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In the year 1791 Sir Isaac Heard, then Garter King of 

.A.rms, compiled a pedigree of the family of George 

1V ashington, then the first President of the United States~ 

and transmitted a copy thereof to him, ~king his opinion 

as to its correctness, and requesting him to add to it any 

other particulars within his knowledge. To this commu

nication Washington responded on the 2nd of May, 

1792, thanking Sir Isaac for his attention, and sending 

certain information respecting the more modern history 

of his family, but confessed that it was a subject to which 

he had paid very little attention, and that he could not 

fill up with much accuracy the sketch sent him. This 

document, which was of considerable length, would now 

be almost priceless as an autograph, but it has unfortu

nately disappeared. .A .. volume containing the original 

letter and other collections relating to the same subject, 

passed subsequently, after Sir Isaac·'s death, into the pos

session of the late Mr. Pulman, Clarencieux. It was seen 

and examined by Mr. Jared Sparks when collecting 1nate

rials for his biography of Washington, but cannot now be 

found. 

Sir Isaac took as the basis of his pedigree the Heraldic 

Visitations of N orthamptonsh_ire, in which the Washing"".' 
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ton family was included. Starting with the well-known 

fact that the first emigrants of the name to Virginia were 

two brothers named John and Lawrence Washington, 

who left England for that colony about the year 1657, he 

found recorded in the Visitation of 1618 the names of 

John and Lawrence, described as sons of Lawrence 

Washington of Sulgrave in that county who had died in 

the year 1616. The nan1es being identical with those of 

the Virginia emigrants, and the 1>eriod at which they· 

Ii ved not altogether inappropriate, Sir Isaac assumed 

their· personal identity; and on this assumption con

structed his pedigree, deducing the descent of the Ameri

can President through this heraldic family of Northamp

tonshire from the still more ancient one of the name in 

Lancashire. It is but just to the memory of Sir Isaac to 

say that he himself only regarded the pedigree as a con-

jectural one, and that he took the precaution to leave on 

the margin of his own copy a note ( which was seen and 

copied by Mr. Sparks) to the effect that he was not 

clearly satisfied that the connection of the President with 

the Sulgra ve family was or could be substantiated. 

Some years after,vards when Mr. Baker was preparing 

his History of Northamptonshire he pursued, in reference 

to his account of the v\r ashington family, a precisely sim

ilar course. Either he acted independent! y, basing his 

pedigree on the same assumption, or, which is most prob

able, he had access to the collections of Sir Isaac Heard; 

and, presuming that Sir Isaac had thoroughly investigated 

the subject, adopted the pedigree which he had con

Btructed. Sir Isaac's explanatory note, if seen, was 

ignored, and Baker confidently published the pedigree 
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with the s~atements that John Washington of the Sul

grave family was afterwards of South Cave, in the county 

of York; that his brother Lawrence was a student at . 

Oxford in 1622; that both emigr~t~J to America about 

the year 1657 ; and that the fi.,rmer was the direct ances

tor of the ·American President. 

This pedigree has ever since been received as authorita

tive by all historians ·and biographers, everybody suppos

jug that both Baker and Sir Isaac Heard had established 

the connection and descents by unimpeachable evidence, 

and no one dreaming for a moment of questioning the 

accuracy of their statements .. 

The object of this paper is to prove tl1at the COJ!clu

sions of those eminent men, natural and reasonable as 

they may have been (which is not denied). were never

theless altogether wrong-in other · words, that the John 

and Lawrence Washington named in the Visitation of 

1618 as the · son~ of Lawrence Washington of Sulgrave 

were not the emigrants to Virginia in 1657, and conse

quently that the former was not the ancestor of the illus

trious President. 

Other articles concerning the Washington family may 

follow this, but the present one aims only at the entire. 

demolition of the now universally received pedigree, so 

far as the alleged American connection is concerned, and 

is published at this time in the hope and belief that an 

interest will be excited among genealogists which may 

result in the discovery of the true ancestry of the great 

and good man whose memory is equally honored on both 

sides of the .A.tlantic. 

The first doubt cast upon Sir Isaac Heard' s pedigree· 
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was, perhaps unconsciously, by President Washington him

self, and it is not unreasonable to suppose that it may 

have induced the former to record the note already men

tioned. The language used by Washington in one por

tion of the letter referred to is important and suggestive. 

He says: "I have often heard others of the family, older 

than myself, say that our ancestor who first settled in 

this country came from some one of the northern counties 

of England; but whether from Lancashire, Yorkshire, o:r 
one still more northerly, I do not precisely remember." 

Washington himself, when he wrote this, was about sixty 

years of age, and the memory of_ those older than himself, 

from whom he received the statement, must have reached 

back probably within half a century of the arrival of his 

first ancestor in Virginia. Traditions are valuable, or 

otherwise, as they are transmitted through the medium of 

ignorance or intelligence. In such a family as that of the 

Washingtons the original facts would be less likely to 

become perverted than if they had been successively com

municated through persons of a less· intelligent character. 

Taking the tradition, however, for what it may be worth, 

it is quite certain that Northamptonshire cnnnot be ac

counted "one of the northern counties of England." 
u 

But Washington himself was perfectly clear upon thi~ 

point, and, if his language means anything, it surely 

means that the county from ·which his first 1\.merican 

ancestor emigrated, if not Lancashire, or Yorkshire, ,vas 

one, as he says, '' still more northerly.'~ It must also be 

noted that he does not mention this locality as the ancient· 

or original seat of the family, but says distinctly that his 

"ancestor who first settled" in Virginia emigrated from 

that county. 
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But, whatever may be the value of this testimony, the 

present object can be accomplished quite independently 

of it. 

In order that all the references to the various persons 

hereafter n;ientioned may be perfectly comprehended, a 

copy of Baker's pedigree is herewith given, down to the 

generation including John and Lawrence Washington, 

the two brothers in question. By reference thereto ( vide 
post. page 22), it will be seen that Lawrence Washington, 

of Sulgra ve, by his wife 11argaret Butler, had issue seven 

sons and seven daughters. This enumeration does not 

agree strictly with the Visitation of 1618, which gives 

another son named Robert (said to have died without 

issue), and omits Barbara, one of the daughters named 

by Baker (evidently in error, as she was doubtless the 
. 

. one of that name mentioned two generations before as 

one of the daughters of the first Lawrence Washington of 

Sulgrave). This accords, so far as the number of sons is 

concerned, with the inscription on his monument in Bring

ton church, co. Northampt. which, however, states that 

he had nine daughters. Three of these probably died at 

an early age, unless we accept Barbara (named by Baker), 

and Lucy, who in 1633-4, ,vas mentioned as headwoman 

(perhaps housekeeper) in the establishment of Lord Spen

cer at Althorp. The actual number of the children of 

Lawrence and Margaret )Vashington was seventeen; with 

the most of ,vhom we shall have nothing further to do at 

present except to say that, as the marriage of their parents 

took place on the 3d of August, 1588, and their fath~r 

died on the 13th of December, 1616, it is not difficult to 

determine at least the approximate dates of their respec-
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tive births, which probably occurred, so far as the sons at 

least are concerned, in the order in which they appear in 

the Visitation, viz: 1. vVilliam; 2. John; 3. Robert; 4. 

Richard; 5. Lawrence; 6. Thomas; 7. Gregory; 8. 

George. Of these, George, the eighth and youngest son, 

was baptized at W ormleighton, in the county of Warwick, 

on the 3d of August, 1608. Gregory, the seventh son, 

was baptized at Brington, co. N orthampt. on the 16th of 

January, 1606-7, and was buried there the follo-,.vjng day. 

Thomas the sixth son, the writer has satisfactorily identi

fied as the "Mr. Washington" ( vide Howell's Familiar 

Letters) who was attached to the suite of Prince Charles 
• 

on the occasion of his memorable matrimonial expedition to 

Spain. He died at Madrid in the year 1623, at the age 

of eighteen, which would establish his birth in about the 

year 1605. Richard, the fourth son, the writer has also 

discovered was apprenticed on the 7th of July, 1614, 

under the auspices of the Clothworkers' Company, to 

one Richard Brent, of London. If apprenticed for the 

usual time, seven years, he would then have been about 

fourteen years of age, and, consequently, born about .the 

year 1600. Between him and Thomas last namecl came 

Lawrence, the fifth son ( the precise elate of whose birth 

,ve shall establish presently), and perhaps one or more of 

their sisters. The three elder brothers, ,villi am, Jokn, 

and Robert, were of course, therefore, born between the 

years 1589 and 1599, as v;ell, probably, as some of the 

nine daughters. 

This recapitulation of dates is not unimportant, as it 

affords another strong presumptive proof against th~ cor

rectness of Baker's pedigree. If the two brothers John 
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and Lawrence above named were the Virginia emigrantf, 

the former must have been about sixty, and the latter not 

far from fifty-five years of age, when they quitted Eng

land. It certainly was not usual for men so far advanced

in life to seek new homes in the colonies, and as it is 

known that both of the real emigrants married again after 

they had been some time in Virginia, and both had issue 

there, the improbability that they were identical with the 

two brothers of N orthall!ptonshire becomes greatly in
creased. 

It is, of course, unnecessary to dwell long upon the 

history of William Washington, the eldest son, whose 

i4entity, if not otherwise sufficiently establi~hed, would be 

so by the will of his aunt Elizabeth, the w~dow of his 

uncle Robert Washington, dated on the 17th of March, 

1622-3, in which, among other legacies to her nephe,vs 

and nieces, she bequeaths him l00l., and calls him "Sir 

William Washington." He was knighted at Theobald~ 

on the 17th of January, 162i-2. He married A:nne, the 

half-sister of George Villiers, Duke of Buckingham, ,vho, 

after that event, appears to have taken the whole family 

un<ler his protection, and continued to advance their for

tunes ( which, at that time, were at a very low ebb), in 

various ways, until down to the very time of his assassi

nation. Sir William is described, in 1618, as of Packing

ton, in the county of Leicester, but appear:, afterwards to 

have scarcely had a permanent home anywhere. Two O' 

his children were baptized at Leckhampstead, in the countJ 

of Bucks, and two at St. l\Iartin's-in-t he-Fields, London 

where he himself was buried on the 22d of June, 1643 

Lady Washington was buried at Chelsea on the preced 
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ing 25th of May. According to the Visitation of 1618, 

his eldest son, Henry, was born in 1615, from which fact 

an approximate date of his own birth may be readily de

rived. His other children were George, Christopher, 

Catherine, Susanna, and Elizabeth. In his will, which is 

dated on the 6th of June, only sixteen days before his 

burial, he gives his residence as "Thistleworth" (Isle

worth), in the county of ~liddlesex, and directs that his 

~~ manor of Wicke," and '' Wicke farm," ~hall be sold. 

This manor was in the parish of Isle,vorth, and had 

been purchased in the year 1638 by Sir ""\iVilliam 1V ash

ington from the coheirs of Sir J\iiichael Stanhope, but he 

,vas compelled to mortgage it in 1640 to Sir Edward 

Spencer and Sir Richard ,v ynne, and it was in the pos

session of the latter at his death in 1649. By a singular 

coincidence, S~r ,villiam ,v ashington's father, at his 

death, held of Lord Spencer a manor of the same na1ne in 

~ orthamptonshire. 

"\Ve now arrive at the great point of interest in the 

present discussion, and the main fact, destined to over

thro,v the assumptions of Sir Isaac Heard and Baker as to 

the origin of the .A.merican ,, ... ashingtons, may as well be 

~tated at once. ·JOHN "\V ASHINGTON, the second son of 

La,vrence and Margaret, and brother of 8ir vVilliam, was 

also knighted. He became Sir John, at N e"'"n1arket, on 

the 21st of ]february, 1622-3. His identity n1ay be 

c~tablishe<l. in several ,va ys. 

In a series of old account-books preserved at Althorp, 

which have been carefully examined by the Rev. John 

Nassau Simpkinson, Rector of Brington (whose interest 

in the subject, and whose kind assistance the writer begs 
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thus publicly to acknowledge), and to some extent by the 

writer himself, there is abundant evidence to sho,v that 

the most friendly relations existed between the noble fam

ily at Althorp and their neighbors and tenants the Wash

ingtons. Evidence to the same ·effect is also to be found 

in several of the wills of the family, of which, in some 

·instances, Lord Spencer was appointed supervisor. The 

Washingtons were a gentle family, although greatly 

reduced in circumstances, having been compelled to part 

with the estate of Sulgra ve, upon which they retired to 

Brington. The Lord_ Spencer of that day, however, did 

not forsake his friends in their adversity. They had hith

erto been his frequent guests at vVormleighton, and, -on 

their settlement at Brington, were as cordially ,velcomed 

to Althorp. It n1a y also be mentioned that the two fam

ilies were more or less near I y connected by intermarriage. 

The old account-books referred to were the steward's 

usual household books, and also son1e that were kept by a 

person who had charge of the grain given out daily for 

the use of the horses of the establishment as well as those 

of Lord Spencer's guests. These books record the fre

quent presence, as guests at Althorp, of J\'Ir. Robert ,v ashington ( who died on the 10th of -1\Iarch, 1622-3, 

and ,v ho is last mentioned shortly before his death) ; 

also of vVilliam, John, Lawrence, and Thomas 1V ashing

ton (evidently four of the sons of Lawrence and Marga

ret) ; :oiii~tress Alice "T ashington ( their sister) ; and ah:o 

of the Curtises and Pills, with whom the vVashingtons 

intermarried; but, which is more important, do,vn to the 

10th of November, 1621, \'Villiam "'\Vashington is always 

mentioned as Mr. William, and on that date for the last 
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time, reappearing on the 30th of March, 1622, a8 Sir 
William. He had been knighted on the preceding 17th of 

January. After the 30th of March, 1622, down to the 

11th of l anuary, 1622-3, the two brothers are mentioned 

as Sir "\Villiam and Mr. John Washington. The latter is 

never so designated again, but, on the 22d of March fol

lowing, the presence of Sir John Washington is recorded.· 

He had been knighted between those two dates, on the 

21st of February. Afterwards Thomas (who is last men

tioned on the 12th of October, 1622) having died in 

Spain in 1623, the three brothers are always mentioned 

as Sir William, Sir John, and Mr. Lawrence Washing

ton. There is abundant other evidence to show that 

these brothers were the sons of Lawrence and Margaret 

Washington, formerly of Sulgrave and afterwards of 

Brington. 

The history of Sir John "\V ashington was briefly as 

follows: and, to avoid numerous notes and references, the 

,vriter will simply remark that for every fact stated he 

has the evidences in his possession. He was first married~ 

on the 14th of June, 1621, at St. Leonard's, Shoreditch, 

by virtue of a license, to 1Iary, one of the <laughters of 

Philip Curtis, gentleman, by Catherine his wife, of Islip, 

N orthants. The will of her mother, dated the 6th of 

December, 1622, mentions her as her daughter Mary 

Washington, and bequeaths a legacy of 507. to her then only 

son Mordaunt ,v ashington. She had two other sons, viz. 

John and Philip, and died on the 1st of January, 1624-5. 

She- was buried in the church of Islip aforesaid, where 

her monument still exists, ·with the f ollo,ving inscription : 

"Here lieth the body of Dame Mary, wife unto Sr John 



THE WASHINGTON FAMILY. 13 

\iV ashingto knight, daughter of Phillipe Curtis, gent. 

who had issue by hur sayd husbande 3 sonns, Mordaunt, 

,John, and Phillipe; deceased the 1 of J anu. 1624." 

The monumental inscription of her mother, Catharine 

Curtis, also in Islip church, states that by her husband 

Philip Curtis, gentleman, she had issue one son, Philip, 

an<l. four daughters. This Philip Curtis married Amy 

\V ashington, one of the daughters of Lawrence and Mar

garet, at Brington, on the 8th of .August, 1620. Of this 

connection there cannot be the slightest doubt, and as their 

wills are both otherwise important, as establishing the 

point at issue, full abstracts pf them are here given. 

That of Philip Curtis was nuncupative, and made on the 

19th of May, 1636, in presence of Sir John Washington, 

knight and another. He bequeathed 1,000l. to his daugh

ter Catharine, ,vhen of age or married, and to his nephews 

John Washington and Philip Washington each 50l. when 

of age. His nephew Mordaunt Washington he com-

1nended to the kindness of his wife, to whom he be

queathed the residue of his estate, and appointed as 

guardians of his daughter, the clergyman of the parish 

and " Sir John vV ashington of Thrapston, in the county 

of Northampton, knight.': The ,vill was proved on the 

30th of ~lay following by his relict .Amy Curtis, and on 

the ensuing 27th of June, she made her own will. After 

directing to be buried in the chancel of Islip near her 

husband, she proceeds substantially as follows:-

Whereas there was given to my nephew Mordaunt 

Washington, the eldest son of Sir John Washington, knt. 

by the last will and testament of his grandmother Curtis, 
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deceased, the sum of 50l., I now give to said Mor

daunt 250l. more, to be employed for his benefit till he 

become of age or married. Whereas my husband, lately 

deceased,. gave to John Washington, second son of Sir 

John Washington, 501., I now give to said John, my 

nephew, 50l. more, to be employed to his use till he be of 

age, &c. Whereas my husband, lately deceased, gave by 

his last will to my nephew Philip Washington, third son 

of Sir John Washington, ~t., 50l., I now give him 50l. 

more, &c. Whereas my husband Philip Curtis, by his 

last will, gave n1e and my heirs for ever all his lands, 

~ouses, &c., I now give the same to my only daughter 

Katherine Curtis and her heirs for eyer, as well as the 

residue of all my estate, and appoint "my dear and loving 
\ 

mother, Margarett Washington, and my loving brother, 

Sir John Washington, knight," to be her guardians. 

One of the witnesses to this will is William Washing

ton, doubtless Si~ William her brother. Administration 

thereon was gra:nted, on the 19th of November following, 

to ~ir J obn Washington, knight, ,vho is described as the 

"lawful brother" of the testatrix, and who was to act 

during the n1inority of Katherine Curtis, daughter of the 

testatrix and the executrix named in the will. 

There could not possibly be a more satisfactory docu

ment than this, as the testatrix not only give·s the name of 

her mother, but also distinctly states her relationship to 

Sir John ,,T ashington, which is legally confirmed by the 

Court of Probate. 

The subsequent personal history of Sir John W ashirig

ton, except that he married a second wife, is almost entirely 
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unknown. Among the Royalist Composition Papers at the 

Public Record Office, in the case of the Earl of North

ampton, there is an affidavit of a tenant who had paid 

218l. to Thomas Farrer for the use of the said earl and 

Sir John Washington. Farrer responds, that what sums 

of money he had received out of the estate of James Earl 

of Northampton had been so received "as agent and on 

behalf of Sir John Washington, by virtue of an Extent 

which the said Sir John had on said estate in the county 

of Bedford;'' whereupon, on the 23d of February, 1653-4, 

it was ordered, "that a letter be written to Sir John 

Washington to pay in the money or show cause." 

On the 14th of January, 1661-2, Lawrence Washing

ton of Garsden, in the county of Wilts, esquire, made his 

will, in which he left an annuity of 40l. per annum to his 

"cousin John \V a~ington, son of Sir John Washington 

of Thrapston, in the coun~y of Northampton, knight," 

the legal presumption from which is that both father and 

son were then living, and the former at Thrapston. 

The registers of Thrapston, although embracing the 

period during which ·Sir John Washington is described as 

of that place, and the time of his death, do not once 

mention the name. He died, however, before the 6th of 

October, 1678, on which day Dorothy vV ashington made 

her will, and described herself as " relict of Sir John 

Washington, knight, deceased." She directed to be 

buried in the chancel of the church of Fordham, near her 

grandchild, Mrs. Penelope Audley. She bequeathed of 

her '~ small estate," 5l. to her son, Mr. Thomas Kirkbey, 

and 20s. to each of his sons and daughters, leaving the 

residue of her goods to her daughter, Mrs Penelope 
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Thornton, whom she appointed her executrix. No chil

dren by Sir John Washington are mentioned. In the 

Probate Act she is described ~ of Fordham, in the 

county of Cambridge, and the record of her burial, in the 

parish register of that place, under the year 1678, is as 

follows:-"Dame Dorothy, relict of Sr John ,vassington 

of Thrapston, in the county of Northampton, knight, was 

buryed the 15th day of October." 

It is probable that Sir John had no issue by his second 

·wife, and morally certain that none were Ii ving at her 

death, or she would scarcely have failed to notice them in 
some way in her will. Of the three sons by his :first 

wife, John, we have seen, was still living in 1661-2. 

His eldest brother Mordaunt was visiting at Althorp on 

the 13th of February, 1640-1, but nothing further is 

known of him, nor of his youngest brother Philip, unless 

the latter was one of that name who was buried at 

St.· Martin's-in-the-Fields on the 26th of September, 

1643. 

We proceed now to the history of LAWRENCE WASH

INGTON, apparently the fifth son of La,vrence and Marga

ret, and certainly the younger brother of Sir vVilliam and 

Sir John Washington. 

Baker was quite correct in stating that he was a student 

at Oxford in the year 1622. He was of Brasenose 

College, and matriculated on the 2d of November, 1621. 

The exact record in the Martriculation Register is as fol

lows: "Laurent: v\r ashington, N orthamp : Gen. :fil. an. 

:p.at. 19 ;'" i. e. Lawrence. Washington, of Northampton

shire whose father's rank was that of a gentleman, and 

,vhose own age was nineteen years at his last birthday. 
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It was not until little more than a year later that the 

officials commenced entering in the register the christian 

names and particular residences of the fathers of the stu

dents, but in the present instance the above record is 

almost as satisfactory as it would have been if the other 

particulars ha<J been given. In the first place, the Wash

ington family of Sulgrave, or Brington, was the only one 

of the name in Northamptonshire whose sons could. be 

recognized ancl designated as the sons of gentlemen, 

unless, indeed, the Heralds of that time omitted others, 

which is not probable. Secondly, there was no other 

Lawrence Washington at Oxford for considerable periods 

before and after this date ; uniess, again, all the officials 

were guilty of omissions in all the Registers ( for the writ

er has carefully examined them all), which is even more 

improbable. And, finally, the will of his aunt Elizabeth, 

widow of his uncle Robert "r ashington, dated on the 17th 

of March, 1622-3, among other legacies to his brothers 

and sisters, leaves him her husband's seal ring, and states 

that he was then at Oxford. 

Lawrence Washington was born, therefore, about the 

year 1602. He appears to have entered at Brasenose 

College as early as 1619, but he did not sign the Sub~ 

scription Book until the 2d of November, 1621, under 

which date his name also appears in the general matricu

lation register, in connection with thirty-five others-an 

extraordinary number, and indicating that from some 

cause this ceremony had hitherto been neglected.. He 

took his B. A. degree in _1623, and became Fellow of 

Brasenose about 1624. He is recorded as serving the 

office of lector, then the principal educational office in the 

2 
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college, from 1627 to 1632 inclusive. On the 26th of 

August, 1631, he became one of the proctors of the uni

versity, filling a vacancy that had occurred by the depri

vation of his predecessor by royal warrant. On the 

14th of March, 1632-3, he was presented to the then very 

valuable living of Purleigh, in Essex, and resigned his 

fellowship. The records of a suit in Chancery, preserved 

at the Rolls Office, perfectly identify the rector of Pur

leigh with the fellow of Brasenose and the proctor of the · 

university. He continued at Purleigh until the year 

1643, when, according to Newcourt, he ""as "ejected by 

sequestration for his loyalty in the late rebellion of 1642,"" 

and had the honor of being pilloried in the infamous 

"Century." Walker states that he "was afterwards per

mitted to have and continue upon a Living in these parts; 

but it was such a poor and miserable one that it was 

always with difficulty that any one ""as persuaded to 

accept of it." The ,vriter has been unable to ascertain 

the living mentioned; but it is to be hoped that some 

further trace of him n1ay yet be discovered in the neigh

borhood of Purleigh, where, putting the usual construc

tion upon Walker's language, he continued in his profes

sion of a clergyman after the Restoration, and consequently 

some years after the date of his nan1esake's emigration to 

Virginia. 

We are now prepared to test the question of identity 

first raised. 

Referring again to the facts that the John and Law

·rence Washington of the Northamptonshire pedigree 
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were respectively at least sixty-two and fifty-five years of 

age in 1657, the date of th~ emigration, and that both of 

the real emigrants remarried and had issue in Virginia

facts, almost, if not quite, sufficient in themselves to settle 

the question without further dispute, especially as the evi

dences in the will of Lawrence of Virginia indicate that 

he was probably under thirty years of age at· the time of 

his emigration-we may safely leave the issue to the effect 

of either of the following propositions,-

First. John ,v ashington of Sulgrave and Brington 

was knighted, and became Sir John, while his· brother 
Lawrence was a clergyman of the Established Church. 

If they were the Virginia emigrants the one must have 

abandoned his knighthood, and the other rejected his 

surplice and bands, for both were never kno-wn in Vir

ginia except as" Esquires," or "Gentlemen," and by the 

latter appellation they described the~11selves in their wills. 

For either 'of these rejections ther~ could have been no 

possible cause, as Virginia ,vas then a loyal colony, and 

her established religion that of the mother country. 

Second! y. Sir John ,v ashington had at least · two 

wives. The first, named J\lary, was buried at Islip, in 

Northamptonshire, while the name of his widow was 

Dorothy, and she was buried at Fordham in Ca1nbridge

shire. John Washington, gentleman, the Virginia emi

grant, states distinctly in his will, dated the 27th of 

September, 1675, that he brought his first wife from Eng

land ,vith him, that she died in Virginia, and was buried 

with two children on his own plantation, and that his 

second ,vife's name was Anne, whom he appointed his 

executrix. 
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It is clear, therefore, that if John ,,r ashington, son of 

Lawrence 2.nd Margaret of Sulgrave, ·was identical with 

Sir John Washington of Thrapston, knight, he c~uld not 

have been the emigrant to Virginia in 1657; and, as there 

cannot be the slightest doubt upon that point, the assump

tion of Sir Isaac Heard and Mr. Baker unquestionably 

falls to the ground. 

On a future occasion the ,vriter proposes to review the 

vV ashington pedigree more at large, and to present other 

more reasonable theories as to the true ancestry of the 

.A.merican President. He has accumulated a large amount 

of information from almost every source accessible to him, 

and believes that it embraces the real history of the 

family; but he yet lacks the positive clue that ,vould 

solve the mystery, and enable hin1 to reduce the chaotic 

material to order. He will be very grateful for even the 

most apparently trifling note concerning the name which 

may be transmitted to .him. * 

* Any communications may be addressed to the care of W. II. Whit
more, Boston, or John Gough Nichols, Esq., London, Eng. 





TH~~ PEDIGREE OF ,v ASHINGTON. 

e• From Bnkcr's History of Northatnptonshire," Vol. J., p. 513.) 

JooN WASHINGTON, of Whitftcld, co. Lnncaster.T .••• 
I --·----------, 

lRt ux .•... dau. orr2. Robert Wnshlng•12d ux .•.•• dau, of l\flloe 
1

8d ux, Agnes, dau. of . . • • 1. John Washington, 
•... Wefltfield, of ton, of Warton, co. Whittington, of Barwick, Bateman, of Horsham, co. of Whitfield, co. Ln.n-
co. Lancaster. Lancaster, gent. co. Lancaster. Westmoreland. cnster, 

, / -·1--- , I· I I 7 
1. John Wnsh-=l\Iargarct, dan. of Robert J{it- 2. 'l'~omas Ellen, wife Robert= •.• , Miles • • . • Anthony Matthew :mtzabeth, 
ington, of \\'ar- son, of Warton, and sister of Washing- of James Wash- Wnsh• ,vash- Wash- Wash-

ton, co. Lan- Sir 'fhomas J\Jtson, Alderman ton. )Jason, C>f lngton. lngton. ington. lngton, ington. 
castor, gent. of London. Warlon. 

I 
I ux. EH-=Lawrence Washington, or=F Anne, 

zabeth, Northampton, and of dau. of 
widow of Gray's Inn, Middlesex, Uobert 
William Esq, Mayor of Northamp- Pargit<lr, 

Gough of ton, 1582 A.nd 1546, grantee of Gret-
N orth- of Sulgravo 80 Hon. VIII. ; worth, 

ampton, ob. 19 ~'eh. 26 Eliz. Esc. gent ; ob. 
ob. s. p. 26 Eliz n. 179. 7 Oct. 

1564. 

Ro~ert Wnsh-
I I 

Elizabeth, =1, = Anne, 8. ..... 
dau. nnd ington, of Sul- dau of 4, .... 

heir of grave, ERq .. rot. 
Walter 40, Esc. 26 Eliz. l<'li1her, 

Light, of jointly with his of Iiams• 
Uadwe.y, l!0n Lawrence lope, co. 
r.o. War- 8old Sulgrnvo, 8 Ducks 

wick. Jae. oc. rnoi. 
a b 

I I I I 
2. Nicholas Wn11hlng-

ton. 
8. Leonard Washing

ton. 
4. Poter Washington, 

ob. s. p. 
6, Thomas Washing

ton. 

l 
Jano, 
wife or 
Hum
}lhrey 

Gardiner, 
of Cock

eram, 
co, Lan

Ca8tor. 

I 
'l'homas Washington, Orr ... 

Compton, co Sussex, •.. 
• dau. of 
. Deer

ing. Captain in Flande1·s, 

I 
Jlichn.rd 

\Vnsh
lngton, 

ob s. p. 

. I I I --
Lucy. nx ..•.• Chizolwright, 

of co Cam bridge 
Anno, ux. Jtobort Bateman. 
l{athcrlne, ux Melchior Uoy

nolde 

k I I I I I I 
2. I - A 1. ranees, ux. John Thomp- Mary\ ux Abel l\Iakepoact>, Sir Lo.w-- nno, 

,mn, of Sulgrave. of Chipping Wardon, dau. of rence Wash-
2. Anno, ux. Edmund Fos- gent. ington, of .... 

teri of Himslope, co. Bucks. • Garsdon, co. bur at 
3. El zabeth. l\Je.kepence, of Sulgrave. Wilts; bur. Garsdon 
4. Magdalen. Margaret, ux. Gerard Haw- there 24 16June, 
o, DarbarR. tyn, of Lee, co Oxon. May, 16431 1646. 

rot. 64. 
C 



rt b 

I I 

I 
1. Law- -imirgaret, 2. Robert Wash-
ranee dau. WU ington, of Bring-

Washing- 11am But- ton, gent. ob. 10 
ton, of ler. of March; bur. 

Sulgravc, Tighes, there 11 Mar, 
Esq, ob. co. 1622-3; mar. 
13 Dec.; Sussex, Elizabeth, dau. 
bur. at Esc1, ; John Ch\shull, 

Brlngton, mar. of More Halli co. 
16 Dec. at Aston Essex, ob. 0 
1616. le Walls March; bur. at 

8Aug. Brlngton 20 
1688. March, 16'.l2-8. 

1. slr =Anne, 
Wllllam half.siB-

I ·. -
2. Jo/iii Wash- - .• , • 

ington, of 
Wash- ter to 
tngton, George 

of Pack- Villiers, 
ington, Duke of 
co. Loi- Duck-
cester. Jngham. 

South Cave, 
co. York, 
tmigrated 

to America, 
about 1667. 

8. 
I I 

Walter Wash-
lngton, ob. Jnf, 

4. Walter Wash-
ington, of co. 
Warwick, m. 

Catherine, dau. 
J. Murden, of 
Ratcliffe, co. 

Warwick, 1 

John Washing-
ton, of Radway, 
co Warwick, 

mar. Mary, dau. 
George Danvers, 
of Bliewortb, 

Esq. 

RtchJrd Wash
ington 

Lawrence Wa.¥h
ington, student 

at ~ford, 1622, 
emif:rated to 

.America wlth his 
brother John. 

r; 

I 
d I I 5. hrieto-

I I f 
Anne, ux. 

111 
Alban JJ) Lai- = Elea- = 2nd 

I 
Mary, 

pher WI.Lllh- Alban Wash- UX, rence nor, hue- ux., 
Jngton, mar. Wakelyn. lnqton, Martin Wash- dau. band, . ... 

Marga.rot, Ursula, Ult, ret. 19, Edom, Ing- Wll- Sir Hore-
dn.u .•••• 1618. of Ban- llnm Wil-T. Adcock, ton, pole, 
Palmer, of of Swln- Guy bury, of Guise, Illlm of 
Radway, ford, co, Wash- co Gars- of El• Pargl- Maid-
co. War- Leicester. lngton. Oxon. don, more, ter, of stone, 

wick. EUzo.bethl Robert Margaret, CO, co. Grf't- co 
6. William ux. Lew s Wash- ux. J. Glou- worth, l{ent, Wilts, 

Washing- Richardson, ington. Gardiner, Esq, cester, ob. gent. 
1678. ton. of Turvey, of Lon-

7, Thomas co. Bedford, don. 
Wash!ng-

ton, 

I I I 
Thomas Wash

ington. 
George Wash

ington 
Gregory Wash• 
ington, bap. at 

lirlngton, 16 
Jan ; bur. 17 
Jan. 1006-7. 

Catherine. 

l I I I I I I 
E lZiibeth, ux. Amy, mar. at Brlng-
Fra.ncls Mewco, ton 8 Aug. 1620, 
of lloldonby. Philip Curtis, gent. 

Joan, ux. Frn.n- . Darbara, buri. at As-
ols Till [Plll] ton, 1 AprllL 1686, 

Margaret ux. Hmon nutler, 
Allee. of Aplotrec, gent.; 
Frances. bur at Aston, 16 

June, 1028 1 ,-,-, 

Esq, 

m 

l 
Elizabeth, dau. and 
heiress, ob. 2 Oct 
1693, let wife of 

Robert Shirley, Bar
ron l!'errare, of 

Ohnrtley, co. Staf
ford, afterwards 

Earl Ferrars, ob. 25 
Dec, 1717, 1 ,-,-, 

I 
}. Henry Washington, 

wt. s,• 1a1s. 
I 

2. George Wasblngtpn. []from whom. in the 8d generation, 
President Washington ] 

ii' Error for 8. Vide Vlsttatlan, 




