North from Cumberland, Maryland), but who both were natives of the "Great
Fork ofthe Patuxent" River in adjoining Anne Arundel and Prince George's Counties,
Maryland. When their second child was two years of age, this Anderson couple were
among those from the Great Fork who relocated to the Broad Top in 1789 on pack
horses. The "story" ofthis migration is told in some detail in a chapter written in the
1880s contained in the Foster Scrapbook by local Broad Top historian, David I.
Foster (who was blind).
In fact, the origin in that family of the first name of "Jon" (for Jonathan) traces
right back to the Edwards (and Linthicum) family maternal line ancestors of William
(IV) Anderson at Anne Arundel County's Crofton, Maryland, area, namely, Jonathan
Edwards (a son of Edward Edwards, Jr., who served as an Ensign in the 4th Maryland
Regiment of the Continental Army during the American Revolution). Edward
Edwards, Jr.'s wife was Anne Linthicum (of the Linthicum family which built and
owned (along with the Edwards family, fora time) Crofton's historic Linthicum Walks
home, still standing and maintained), and they were the parents ofthe two Edwards
sisters, Elizabeth and Sarah, who (successively) became the wives of William (III)
Anderson (father of William (IV) Anderson and his three brothers and one sister).
The mother was Elizabeth (Edwards) Anderson. For additional details, see the chart
entitled, Linthicums of Linthicum Walks and Their Relationships to Our Andersons
by The Grassland Foundation, Inc.
Of the eleven children of William (IV) Anderson and Elizabeth (Willett)
Anderson, John Sumner Anderson (Jr.) descends from that couple's youngest child,
likewise named Jonathan Anderson (born March 6, 1805), who married Rebecca
Horton (of another old family at the Broad Top). According to the family history book
prepared aboutthis branch of the Andersons by John Sumner Anderson, Jr.'s niece,
Mrs. Jane Ramsay-Graff, of Seward, Nebraska, at about the time of the Civil War, two
of the sons, James and William Harrison Anderson, of the last above named
Jonathan Anderson and Rebecca (Horton) Anderson, were among the company of
Broad Top residents, many of whom were related to each other, who relocated to
Seward County, Nebraska.

was likewise early at the Broad Top), and the Nebraska State Veterinarian son ofthis
couple was Jonathan Sumner Anderson, Sr. (father of the John Sumner Anderson
(Jr.), who became the president and chairman of the board at ARINC). His mother
was Myrtle (Boyes) Anderson. Several in this overall Anderson family are interred
in the private Anderson Cemetery near Seward, Nebraska (on land that was donated
for such purposes by James Anderson, brother of William Harrison Anderson).
Jonathan Anderson (born March 6, 1805), the great grandfather of the
president and chairman of the board of ARINC, was a brother of the James Anderson
(born November 17, 1796) who was the father of Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson,
U. S. Army. This would mean that Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson was a first
cousin, two generations removed, of the president and chairman of the board of
ARINC. Many, many others in the total family are just as closely related to him.
Interestingly, in Chapter LXIV of The Foster Scrapbook (the chapter pertaining
to William (IV) Anderson), David I. Foster writes (pertaining to Colonel Ephraim
Foster Anderson), as follows:
"The one that died last lived to the greatest age, he died at the
age of 84 years, 7 months and 6 days, - that one was James Anderson
of Clear Ridge, Fulton Co., Pa., he died on the 23rd day of June, 1881.
He was the father of a large family, most of which are still living, among
the number we find Mrs. Sarah Figard, the clever and accommodating
landlady of the Hotel in Fairplay for the past 22 years, and also the late
lamented Col. E. F. Anderson of Washington, D.C., who won such
green laurels on different battle fields and proved himself an orator as
well as a soldier. Though he earned it all dear enough, as he died in
Florida a short time ago from wounds received in the army. We will
mention another of our subject's children, Elizabeth, wife of the late
Ephraim Foster, who died in May, 1878, in her 84th year, in Wells Valley,
Fulton Co., Pa., who lived to see more than a dozen great-grandchildren
grow up ....***."
(It is obvious that Ephraim Foster Anderson received his name in honor of his uncle
(by marriage), the Ephraim Foster last above named, who had married his aunt,
Elizabeth Anderson. The Fosters, descendants of Basil Foster, were one of the
families which had migrated to the Broad Top Mountain from Prince George's
County, Maryland, with the Andersons.)
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MARRIOTTSVILLE, HOWARD COUNTY,
MARYLAND, AND THE FAMILY OF THOMAS
ANDERSON AND HIS SON, ISAAC CORD (I)
ANDERSON
In speculating about whether Colonel Ephraim Foster Anderson knew or became
acquainted with any of his numerous Anderson kin in and close to Anne Arundel and
Howard Counties, Maryland, when, following the end of the Civil War, he acquired real
estate at what became "Anderson" in Howard County, Maryland, it is important to realize
that, priorto the Civil War (and even during it, until the "Emancipation Proclomation"), many
of his local Anderson kinsmen (as was true of many other loca) families, as well) were
slave holders. This has been documented in many places and is an accepted fact. One
"close by" Anderson family, in particular, stands out in this respect, that of Thomas
Anderson and his wife, Sarah (Cord) Anderson, of nearby Marriottsville in Howard
County, Maryland, and of their only son, Isaac Cord (I) Anderson (who never married).
This family is the "subject" of the 14 page reported "slave holding" Court of Appeals
of Maryland 1850 decision (next reproduced in this booklet) in the case of Thomas
Anderson vs. Rebecca Garrett et al. (a case and decision which, in some respects, seems
to represent an earlier Maryland court system version of the later Dred Scott decision of
the Supreme Court that was written by Maryland's Roger Brooke Taney). The Anderson
case did not actually decide a whole lot more than the fact that the slave petitioners had
brought their case in the wrong jurisdiction; but it does illustrate against what Colonel
Ephraim Foster Anderson was fighting during the Civil War.
To place Thomas Anderson, his wife, and their son in context within the Anderson
family, reproduced below is a summary about them taken from pages 106-107, footnote
135, from the 1993 booklet, Extract of Diary or Farm Journal of William Anderson of
"Grassland" 1853 to 1875 .... , by The Grassland Foundation, Inc.:
"Isaac C. Anderson: There were several Isaac Cord Andersons (two of whom
lived in Maryland). The oldest (after whom the others were named) was the only son
of Thomas Anderson and Sarah (Cord) Anderson, his wife. Thomas Anderson
was a son of Absolom Anderson, Sr. and Ann (Wheeler) Anderson, his second
wife, of "Providence Plantation". Thomas Anderson, his wife, and their son
acquired and lived on a farm at Marriottsville in Howard County, Maryland. Their old
stone house, still standing, is occupied as a residence. Isaac Cord Anderson (son
of Thomas) died unmarried. One of the sons of his first cousin, Absalom
Anderson, 3rd, was named after this son of Thomas Anderson, which resulted in
Isaac Cord Anderson (of Absalom) working and living with his older Marriottsville
namesake cousin, and the relationship between these two cousins became almost
that of father and son. Isaac Cord Anderson (of Absalom) married on April 26,
1871, Lucy Caroline Gaither, daughter of Evan Gaither and Sarah Ann Shipley
(Sellman) Gaither, who lived near Marriottsville, and (later) Isaac's sister, Matilda
Ann Anderson, married Lucy Caroline Gaither's brother, Samuel R. Gaither. For
a few years, until the Marriottsville farm was sold following the older Isaac Cord

Anderson's death, the younger namesake and his young wife and their oldest
children lived (and, in the case of his oldest children, were born) at the Marriottsville
farm. Later this family moved to a farm near Lusby's Crossroads and Crownsville
in Anne Arundel County, Md. Lucy (Gaither) Anderson died circa August 29, 1894
(according to the cemetery records of St. Stephens P. E. Church at Crownsville,
Maryland, where she was interred in the family plot of one of her husband's uncles,
Richard ("Bud") Anderson and Sophia Hall (Woodward) Anderson, his wife),
and her husband died on February 9, 1919, and he is interred in the cemetery of
Old Bascomb (M.E. South) Chapel near Crownsville, Md. There were thirteen
children: James Tucker Anderson; Louisa Priscilla Anderson (died as an infant);
Isaac Cord Anderson, Jr.; Francis Gaither Anderson; Absalom Anderson;
Edith Anderson (who married William Terrell Harmer); Edna Anderson (who
married (1) Franklin Hanson Ways, Sr., who died on March 18, 1926; and (2)
William H. Condon; Samuel Cleveland Anderson; Elmo M. Anderson; Rosa
Virginia Anderson (married George Elliott Collins, as his second wife; and
(following his death) (2) a Mr. Billings; and (following his death) (3) Harry Francis
May, a widower); Louis Wolfes Anderson; Lucy Caroline Anderson (died as an
infant); and Ernest Anderson (died as an infant)."
Because their son, Isaac Cord (II) Anderson, Sr., had been raised by his namesake
cousin on his farm at Marriottsville, Howard County, Maryland, the family of Absalom (III)
Anderson, especially, were "close" to and with the Howard County Anderson family at
Marriottsville. Part of the family of the late Richard Thomas Anderson (one of the two
Civil War Confederate soldier sons of Absalom (III) Anderson and Louisa Priscilla
(Woodward) Anderson, his wife) are interred at the "nearby" (to Marriottsville) cemetery
of the Wards Chapel United Methodist Church, on Liberty Road (Md. Rte. No. 26) at its
intersection with Marriottsville Road, near Randallstown, Baltimore County, Maryland,
respectively (both near the Howard County line on the Patapsco River). Civil War Veteran
Richard Thomas Anderson and one daughter, Emeline Louisa (named after her two
grandmothers) who died when she was quite young, are interred together in the well
marked Banes cemetery lots near the front of the cemetery facing Marriottsville Road. The
Banes farm, near the Church, was situate close to the farm in adjoining Howard County
which was then owned by the older (first) Isaac Cord Anderson (son of Thomas and
grandson of Absolom (I) Anderson), a wealthy bachelor. The proximity, at Marriottsville,
of these farms (Banes and Anderson) provided the social occasions which resulted in the
late nineteenth Anderson marriages of several ofthe children of Absalom (III) and Louisa
Priscilla (Woodward) Anderson, namely, Richard Thomas Anderson and Anna
Margaret (Banes) Anderson, Isaac Cord Anderson, Sr., and Lucy Caroline (Gaither)
Anderson, and Matilda (Anderson) Gaither and Samuel Gaither (of Frederick City,
Maryland). Lucy and Samuel
Gaither were siblings, as were Isaac and Matilda
Anderson.
Two of the sons of Isaac Cord (II) Anderson, Sr., and Lucy Caroline (Gaither)
Anderson had especially interesting careers: Their second oldest and namesake son,
Isaac Cord Anderson, Jr. (known as "Cord") went, as a young man, to Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania, became an electrical contractor and specialized in the manufacture of

-3certain kind(s) of electrical armatures that were needed especially during World War I and
later invested in the Damascus Steel Company, a specialty steel manufacturer that may
still be in business at New Brighton, Pennsylvania, where he married, raised a family, and
became General Manager and Treasurer of that company. One of his brothers, Francis
Gaither Anderson, likewise did well, working on, and living at, the Panama Canal during
its construction. He married a public service nurse, and they raised their family initially in
the Canal Zone, where he was employed working on, and maintaining, heavy construction
equipment, an occupation which served him well in his later career as an automobile and
gasoline dealer at Wellsburg, New York, where he owned and operated his own business
for many years. (An interesting old photograph post card exists showing President William
Howard Taft inspecting the Panama Canal Zone in the presence of a younger man who
might have been Francis Gaither Anderson.)
The name, Isaac Cord Anderson, also "came down" in the line of descendants of
anoth~r brother of Thomas Anderson of Marriottsville in Howard County, namely, Joshua
Anderson, who had married locally in Anne Arundel County Sarah Fairall (a family name
still associated with Anne Arundel - especially Odenton - and Prince George's Counties,
Maryland) before this couple, in the early Nineteenth century, relocated to Muskingum
County, Ohio, where at least one of their grandsons was also named Isaac Cord
Anderson.
In writing about the family and descendant of Thomas Anderson of Marriottsville
in her 1948 genealogy of the Anderson family, Andersons from the Great Fork of the
Patuxent, the late Mrs. Cora Woodward (Anderson) DuLaney tersely writes, at page 126:
"Thomas Anderson, son of Absolom and Ann (
) Anderson, was born
16 September 1772. He married Sarah Cord, "sister of John Cord of Anne Arundel
County." He left Anne Arundel County and made his home in Marriottsville,
Maryland, where he is buried. They had one son:
"Isaac Cord Anderson, who died unmarried. He was very wealthy for his
time and the fame of his wealth has increased during the years until he is reputed
to have been fabulously wealthy."
All of the foregoing, then, is by way of background to the following reported "slave
holding" case involving Thomas Anderson and his only son, Isaac Cord Anderson
(whose middle initial, incidentally, is erroneously written "J." in the case by mistake). At the
time of this case, Howard County was still technically part of Anne Arundel County, known
as its "Howard District".
The Andersons had purchased their Marriottsville farm from the family of the same
last name, Marriott, after whom the village of Marriottsville was named,
In turn, that
Marriott family "traces back" directly to the old Marriott family at Severn Cross Roads,
Millersville, Anne Arundel County, Maryland, which had early owned the tract and home
still today known as Brooksbys Point at the Head of the Severn River.

The Old Thomas Anderson Home at Marriottsville,

Howard

County, Maryland, Photograph Taken in the 1980s

Wards Chapel United Methodist Church
Located Near Randallstown,
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Photograph Taken in 1976
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By the law of this State, as far as regards liberation from slavery a negro is
,regarded as tbesiave of him by whom he is held in bondage until his
right to freedom is established by the judgment of the Court competent
to try such right.
By the Act of 179.6,ch. 67, sec. 21, the County Court of that county in which
the petitioner or petitioners shall reside, under the directiou of his, her
'or their master or mistress, or owner, are exclusively vested with the
power of trying the petition for freedom.
In acquiring a resid~nce the slave has no will of his own; his acts unauthorized by his master and his volition, form no ingredient in the constitution of his residence; its creation and continuance depend entirely upon
the acts and intention of the owner, whose power of changing it at his
will and pleasure rests entireiy in his own discretion.
'
..Amaster apprehending that a family of slaves whom he had permitted, for
nearly eighteen years, to"live and reside in the City of Baltimore, acting
as free persons, were about to abscond, seized, and forcibly carried them
to another county, beyond the jurisdiction of Baltimore County Court:
Held: that he had a perfect right to change the residence of his slaves,
and the Court from whose jurisdiction they were taken, could not entertain their petition for freedom.
* If a lI),aster, hearing that hi" slave is about to file his petition in the 121
county in which he resides, and knowing that the evidence necessary to m#l.intain the petition can be conveniently obtained only in that
county,'should, in fraud of the 'jurisdiction of its'Court, and to prevent
a fair and impartial trial of petitioner's claim, remove him to another
county, in such case the Court of the former county may exercise jurisdiction, and proceed on the petition as if no such removal had been
mide.
'Upon suggestion for the removal of a petition for freedom, under the 3rd
section of the Act of 1810, ch. 63, the County Court 'in determining on
the sufficiency of the suggestion, is confined to the competent testimony
,offered in itR support,' and cannot repeive any evidence offered by the
opposite party.
The clause of this Act which requires the petitioner to be "actually held in
bondage" by the person claiminK to be the owner, and asking for the. ..
removal, means a holding in bondage, in point of fact, and not a mere
legal or constructive holding.
'
<,
Where the suggtlstion and affidavits thereto proved that the master actually
.
held in bondage but one of the petitioners, while of the others he held

only a legal or constructive holding, it was Held, that the County Court
properly overruled the suggestion for the removal of the petition 0f all
the petitioners.
Though the County Court may err in pElrmitting an imm.aterial and impertinent question to be asked of a witness, and answered, yet if it does not.
appear to this Court that it had any influence on the jury in their finding on the issues, the judgment will not, for this reason, be rever6ed. (al
A testatrix desired all her negroes to be liberated, and declares that they
are, "by this my will, liberated and set free in the manner and form
following:" She then enumerates three who are to be free at b~r death,
and then proceeds, "my negro woman Beck, and my negro man Basil,
to be free at the expiration of four years from the date of my decease, "
and then enumerates others wno were to be free with their increase at
the age of twenty-five years. Held: that the issue of Beck have no
claim to freedom under this will.
A testatrfx executed her will in 1804, and appointed an executor, but desired
that no letters of administration be taken out on her estate.· Held: that
the isolated fact that the person named as executor sold the rest of the
negroes, except the petitioner, belonging to her estate, is not evidence
legally sufficient to warrant the jury in finding that such executor acted
under letters testamentary, legally granted.
A negro's gofng at large and acting as free for any length of time, will not,
per se, be a Rufficient foundation to presume a deed of manumission ..
No presumption of a deed of manumission is authorized as a matter of law,
to be declared by the Court, or as a matter of fact to be found by the
jury, upon the mere ground that a slave has gone at large and acted as
122 a * freer;nan, w~th his master's kno~ledge, unless such going at large
and actmg as If free, be for· a TIAnor!of at least twenty years uninterrupted duration.
Abandonment of a slave bY'lie owner, is not a legitimate mode of manumission, in this State, nor is it, per se, a sufficient foundation for the presumption of a deed of manumission.
An executor as such, has no power in this State to execute a deed of manumission, and no presumption of law or fact that such deed was executed by an executor, can ever arise. (b)
Whel;"ea party has pleaded to the jurisdiction, and taken a bill of exception!>
to the overruling of the plea, and then offers a prayer to the Court
founded on the same reasons on which the plea ·was based,· the Court is
not bound to reiterate its decisioti~·and the refusal to make it by the
Court's rejecting the prayer, is no ground for reversal of its iude:ment8.
(c)
ApPEAL
from Baltimore County Court. Rebecca Garret and
her five children, by B. C. Presstma,n, their next friend, filed their
petition for freedom in Ba.ltimpre Coun ty Court, on the 8th of

(al Approved in Dailey vs. Grimes, 27 Md. 447; Williams vs. Higgins, 30 Md.
407; Wilson vs. Merryman, 48 Md. 341(b) Cited in Rozier vs. Holliday, 8 Md. 386.
(e) Cited ip Gittings vs. State, 33 Md. 464; Tyler vs. Murray, 57 Ma. 436.
In the latter case it was held that where a plea of non-residence is interposed and traversed, the. question is to .be decided by the jury, unless, by
agreement, it is left to the Court.

March, 1849, alleging that they were in the c'lstody of Thomas
Anderson, of Howard District, haying been forcibly taken from
the jurisdiction of said Court by J. C. Anderson, as agent of said
Thomas, and that they are entitled to their freedom, which they
pray may be inquired of by said Court.
The defendant, Thomas Anderson, appeared and pleaded in
abatement to the jurisdiction of the Court, averring that the petitioners did, at the time of filing their petition, and long before,
reside under the directions of the defendant, their master and
owner, at Howard District of Anne Arnndel County, ontof the
jurisdiction of said Court. This plea was verified by affidavit, and
Sll bmitted upon the testimony which had been giyen in the. case of
an application for a writ of habeas corpus, made by the petitioners
against one J. S. Donovan, and which it was agreed should be re,garded as given in this case, and the facts thereby proved, should
be taken as the statement of facts, upon which the question of
jurisdiction is tg be decided.
This testimony shows on the part of the petitioners, that Re11eccaGarrett, the mother, came to Baltimore about eighteen years
ago, where she has continually resided with her children till within
a short period prior to the filing of this * petition.
That
, •
during all this time she was reputed a free woman, aud 123
always acted as such, making contracts, renting houses, hiring
herself out and receiving her own wag'es, hiring out her children
and receiving pay for their ·services1 and raising and supporting
her family by her own indllstry'.
That shortly hefore the filing .01'
their petition, Isaac J. Anderson, the son of defendant, with
several police officers, came to 'the house of petitioners at night,
seized and llandcufl'ed them, and carried them off the residence of
defendant, in Howard District.
On the part of the defendant, it was proved that he claimed the
petitioners as his slaves, the mother, Rebecca, baYing been· given
to his wife at five or six years of age. That he had permitted
them to Jjye· as they pad for many years, until recently, .when
having heard that one of them was about to escape into Pennsylvania, he did, acting' under the advice of counsel, seize and take
them into his possession as stated above. T~at imme(Uately upon
doing' so, he addressed a letter to petitioners' counsel, stating that
Howard District Court was about to sit, and inviting hi~ 'to bring
suit for freedom in that Court.
Upon this evidence, the Court,
[FRICK, C. J." andLE GRAND, A. J.,] overruled the plea and-directed the defendant to answer Oyer, to which judgment
the
defendant took his first exception.
2nd Exception.-The
defendant then filed a suggestion in writing
for removal, st,atillg "that about twenty yearl' ago, he held the said
Rebecca iu possessiou in Howard District of Anne Arundel County,
(then Anne Arundel County~) as his slave for life, that not ha,'ing

constant employment for her, he permitted her to live with her
husband, one William Garrett, a. free negro. Tha.t several years
afterwards, said William Garrett being about to remove to the
City of Baltimore, Rebecca. applied to defendant for permission to
accompany her husband. That defendant for some time refused'
to let her go, but afterw:ards agreed to hire her to her husband,
and he took her with him to reside in the City of Baltimore. Tbat
by this agreement, the said William Garrett prom,ised to pay a
certain sum, yearly, for the services of Rebecca, and defendant
rese:rved to himself the right at any time, to take and remove
, «< her, or any child or children she might afterwards have,
124 from the possession of the said William Ganett, without
3ny previous notice. That all the petitioners mentioned as the
children of said Rebecca, were born after this agreement was
made. That for several ye-arsthe said William Garrett continued
to pay the sum stipulated in the agreement, but defendant, in consideration of the expense and trouble of supporting his large
family of children, did not exact aft,erwards the payment of the
same from him. That defendant frequently supplied Rebecca and
her children with provisions and whatever else necessary to their
support, his farm afforded. That all the said petitioners were thus
held in actual bondage by defendant. That petitioners resided in
the City of Baltimore by permission of defendant, their owner.
That defendant was not at the time of filing said petition, and
never has been a resident of Baltimore County, but always has
resided in Howard District of Anne Arundel Cou-nty. The defendant, therefore, prays your honors to order and direct the
record of proceedings on said petition to be transmitted to the
Court of Howard District of Anne Arun'del County."
This suggestion was verified by the affidavit of the defendant,
and also by that of J. C. Anderson, who swore that he was present
when the agreement between defendant and William Ganett was
made. 'It was then agreed upon the hearing of this motion for removal, that the testimony already on file in )he case, (being that
upon which the plea to the: jurisdiction was submitted,) m~y be
read in evidence, subject to legal exceptions. The defendant then
'offered to support his suggestions by the oral testimony of said J.
C~Anderson, but the Court decided that the oral examination was
unnecessary. The motion was then submitted and overruled by
-the Court, to which defendant excepted.
The defendant then pleaded. 1st. That petitioners were not
free. 2nd. That they are not lineally descended in the female line
from a free woman. And upon these pleas, issues wm'e j.~ined.
The case was then tried, and the petitioners on their part,-first
_
proved substantially the same facts as those upon «< which
125 the plea to the jurisdiction was submi-tted, and then offered
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in evidence tbe will of Sarah Co'rd, executed on the 10th of September, 1805, containing among others the following clause.
"Item. My will and desire is, that all my negroes be liberated
and set free, and is by this my, will libe.rated and set free from
bondage, in the manner and form following: that is to say, tbat:
my negro man Tom, my negro man Joshua, and my negro woman
Phebe: be fl'e~ to all intents and purposes, from the date of my
decease, my negro woman Beck~ and my. negro man Basil, to be
free at the expiration of four years from the date of my decease,
my negl~o boy Levi, my negro boy David; my negro girl Seny, my
negro girl Mariah, ni~' negro girl Elizabeth, my negro girl Matilda,
my negro boy Elias, my negro child William, all and eacn of them
to be free when they arrive at the age of twenty-flvp years, them
and their issue or increase forever. "
The testatrix ,appointed. her son, John Cord, her sole executor,
and desired that no letters ofadminjstration
should be. taken out
on bel' estate, but tbat her will should be proved and lodged in
the regist.er of wil1s' office for Anne ArundelConnty,
and there be:
recorded.
The petitioners further proved that Rebecca Ganett, the petitioner, was the daughter of Beck, mentioned in this will, and was
claimed as well as the other negroes named therein as Mrs. Cord is.
And further, that John Cord, harned as executor of Sarah Cord,
sold the rest of the negroes.
Defendant then proved, by W. H. G. Dorsey, Esq., that he bad
carefully examined the records of the register of' wills' office, or
Anne Arundel County, where said Sarah lived and died, and where
her property was, for letters testamentary,
or of administration.'
on her estate, and found that none had been ever granted to any
one.
n was then agreed that this evidence shall be made part of each
exception of plaintiff or defendant.
3rd Exception.-In
the 'oourse of the trial, the defendant having
asked a witness whether t~e pet.itioner was not married, 126
* and had a husband, to whICh wItness answered, that she
hal;1,and his name was William Garrett, the cOlinsel for petitioners
then proposed to ask the witness what was the character· of said
husband, to which defendant objected; bilt the Court overruled
the objection, and allowed said question to ,be asked, which was
aSked, and the witness answered the question to the jury, to which
opinion of the Court the d~fendant excepted.
4th Exc~ption.-The
plaintiffs and defendants
having given
the evidence as stated above, the petitioners ';Datlethe following
prayers:
1. That if the jury fir.d ~hat the petitioner, Rebecca Garrett was·
the slave of Sarah Cord at the time of bel' dea,th, and that said
Sarah before her death, duly made and executed the last will and

testament, given in evidence, and that said Rebecca, at the' time
of the death of said Sarah, was under forty-five years of age, and
capable to earn a sufficient livelihood, and that theotber petitioners are the children of' said Rebecca, born since the death of said
Sarah, then petitioners are entitled to their freedom.
2: If the jury find that Sarah Cord made hN will as stated in
the preceding prayer, and that H,ebecca, Olle of the petitioners,
and mother of the others, is the daughter of negro woman Beck,
mentioned in said' will, then petitioners' are entitled to their
freedom.
, 4. If the jury find that Sarah Cord made her will 'as stated in
the first prayer, anu bysaid will appointed 'John Cord the executor thereof; and that said John Cord, after the death of Sarah,
and in or prior to the year 1819, sold personal property left by the
said Sarah, and acted in reference to said property as executor.
The jury ma;r presume, from the lapse of time and all t,he evidence
in this case, that said John Cord had acted under letters testamentary upon the estate of Sarah, legally granted to said Jo1;ln.
And they may further presume, n:om the lapse of time aforesaid,
and all the other circumstances in this case, that the estate of said
Sarah was fully administered, and all debts paill. And if the jury
find from all the circumstances in the case, that the petitioner
127 Rebecca, openly and «< publicly acted for herself as a free
person,-making
contra,cts as such for a period of twenty
,years, or any c()nsiderable length of time less than twent,y years,
without the interruption of anyone;
and also find 'the aforesaid
John Cord, having knowledge of her so acting', n'or anyone
else
adopted any steps to claim her as a slave, and shall further find
that the children of the said Rebecca, acted under the direction
and controlof said Rebecca as free persons; and tha,t no attempt
was made by John Cord, or any one else, to claim them as slaves,
then the jury may find that they are abandoned, and allowed to
go at large as free persons, without any claim to them as slaves;
and if the jury find these facts, these petitioners are entitled to
their freedom.
.
And the defendant the following prayers:
,J
l.'\If the jury believe that Rebecca Garrett, the petitioner, was
the sla"e of Sarah Cord, (whose will has been given in evidence
by the petitioners,) and the daughter of Beck, named in said will;
and if they further find that all the other 'petitioners are the children of said Rebecca, and were born since the death ()f said Sarah;
and if they further find that no letters testamentary or of administration had ever been granted, upon the estate of said Sarah, then
the petitioners ate not eut.Hled to their freedom, aud their verdict
must be for defelldan t.
2. If they find that defendant always residl'd in Anne Arundel
'County, and at the time of filing this petition, tM petitioners were

held in custod"y in Anne Arundel County as slaves. then this petition cannot be sustained in this Oourt.
The Oourt granted the fourth, and rejected the first three prayers
of petitioners, and refused to grant the prayers of defendant, and
instTurted the jury that they are at liberty to infer, from all the
3ircumstances in the case, that letters of administration
were
granted on tbe estate of Mrs. Oord, and th"at her estate has been
duly administered, and all its debts paid. To which opinions, and
each of them, the defendant excepted.
" The verdicl and judgment being for petitioners, the defendant
appealed.
The record does not show, that any prayer called the
3rd prayer. was ever offered by tbe petitioners.
«0 The
cause was argued before DORSEY, O. J.,
BERS, SPENCE, MAGRUDER, and MARTIN, JJ.
Wm. H. G. Dorsey, for the appellant.
Nelson and Presstrnan, for the appellees.
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DORSEY, C. J., delivered the opinion of this Court. The first
question presented for review in this Court, b;y the I'ecord before
it, is, did BaJtimore County Court err in overruling the plea in
abatement to its jurisdiction, filed bi the appellant, to the appellees' petition for freedom '/ The plea alleges t,hat each and ever.v
of tIle petitioners did, at the time of filing said petition, and long
before, reside, and have ever since resided, under the direction of
the said Thomas Anderson, their master and owner, out of the
jurisdiction of Baltimore Oounty Oourt, and in Howard District
of Anne Arundel County. "J~y the law of Maryland, as far as regards liberation from shivery, a negro is regarded as thesJave
of
him by whom he is held in bondage, until his right to freedom is
established by the judgment of the OOlU't,competent to try such
right.
By the Act of 1796, ch. 67, sec. 21, the Oounty Oourt of
that county in which the"" petitioner or petitioners shall reside,
under the direction of his, her, or their master or mistress, or
owner," are exclusively vested with the power of trying the petition for freedom. That the petitioners at the time of filing their
petition and for some time before, resided under the direction of
the appeIIant,"tbeir assumed owner, in Soward District of Anne
Arundel Oounty, are facts stated in the plea in abatement," and are
not traversed or disproved, but on the contrars are fully established
by the proof in the cause.
In acquiring a residence by a slave, he has no will of his own.
Neither his acts unauthorized by his master, nor his volition form
any ingredient in the constitution
of his residence.
Its creation
and continuance depend entirely upon the acts and intentions of
the owner, whose power of changing' at his own will and ple~sure .
the residence of- the slave, is a matter resting entir!'lly in his own

1~9

discretion.
In .Johnson vs. Tompkins, Ill< Baldw'in's Rep.
'577, (a case involving the rights and powers of slave owners,)
Justice Baldwin of the Supreme Court of the United States, says:
"As a cOllsequen'ce of the right of property, the owner may keep
possession of ·his slave; if he absconds he may retake him by pursuit in ap.Qther State, and may bind or secure him in any other
way to prevent his second escape; he may arrest him by the use
,of as much force as is necessary to effect his reclamation; he may
enter peaceably on the property or into the house of another,
taking care to commit no breach of the peace against third per&ons. But it is no breach of the peace to use as mueh force or
coercion towards the fugitive as suffices for his security; as without such force no slave could be retaken WIthout his consent. The
master may also ,use every art; device or stratagem, to decoy the
slave into his power; odious as these terms may be in their application to an unlawful act, they ought to be considered as far other.wise when used for a lawful' and. justifiable purpose."
If these
powers exist in the master in regard to a fugitive slave, (as they
. unquestionably
do,) they are equally inherent in him, when he
seeks. to change the residence of his slave, or to obtain a more
secure possession of him, or when acting under an apprehenston of
his design to abscond.
In overruling the appellant's plea, in abatement and awarding
arespondant
ouster, we tbink Baltimore County Court erred, for
which error its judgment must be reversed.
And there being no
jurisdiction in that Court according" to the express provision of the
Act of 1795, to entertain the petition before it, no pro6.edendo can
be awarded .
. From the preceding remarks of this Court, it is not to be understood as having decided, that in no case can a petition for freedom
be sustained in a County Court; other than that in which the petitioner resided at the time of filing his petition.
A case may well
be imagined, where such a right would be sustained.
As for example, where it appears that a master, baving given residence to
,his slave in County A, for instance, upon being informed that he
is there about t,o file his petition for freedom, and knowing that
130 the evidence necessary to maintain the petition ll< can be conveniently obtained only in that county, and having no suillcientreason to believe that a fair and impartial trial cannot there
be had, in fraud of the jurisdiction of the Court of the County A,
and to prevent a fair trial of tbe claim of the petitioner, removes
bim to another county; in such a case the County Court of A,
mig"ht exercise its jnrisdiction and proceed on a petition for.)'reedorn in the same manner a~ if such cbaflge of the residence of' the
slave had never taken place. But such is not the case now he,fore
us appearing' either in the petition or proof.,.;""

•

The decision thus expressed upon the first bill of exceptions
would, as it mig-ht well have done, have terminated
the duties of
tbi8 Court in relation to the case now before it. But the Legislature of Maryland having required our decision on all tl,1e bills of
exceptions, taken ill the case, we now proceed to the discharge of
the remaining portion of the duty thus imposed upon us. '
The second exception of the appellant is taken to the overruling.
of his suggestion made under the Act of 1810, chapter 63, sec. 3,
for the removal of the cause to the Court of Howard District of
Anne Arundel County.
Tbe suggestion being made UpOfr oath,
and "supported
by competent testimony,"
it was submitted to
the County Court, under an agTeement of the parties, containing
a provision, "that the testimony already on fiI,e in this cause may
be read iu evidence subject to legal exceptions."
Under this submission, "the testimony already on file," being' subject to legal
exceptions, was inadmissible.
The Court below in determining on
the sufficiency of the suggestion for the purpose for which it was
offered, is confined to the competent testimony offered ill its support, and caunot receive any evidence upon the subject offered by
the opposite party.
To warrant the removal under the sugg'estion,
the Act of Ass~lnbly requires that the person, ;, claiming to be the
owner of the said petitioner, had actually held the said petitioner
in bondage."
In construing the' clause of the Act of Assembly,
if we can do so, consistently with its general intent, we ought to
give some import to every word used in the enactment.
"Actually beld * in bondage," was intended to mean something
more than a mere legal or constructive holding in bondage, .IS I
it means a holding in boudage in point of fact. The suggestion
and affidavits thereto, prove, that as a matter of fact, the appellant had actually held in bondage the petitioner Rebecca, but
not her child.ren, the other petitioners, within the contemplatiop.
of the Act of Assembly.
Of them he had but a legal, constructive holding in bondage.
Had the appellant in his suggestion
prayed for the removal of Rebecca Garrett's case only, it ought to
have been granted by the Court below.
But having prayed for
the removal of the petition of all the petitioners, for the reason
we have stated, we think the County Court did not err in its general overruling of the appellant's suggestion.
The ruling of the County Court excepted to, is l;hus briefly
stated in the appellant's
third bill of exceptions.
"The defendant having asked of the witness whether· the petitioner was not
married, l1nd had a hnsband, to which the witness answered that
she had, and his name was William Garrett.
The counsel of the
petitioners then proposed to ask the witness, what was the chat'acter of said husl:.>and,to which the counsel for defendant objected;
but the Court overruled the objection, and allowed said question
to be asked, which was asked, and the witness answered the ques7
9 G.

tion to the jury, and to which opinion of the Court the defendant,
by his counsel, excepted," &c.
"
The bill of exceptions does not disclose for what purpose the
question objected to was asked, and there is nothing in the record
from which this Court can infer its pertinence or mat,ehality to
the'i-ssues "before the jury. It ought, therefore; to"have been rejected by the County Court as an imm:1terial and impertinent
questiol). But although the _County Court erred in permitting
the question to be asked and answered, yet, as it does not appear
to us that it could have had any influence on the jury in their
finding on the issues in the cause, it forms no ground for the reversal ofthe judgment of the Court below.
We concur in opinion with the County Court, that by the last
will and testament of Sarah Cord, the .petitioner, Rebecca Garrett, was not manumitted.
The testatrix declares, that
132 * her negroes are, by her will, "liberated and set free, in the
manner" and form following, that is to say: my negro man Tom,
my negro man Joshua, and my negro woman Phebe, to be free,
to all" intents and purposes, from the date of my decease; my
negro woman Beck, and m'y negr() man Basil, to be free at the
expiration of four years from the date of my decease, my negro
boy Levi, illy negro boy David, my negro girl Seny, my negro girl
Mariah, my negro girl Elizabeth, my negro girl MatIlda, my negro
boy Elias, my negro child William, all and each of them to be
free, when they arrive at the age of twenty-five years, them, and
"their 'issue or increase; forever. " On reading this will, that the
" testatrix designed to enumerate all the slaves o~ whom manumission wasconf'erred, and to prescribe the periods at which the man·
umission of each. was to take effect, we regard as a proposition too
manifest on the face of the will to admit of controversy. Some"of
them were to be free at her death, some"four years afterwards,!
aHd some with their issue <?rincreaser.as they should respecti;vely
arrive to the age of twenty-five years. As to the issue of her
negro woman Beck, who was to be free tour years after the tes·
tatrix's death, she has made no provision, and, consequently,
under her will, they have no claim to freedom. Had she designed
it, "shewould have so declared in her will, and would, as she did
in every other instance, have specified the period at which eman·
cipation was te nommence. Our province is not to speculate as
to intention, and give efficacyto bequests not expressed in the
will, but to declare its true intent and meaning, upon a fair interpretation of the terms and expressions, which it contains.
The app~llant's fourth bill of exceptions raises various questions
as'to the corre(ltness of the ruling of the County Court in grantingthe fourth prayer of the appellees, and rejecting the two prayers
made by the appellant,alld,in
instructing the jury, that they
wer~ "at liberty to inferJio1.n:'a;Il the circumstances in-the case,

that letters of administration were granted on the estate of Mrs.
Cord, and tha·t her estate had been duly administered and all its
debts paid."
In granting the fourth prayer of the peti- .
tioners, * the Oounty Oourt .erred, in the opinion of this 133
Court, for various reasons, anyone of whieh we deem sufficient
to have prevented the prayer being granted in its entirety.
The
first error deemed necessary to be mentioned, is p.resented by the
first and second sentences, (according to its punctuation, of the
pet.itioners' fourth prayer, which are in these words: "If the jury
find from the evidence in the cause, that. Sarah Oord made her
will, as stated in the first prayer, and by said will appointeQ John
Cord the executor thereof; and that said John Oord, after the
death of Sarah, and in or prior to the year 1819, sold personal
property left by said Sarah, and acted in reference to said property as executor.
The 'jury may presume, from lapse of time and
all the evidence III this case, that said John Oord acted under
letters testamentary upon the estate of" Sarah, legally granted to
said John."
The only evidence upon which the jury were authorized to find this presumption was, the will of Sarah Oord; and the
proof of Beal Stinchcomb, which, as regards this question, is as
follows: "that John Cord, named as the executor of Sarah Cord,
sold the .rest of the negroes." except Beck, tbe petitioner.
But
in what cbaracter John Oord sold the negroes; at what price they
were sold; whether the, sales were consummated by payment of
the purchase money; whether tile negroes, sold were ever detivered
to the purchasers, and if so delivered, for what length of time they
remained in their possession; and whether John Oord paid the
debts of the deceased, or otherwise administered her assets, are
facts for the ascertainment of which the proof in the cause furnishes no solution. There is no evidence that any inventory was
ever returned to the Orphans' Oourt of Anne Arundel County, or
any account of the executor settled before it, or that it ever passed
any order; or that any proceeding was ever had before it recognizing John Oord as t,he executor of the deceased.
The exhibit of
the will and the isolated fact, that" John Oord, named as executor of Sarah Oord, sold the rest of the negroes," is not evidence
legally sufficient to warrant the jury in finding that" John Oord
acted under letters t.estamentary upon the estate of Sarah .legally
granted.;'
And such a presumption is strongly repelled hy
* the provision in the will of the testatrix, "that no letters 134:
ofadminist,ration
be taken. out on her estate."
Under all the circUllistances of the case, the only rational conclusion at which the
jury could with any certainty arrive, was that no letters testamentary had been granted.
,
It bence results, that the. Court erred in gqwting the third sen'tence of the prayer: "That the jury may further presume from
lapse of time aforesaid, and all the other circumstances in this

case, that the estate of said Sarah was fully administered and all
.~~ebts paid."
Tllere having been no letters testamentary granted,
no such presumption can legally arise.
The fourth sentence of the fourth prayer is as follows: "And if
the jury find from all tlle circumstances in this case, that the
_ petitione.r 'Rebl}cc~,op~nly
and publicly acted for herself, as a
- free person; making contracts as such, for a perio~ of twenty
years, or any considerable length of time less than twenty years
without the interruption of anyone;
and also find the aforesaid
John Cord having knowledge of her so acting, nQr anyone else
adopted any steps to claim her as a slave; and suall further find
that the children of the said Rebecca, acted under the direction
and control of said Rebecca as free persons; that no attempt was
made by J'ohn Oord or anyone else to claim them as slaves; then"
the jury lllay find that they are abandoned and aIlowed to go at
large as free persons, without any claim to them as slaves: and
if the jury find these facts, these petitioners are entitled to their
freedom."
In granting' this last l:'eritence of the fourth prayer,
we conceive there is eao!'; upon several distinct alHl-iudependeJ;lt
ground~ The facts stated in the affidavit for the removal of this case
from Baltimore County Court to the Court of Howard District of
Anne Arundel County, are not in evidence, and for our consideration upon the questions ·before us, under the appellant's fourth bill
of exceptions.
There was proof before the jury that the petitioner
Rebecca Garrett, was part of the personal estate of Sarah Cord,
at the time of her decease; and there is no evidence to show she
was then the preperty of any other person. There was no evi135 deuce to show that John Cord ever entered *into a,ny contract" by which Rebecca Garrett was to be free, or w,as in,
tended so to be; or that by word or dee"d (other than her going
at large as a free person, as the prayer puts it to the jury to find,
with his knowledge,) recognized her to be such. There is a total
absence of all such facts as taken ill conll'ection with the actual
enjoyment of the right claimed, have in somewhat analogous cases
been deemed sufficien t to authorize a jury in finding', or presuming,
the existence of a deed, conferring the' right, where the time of its
aetual enjoyment has been for !l less period than twenty years.
This Court have said in Burke vs. Negro Joe, 6 G. d'; J. 136, that
"negroes going at large and acting' as free for any length of time,
will not per /le, be a sufficient foundation to presume a deed,
Because he might be in that situation without the knowl.edge of
his owner, or there might be no person legally authorized to claim
him," or, 'it might have been added, that the owner might have been
unsuccessful in his reasonable efforts to assert his rights, or that
the place or circumstances under which the slave acted as a free
. man; excused him from making the usual efforts to reduce him to
bondage.
We regard it as a principle equally clear with tha,t

referred to in 6 'G. & J. that no presumptioI}.of a deed of manu_mission is authorized as a matter of law to be declared by the.
Court; or as a, matter of fact to be found by the jury, lipon ,themere ground that a slave has gone at large and acted as a free man
with his master's knowledge, unless snch going at large and act-·
ing as if free, be for at least twenty years uninterrupted duration.
The County Court, therefore, erred in declaring that the petitioners
were entitled to their freedom had they thus gone at large as free
for any time less than twenty years. It erred al§o iBsaying that
freedom was so consummated by "any considerable length of time
)ess than twenty years." The word, "considerable," wheb thus
used, being a term of too indefinite import to be left to the finding
of a jury, and tending to confuse or mislead them.
One juror
might deem six months, another six years, another ten years, '
an.other sixteen years, as the considerable length of...time within
the meaning of the County Court; and thus the obvious tendency of
•.granting- the prayers, would be to distract and mislea.d the
jury. The giving the prayer was also wrong, because it sub- 13R
mitted to the finding of the jur.v a knowledge in JohriCord without a particle of testimony having been ,offered to show it.
The conclusign of the.prayer, (which asserts the freedom of the
children of Rebecca, bec~use they acted as free persons UIiderher
direction and control, without any attempt by John Oord or any
one else to claim them as slaves; and that the jury might thence
find that they were abandoned,} is also erroneous. It warrants
the jury in saying that the negroes are' a,bandoned and free,
although John Oord, had no knowledge of their ever having acted
as free persons. What 'import the author of the prayer designed
to give to the word "abandoned," does not perhaps very distinctly
appear. But if it meant to assert that abandonment by the owner'
of a slave that he might be free, is, pel· se, a legitimate mode of
manumission in Maryland, it is a proposition as nove) as it is contradictory to the express provisions of our Act of Assembly upon the subject. A man may to-day abandon·his slav(l as free, and tomoiTowtake possessiQnof. hi!D, and 'his title to him is as unquestionable .as if no SUC!l abandooment had ever been made. In'
Maryland the law recogitizesbut two modes o(manumissioll; the
-one-by last will and testament, the-other hy deed, fInly_executed,
ackno\vledged and recorded. It Is.- true, such deeds- Of manumissions, are sometimes presum~d to exist without their production,.
but abandoIiment, per se, is no sufficient foundation for Sllcha presumption.
.
This prayer, however, is radicl:tlly wrong, upon another ground
than those which haye been stated. An executor has no power,
as such, in this State, to execute a deed of ma;numission; it would,
be a palpa1;>leviolation of his duty; a fraud npon the creditors..or
representatives of the testator, which the law would not tolerate.

No presumption either of law or fact, that such a deed was
execllted by the executor can ever arise, or give to .petitioners a
title to freedom.
From the preceding part of this opinion, it is apparent, that tIle
appellant by his first prayer having asked less, and but a part of
.
what he had a right to demand at the hands of the'" Oounty
137 Cou'rt, there is error in its not heing' g-ranted. That this
Oourt dissent from the irrstruction given by the County Court, is
shown by its decision on the third sentence of the fonrth prayer of
the petitioner/;.
The appellaut having, for the same reasons assigned in his second prayer, why the petition should not be SUB·
. tained, plea()~d to the jurisdiction of the C_ounty Court, and that
plea being overruled by the Court, and a bill of exceptions taken
by the appellant to its. ruling, i~ was not bound to entertain a
prayer, .the only effect of which would have been the reiteration of
a decision already pronounced by the Court, and from whicIl a bill of exceptions had been taken.
By such reiteration no additional
injury would have been in:fl.ictecl·on the appella!1t, and the Court's
refusal to make it by rejecting the prayer, forms no ground for the
reversal of its judgment.
If the Court can be reqnired again and
again to reiterate its decision upon thc saple point, there would be
no end to litigation, ::md trial might be procrastinated almost in-definitely.
"\Veconcur with the County Oourt in overruling the appellant's
sug'gestion for a removal of the cause, as stated in his second bill
of exceptions, anu also in refusing to sustain bis second prayer as
stated in his fourth bill of exceptions, but dissenting from its
rulings in the first and residue or the fourth bill of exceptions, and
its instructions given to the jury as stated in the fourth bill of exceptions, its judgment
is reversed and no pt'ocedendo will be
awarded~
Judgment rel'ersed.
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