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Francis Corbin, one of the most prominent and controversial figures in 

North Carolina in the middle years of the 18th century, died July 29, 

1767.  Just as in life, controversy erupted over his worldly possessions 

pitting his widow, the former Jean Innes, against Corbin family 

members.  These issues were eventually resolved, and his possessions, 

located at what is now known as the Cupola House in Edenton, North 

Carolina, were sold on September 20, 1768 (Fig. 1, Cupola House).1 The 

recent discovery that this sale was recorded room by room has opened 

new avenues of research and new insights into this structure’s history 

and initial use. 
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Corbin’s background is uncertain except that he was a native of Great 

Britain.  John Carteret, 2nd Earl Granville, perfected his proprietary 

claim to the northern one-third of North Carolina on September 17, 

1744, after declining to sell his share of the Lords Proprietors Grants of 

1663 back to the Crown.  Just two months later, in November 1744, 

Corbin was sent to the Carolinas by Granville with the new charter for 

the colony with instructions that Corbin was to represent Granville’s 

interests in the property.  Controversy arose between Corbin and 

Granville’s agent already in the Carolinas and political intrigue ensued, 

including trips across the Atlantic and the removal of North Carolina’s 

Colonial Governor, Gabriel Johnston.  Finally, in October 1749, Corbin 

and fellow Granville representative, Thomas Childs, returned to North 

Carolina as Granville’s authorized agents to conduct his affairs and 

collect quit rents as they applied to Granville’s vast holdings along the 

northern third of the colony.2  

 

Upon arrival, Corbin opened a land office in Edenton in the second week 

in October 1750 (Fig. 2, Sauthier Map of Edenton, 1769).  Edenton was 

the former capitol of the colony and the major center of trade and 

commerce in the Albemarle Region.  Corbin’s status as Granville’s chief 

agent led to his appointment to the Governor’s Council, as a Judge of the 

Court of Admiralty, as an Associate Justice of the General Court, and as 

a Colonel of the militia.  He resided at a plantation approximately three 

miles southeast of Edenton.  Corbin leased the 4000-acre plantation, 

known as Moseley Point, from Edward Moseley (Fig. 3, Collet Map of 



1770, showing Moseley Point southeast of Edenton).  Moseley sold the 

land to Samuel Johnston in 1763.  The deed notes the land was “late in 

occupation of Francis Corbin”.3 A portion of this large plantation is the 

current site of the Northeastern Regional Airport.  
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Against Granville’s wishes, Corbin initially refused to maintain all the 

relevant land records pertaining to Granville’s vast holdings in Edenton, 

preferring to store them in more remote regional offices in Enfield, 

Hillsborough, at one point called Corbin Town, and Salisbury.  This kept 

Corbin’s business dealings for Granville away from the prying eyes of 

the current governor, Arthur Dobbs, with whom Corbin maintained a 

growingly strained relationship.  Corbin left the day-to-day management 

of Granville’s holdings to those outlying locations, while he furthered 

his own business interests through a business partnership with former 

Irish sea captain, John Campbell, the owner of a number of plantations 

along the Chowan River in neighboring Bertie County.4 

 

Charges of corruption ensued, culminating in what was known as the 

Enfield Riot in January 1759.  Corbin was seized in Edenton along with 

co-agent Joshua Bodley by disgruntled land owners and taken 70 miles 

west to Enfield, where he was forced to sign documents ensuring the fair 

and proper transaction of business in Earl Granville’s land offices.  

Governor Dobbs took this opportunity to strip Corbin of most of his 

offices.  Granvillle followed on April 25, 1759, and revoked Corbin’s 

authority as his agent.  Corbin, however, was popular with the local 

populous and was almost immediately elected to represent Chowan 

County in the General Assembly.  He represented Chowan County from 

1760 to 1765 and was eventually restored by Governor Dobbs to a 

number of his previous positions.5 



 

As previously stated, Granville instructed Corbin several times in the 

1750s to construct a proper land office in Edenton suitable for 

transacting his business and storing all of Granville’s land receipts in 

one location.  He instructed Corbin to have “one part of the house 

allotted for the clerk's office with proper conveniences and the other to 

serve as an apartment for you where you may commodiously transact 

my affairs with necessary and secure accommodations for the receipt of 

my papers”.  Granville set a limit on construction costs at 80 to 100 

pounds sterling.  After years of delay, in April 1756, Corbin purchased 

Lot 1, New Plan, on the Edenton waterfront, but he did not purchase it in 

Granville’s name.  Instead he made the purchase in his own name.6 

Granville’s use of the word “commodiously” with Corbin may have 

been misplaced.  

 

One fact gleaned from the discovery that the sale of Corbin’s property at 

the Cupola House was recorded room to room was that the northwest 

room on each floor was empty at the time of the sale.  The rest of the 

rooms were fully furnished to serve their respective functions.  These are 

also the only two rooms in the house that display Federal period 

woodwork.  It is not logical that during the tenure of the next owner, Dr. 

Samuel Dickinson, it was decided to incur the expense of removing the 

1758 period woodwork from arguably two of the lowest status rooms in 

the house and update them with new woodwork, while leaving the then 

out of date woodwork in the dining room, parlor, and upstairs bed 



chambers.  This fact, in addition to other information, including that 

these were the only two rooms in the Cupola House at the time of 

Corbin’s estate sale that were empty, argues that these two rooms were 

unfinished, or finished in a manner unlike the rest of the house, at the 

time of the sale. 

 

A review of the timeline of the construction of the Cupola House helps 

to provide a plausible explanation.  Based on dendrochronology, the 

timber used to construct the house was felled after the growing season in 

1757, indicating the framing of the house began in early 1758, if not late 

1757.  Corbin was instructed by Granville to secure a building in 

Edenton that served three functions: an office for clerks to transact 

Granville’s business, an apartment for Corbin to transact Granville’s 

business, and storage for Granville’s papers and records.  Corbin 

apparently took Granville at his word and constructed the main body of 

the Cupola House as a space for Corbin to “commodiously transact” 

affairs.  There were still two functions remaining, and it is believed 

Corbin designed the two northwest rooms to accommodate Granville’s 

instructions. The lower northwest room was to serve as an office to 

conduct Granville’s land dealings and the upper northwest room for the 

storage of records.  It should be remembered that Corbin was removed 

as Granville’s agent on April 25, 1759, a time when the framing of the 

house likely was nearing completion but before the house interior was 

completed.  Studs for the attic knee walls were felled after the 1759 

growing season, so construction was not complete.7 It should also be 



noted that no chimney was constructed to serve these two northwest 

rooms until the early nineteenth century during Dickinson’s ownership, 

another sign these two rooms were abandoned before completion as they 

were no longer needed for their original purpose.  Paint analysis 

conducted by Dr. Susan Buck in 2018 found that in the northwest second 

floor room, there are two additional coats of paint on the room’s cornice, 

predating all other woodwork in the room.  Two possible scenarios 

would account for this.  First, that all woodwork in the room except the 

cornice was removed and updated, which is unlikely.  Second, that after 

the cornice was in place, plans for the room changed, and it was never 

completed until Dickinson’s ownership.  Perhaps a rough finish was 

applied by Corbin after he was fired by Granville that did not suit the 

needs of the later owners, as Corbin did go to the trouble to paint the 

cornice, but the first generation of paint found on the cornice was simply 

off white.  All other second floor rooms had distinct and individual color 

schemes.  Even the lumber room, the northeast chamber and the lowest 

status room on the second floor, was treated to a gray-blue as its first-

generation paint color.  The color scheme for the first-floor northwest 

room could not be examined as the Cupola House’s first floor woodwork 

was sold by the owner in 1918 to representatives of the Brooklyn 

Museum, where it is displayed today.  Alarmed citizens quickly raised 

money necessary to secure the remaining woodwork, including the 

staircase.8 This event triggered a preservation movement in Edenton that 

is going on to this day.  

 



 

 

There is noticeable wear on the floorboards in the first-floor southwest 

parlor at the center of the wall separating it from the northwest room, 

believed to have been planned as an office to conduct Earl Granville’s 

business.  Based on several examples built by William Seay in 

neighboring Bertie County at the end of the 18th and the beginning of the 

19th centuries, a door would be expected, allowing entry to an office 

from a private space in the house, in this case the Cupola House parlor.9 

This allowed the owner to enter the office unseen by a waiting visitor in 

the passage, so the owner could be seated in a position of authority to 

greet his visitor.  The HABS drawing of the Cupola House floor plan 

from the second quarter of the 20th century shows a door connecting the 

Cupola House parlor to the first-floor northwest room (Fig. 4, HABS 

Cupola House first floor plan).  On the second floor, there is currently a 

door connecting the southwest bedroom and the northwest room, now 

believed to have been intended to store Earl Granville’s business papers.  

This does not appear to be a door of first period construction.  The 

design of this door differs from all other first period doors in the house, 

and the door surround appears to date from the same later period as the 

other woodwork in the second-floor northwest room other than the 

cornice.  The original single door from the upper passage into the 

northwest room would have ensured security for Granville’s records. 



 
Figure 4 

A second fact gleaned from the room-to-room recording of Corbin’s 

estate sale is the contents of the southeast first-floor room, the dining 

room (Fig. 5, Cupola House dining room).   

                 Figure 5 



On that day, September 20, 1768, that room contained two square 

mahogany tables, one round mahogany tea table, one pair brass dogs and 

fender, one pair large looking glasses, the “Head of Grotius”, and “8 

Arm Mahogany Chairs”.  These furnishings, along with the room’s 

extravagant carved woodwork, created a room that made a statement.  

This was obviously Corbin’s intent.  Hugo Grotius’ inclusion is telling.  

Grotius was a 17th century Dutch humanist, theologian, diplomat, 

lawyer, and playwright.  He was most influential in the fields of political 

theory and law.  Grotius furthered the idea that rights flowed from 

people, not objects, and the sovereignty of nations originated from its 

people, not from kings.  He was one of the first to formulate the idea that 

nations should be ruled by established laws, allowing for treaties that 

formed the basis for free and safe trade between nations.10 If a visitor did 

not understand that Corbin was first and foremost a businessman intent 

on building his own fortune, the Head of Grotius clarified.  

 

The most extravagant and striking feature in the dining room was the “8 

Arm Mahogany Chairs”.  To say a reference to eight mahogany 

armchairs in mid-18th-century northeastern North Carolina or 

southeastern Virginia is rare is an understatement.  If another reference 

was found, one would expect it to relate to furnishing a residence of the 

colony’s Royal Governor or the Governor’s Council Chamber, not 

furnishing a dining room in a privately-owned structure.  Evidence also 

survives of an actual set of eight mid-18th-century mahogany armchairs, 



four of which still exist, again beyond rare in the study of American 

colonial furniture (Fig. 6, Edenton mahogany armchair). 

  

  
Figure 6 



 

 

They belong to a furniture group with a history of descent or recovery 

within a few miles of Edenton, ironically the same site as the referenced 

set in Corbin’s dining room.  Evidence strongly points to these four 

chairs being the remnants of Corbin’s set of eight mahogany armchairs 

that were sold at the Cupola House on September 20, 1768. 

 

The furniture group that includes these four armchairs is distinguished 

by ball-and-claw feet with what have been termed “knife-edged rear 

talons”, rather than fully developed rear talons (Fig. 7, Rear talon of 

Edenton armchair).11 A similar feature has been seen on at least one 

piece of furniture attributed to Norfolk, Virginia.  In Norfolk, the sharp-

edged rear talon is an extension of the back of the lower leg and may 

represent a cost savings measure.12 The Edenton examples are 

distinguished by the fact that the curvature of the lower leg creates an 

indention at the top of the talon where it meets the leg, creating a curved, 

blade-like appearance. These indented blade-like rear talons are a visible 

feature from a number of angles while viewing the armchairs (See Fig. 

6).  Considering it would take as long or longer to retrieve different tools 

and carve these large, sweeping, rear blades as it would to create a fourth 

toe, it is obvious they are purposeful and had symbolic meaning known 

to the carver and known and accepted by his clients. 



 
Figure 7 

 

The blade-like rear talon is not the only unusual feature of the chair feet.  

There is no web between the toes, which come together at a sharp angle 

instead of a rounded curve.  The shape of the ball is nontraditional in 



that it curves in very little at the bottom, giving it a dome-like 

appearance, and makes the feet look flat at the lower portion of the ball.  

The carver also carved the feet in a manner that moved the top knuckles 

on the side toes in closer to the front toe.  This makes all three top 

knuckles appear to be unusually close together (Fig. 8, Armchair foot, 

top view).  Viewed from the side, this makes the side toe appear to angle 

slightly towards the rear of the foot at the bottom.  Another unusual 

characteristic is the shape of the ankle just above the feet.  Normally it 

would be round, but on the armchairs it is more oval in cross section 

(See Fig. 7).   

          Figure 8 



Two card tables, one with only the legs surviving, share almost identical 

carving with the armchairs, having acanthus leaves springing from 

volutes on the knee blocks.  Both of these tables have lost their original 

knee blocks.  The curvature of the acanthus leaves on these tables where 

they approach the knee block location, exactly matches that found on the 

armchair legs, indicating that the tables’ original knee blocks would 

have matched those on the armchairs.  Noted furniture scholar, John 

Bivins, describes this knee carving as “somewhat naïve in both design 

and execution”.  Instead of coming from the outer curve of the volute 

spiral, the leaves begin, awkwardly, from its center.  The knee blocks on 

the armchairs have rows of shallow cuts made with a small gouge or 

veiner.  (Fig. 9, Knee and knee block carving of Edenton armchair). 

           
        Figure 9 



The only difference between the armchair knees and the table knees is 

the lack of the little flag at the bottom of the leaf on the tables.  The leaf 

carvings all appear to be laid out using the same pattern.  Bivins also 

states that, like the armchairs, the table legs are oval in cross section.  

There is a difference in appearance, however, in the feet of the tables.  

The top knuckles are spread further apart and are more in line with the 

corners of the square blocks from which the feet are carved.  This is the 

more traditional way of carving the ball-and-claw foot.  The table feet 

now include the more traditional curved web between the toes.  The 

indented blade-like rear talons, however, remain unchanged from those 

on the armchairs.  Even though they have a different appearance, it will 

be later shown that the same leg pattern was used to lay out the feet of 

these card tables and the armchairs.13  

 

A pair of card tables and a dressing table, originally thought to be by a 

second carver, show similar features to the earlier armchairs and two 

card tables (Fig. 10, Edenton card table, one of a pair) (Fig. 11, Edenton 

dressing table). The dressing table may originally have contained a small 

dressing mirror with ratcheted support as seen on ladies dressing 

drawers in Charleston, South Carolina, as well as on later Norfolk, 

Virginia, dressing-writing tables.
 The carving on this pair of tables and 

dressing table has also been linked to the carving in the George Blair 

house in Edenton.  Bivins, in describing the dressing table, says “the feet 

have both the dome-like quality and the razor-edged rear talon of the 

preceding group”.  He goes on to say that, except for the style of the 



knee blocks, the carving on the knees of this table “follows the same 

format as that of the chairs.  The carving of the heavily rounded leaf 

elements of this table and the chairs is similar, but this artisan is a better 

carver.  The leafage flows gracefully out of the volutes on the knee 

blocks, although the modeling of the leaves remains somewhat course”. 

                 Figure 10  

            Figure 11 



 

 

 

One feature he cites that connects the table carving to the Blair house 

carving is through the use of stippled ground on the house stair spandrels 

and fascia and also on the knees and knee blocks of this table.  The key 

is the way in which the stippling was done.  In both the house carving 

and the table carving, it “appears to have been cut with a twisting motion 

of a small gouge rather than simply punched in”.  Bivins continues by 

saying, “The Blair house carver, although an excellent draftsman, 

showed a good deal of naivete' in modeling his designs, causing leafage 

to appear exceedingly stylized rather than natural”.14 This comment will 

be repeated in reference to other work by the carver.  A pair of side 

chairs also displays the same stippled ground, executed in the same way, 

and leaf elements on their crest rails matching leaf elements on the 

dressing table knees and the Blair house stair spandrels (Fig. 12, 

Edenton side chair).  These chairs have yellow pine slip seats and ash 

back rails.  A set of five side chairs exactly matching this pair, with the 

exception of the stippling and carved leaf elements on the crest rails, was 

recently discovered at an area auction (Fig. 13, Edenton side chairs, 

three of five).  As seen in Figures 14 and 15, the splats, except for carved 

elements, are identical.  



 
Figure 12 



 
Figure 13 

       
Figure 14                                             Figure 15 

 

Let’s now go back and take a closer look at the “similarities” between 

these two groups, the earlier armchairs and the two card tables, one with 

only legs remaining, and the later pair of card tables, the dressing table, 



and the pair of carved side chairs. Just how similar are they?  Are they 

two separate groups, or do they simply represent the evolution in both 

style and technical ability of a single craftsman?  What about the 

different appearance of the feet?  It could simply be that between the 

time of the building of the armchairs and the two card tables, the carver 

saw an imported example of a more traditional ball-and-claw foot and 

discovered it was an easier and faster way to shape these feet.  Whatever 

the reason, it should be pointed out that from this point forward, this is 

the form of foot he used.  How can we relate this earlier group, the 

armchairs and the two card tables, to three members of the later group, 

the pair of card tables and the dressing table?  Tracings were made of the 

legs of one of the armchairs and one of the pair of card tables to create 

patterns.  Some may wonder how an accurate pattern can be made by 

simply tracing around a round carved leg.  A devise was used which 

holds the point of a pen precisely under a vertical fin that, as it is being 

moved around the outside of the leg, transfers an outline to a board held 

in front of the leg.  This method yields a very accurate side profile of the 

leg, which is then verified by taking exact measurements from the legs 

and comparing them to the patterns in numerous places.  A close look at 

the two patterns created in this way reveals that the foot of the armchair 

pattern and the foot of the table pattern are identical, indicating the 

maker used the armchair pattern to generate the foot pattern of the taller 

leg pattern on all the tables (Fig. 16, Patterns, Edenton armchair leg and 

Edenton card table leg.) (Fig. 17, Patterns, Edenton armchair leg 

superimposed over Edenton card table leg).  On the table pattern, beside 



the ankle, a small oval shape can be seen.  When measuring the leg to 

check the pattern, it was found that this table leg was also oval and not 

round at the ankle. 
 

       
Figure 16                                              Figure 17 

 

 

 

Now let’s look at the acanthus leaf carving on the two groups.  By 

comparing the leaf in Figure 18 on the dressing table to the armchair leaf 

in Figure 19, it can be seen that, while not identical, the leaves are very 

similar.   



       
Figure 18                                   Figure 19 

 

If one starts at the bottom of the leaf, ignoring the flag below the leaf on 

the armchair leg, and follows along the edge of the leaf, there is a group 

of three lobes at the beginning.  This is followed by a space which leads 

up to the tiny tip of a leaf, two more larger lobes, another open space, 

and ending at the top with two more small lobes beside the volute.  This 

is arguably the same leaf pattern that has been elongated to fit the taller 

table leg pattern.  On the dressing table, the leaf now flows smoothly 

from the outer edge of the volute instead of springing out of the middle 

of it as on the armchairs.  One reason for this could be that the shorter 

armchair legs do not allow room for this, but more likely, the carver’s 

sense of design and carving ability had greatly improved at this point in 

his career.  This could give the impression that “this artisan was a better 



carver”.  The taller table leg also provided space for the addition of 

stippled ground at the top of the knee and on the knee block.  Is this 

really a new element though?  The stippling consists of rows of small 

gouge cuts.  This same technique was used in the same area of the 

armchair legs where there are rows of small gouge cuts on the knee 

blocks. 

 

Considering all this evidence: matching foot patterns, identical carving 

relating some of the pieces, very similar carving connecting others, oval 

ankles on all pieces, flat-bottomed dome-like feet, the use of small 

gouge cuts as decorative elements on all pieces, and most importantly, 

the indented blade-like rear talons, which never change from the 

beginning to the end, a strong case is made for this entire body of work 

being produced by the same carver.     

 

 

Bivins, the author of the seminal work, The Furniture of Coastal North 

Carolina 1700-1820, where this Edenton furniture group was first 

discussed, was a talented wood carver in his own right.  As stated 

previously, Bivins determined that it was probable that the individual 

who carved the pair of card tables and the dressing table also carved the 

stair spandrels and stair fascia originally in Edenton’s George Blair 

house, now preserved and displayed at the Museum of Early Southern 

Decorative Arts in Winston-Salem, North Carolina (MESDA).  The 

Blair house was probably constructed shortly after Blair purchased the 



property in 1763, very close in time to the construction of the Cupola 

House.  In addition to the stippled ground, Bivins pointed out the 

rounded appearance of the leaf elements flowing from volutes, the flat 

strapwork borders, and nontraditional use of chip cuts as elements 

shared by the furniture and the Blair house carving.15 These same 

features are found on the earlier referenced pair of related carved side 

chairs.  

 

Two of the four surviving mahogany armchairs have Edenton area 

provenance or recovery histories.  One is branded “John Cox/ Edenton 

NC” on the inside of its rear seat rail (Fig. 20, Edenton armchair, Cox 

family).   

                 Figure 20 



 

John Cox built Albania in the second quarter of the 19th century across 

Filberts Creek from the west end of Edenton, replacing an earlier house.  

The second armchair has a long history of descent in Hertford, North 

Carolina, located 13 miles east of Edenton (See Fig. 6).  The four 

armchairs contain a variety of secondary woods, including cherry, 

beech, yellow pine, and cypress.16 This is not unusual for furniture made 

in an active port town like Edenton, where availability of certain woods 

was not consistent.  Other examples of Edenton furniture contain what 

was termed “northern woods”, including spruce as determined by 

microanalysis on a later signed Edenton chair.  European beech, often 

used on a slip seat, was standard fare in Great Britain, where it was 

known as being resistant to splitting when nailed.  In the American 

Colonies, however, native beech was soon discovered to be a brittle 

wood and, therefore, not favored as a furniture element that was heavily 

nailed, as a slip seat.  Newly arrived cabinetmakers, possibly including 

this craftsman, soon learned the superiority of yellow pine in such a 

position. 

 

The four chairs are numbered as follows: VII back rail and II slip seat, 

IIIII back rail and VIII slip seat, III back rail and IIII slip seat, and IIIIII 

inner seat rail and slip seat.17 Books of the period, such as The 

Instructor; or Young Man’s Best Companion, published in Edinburgh in 

1767, contained a wide range of information needed by a young man or 

woman as they made their way into the adult world.  Books of this type 



instructed in the use of Roman Numerals as we are instructed today, 

with IV for 4 and VI for 6.  The use of IIII for 4 is seen on some clock 

faces of the period.  However, IIIII for 5 and IIIIII for 6 more likely 

points to the idiosyncrasies of one individual performing this work.   

 

It has been stated that two of the chairs might have different early 

upholstery remnants.  It would prove helpful, but probably not practical, 

to have all four remaining chairs examined by the same expert to 

discover if original upholstery campaigns could be determined.  

However, one would be hard pressed to distinguish a fragment of fabric 

under a wrought upholster tack or in the hole left by such a tack that was 

placed in the chair in 1760 as opposed to 1780.  The numbering of the 

chairs, however, is telling.  Invariably, armchairs created with matching 

side chairs were numbered at the beginning or the end of the series, with 

armchairs numbered one and two, or eleven and twelve if at the end of 

the set.  The numbers on the frames and slip seats of the four remaining 

armchairs include two through eight, which would be highly unusual if 

these armchairs were from sets including side chairs.  Furthermore, the 

fact that the numbers on the seat frames and the numbers on the slip 

seats do not repeat is consistent with these chairs being from one set of 

eight armchairs, just as recorded in Corbin’s estate sale. Perhaps the 

most compelling evidence that the four remaining armchairs are from a 

set of armchairs is that there are no know examples of side chairs with 

the same crest rail and splat. 

 



The pair of card tables from this Edenton shop descended in the family 

of Willie Jones, pronounced Wiley (See Figure 10).  Jones resided at 

“The Grove” just outside of the town of Halifax in Halifax County, 

North Carolina.  Their original owner was probably his father, Robert 

“Robin” Jones.  In 1756, Robert Jones was appointed to serve as 

Attorney General of North Carolina.  He was also a collector of quit 

rents for Earl Granville’s vast holdings and personally acquired much 

land and wealth. These roles, as well as that of a legislator, meant Jones 

spent much time in Edenton until his death in the mid-1760s, where he 

undoubtedly purchased these card tables.  The likely descent of the 

related dressing table has been discovered by Robert Leath, former Chief 

Curator and Vice President of Collections, Research, and Archaeology 

for MESDA and current President of Classical American Homes 

Preservation Trust (See Fig. 11).  The table was owned by William E. 

Cullens and his wife, Pauline Powell, of Harrellsville, located just up the 

Chowan River from Edenton.  Two important pieces by Bertie County 

cabinetmaker, William Seay, a corner cupboard with masonic imagery 

and a desk and bookcase containing signatures of Cullens family 

members, descended from the Powell branch of Pauline's family of 

western Bertie County.  The dressing table likely descended through the 

family of Nathan Cullens' first wife, Mary Benbury, who descended 

from a number of wealthy Edenton families.  Nathan was William 

Cullens' father.  Mary Benbury's great grandfather was Edmund Blount 

(1745-1792).  His extensive estate included "1 mahogany dressing table 

& glass", which was purchased by his widow Mary, formerly Hoskins, 



for two pounds.  Blount's sale later included a separately listed item, "1 

drefsing glafs", which Mary also purchased for ten shillings.  This offers 

evidence that the "glass" included in the description of the dressing table 

was a component of the table itself, or it too would have been listed 

separately like the dressing glass.  Furniture, such as this rare 

northeastern North Carolina dressing table, if not purchased outright by 

a newlywed couple, was often given by parents as gifts to their recently 

married children as they began their lives together.  Edmund Blount and 

Mary Hoskins marriage on February 26, 1765, would date their likely 

acquisition of this table to the time the same carving found on the table 

was also being installed in the Blair house, around 1765.18 

 

Other examples from this shop displaying the distinctive blade-like rear 

talon include a six-leg mahogany drop-leaf table, a four-leg mahogany 

drop-leaf table, and a piecrust, ball-and-claw mahogany round tea table 

(Fig. 21, Edenton four-leg table).   

                 Figure 21 



The drop-leaf tables, as well as the prior pair of card tables, all display a 

distinctive swing arm joint.  The end of the stay rail is squared off while 

the end of the swing arm is coved.  This configuration predominates in 

neighboring Perquimans County, adjoining Chowan County to the east.  

On examples from this Edenton Group, the outer surface of the end of 

the stay rail is rounded to a V-shaped vertical incision that acts as a 

swing arm stop.  The six-leg drop-leaf table descended in the Webb 

family (Fig. 22, Edenton six-leg table, Webb family). They lived just 

east of Edenton near the Chowan-Perquimans County line.19  

 

 
Figure 22 

 



The feet of the tea table match the carved feet of the four armchairs and 

appear to be from this same early period in the shop (Fig. 23, Edenton 

piecrust round tea table).  It also includes a sharp talon behind its feet.   

 
Figure 23 

 

It is exceeding rare to find anything carved behind the ball-and-claw feet 

of a round tea table.  Some southeastern Virginia round tea tables 



display legs with chamfered lower edges to lighten the appearance of the 

legs, as is sometimes seen on the back edges of pierced chair splats.  The 

talon behind the feet of the Edenton piecrust table serves no decorative 

function, as it is not visible unless the viewer is prone on the floor. This 

feature is essentially a signature of the maker. 

 

In the mid-18th century, three factors needed to be in place for the 

creation of furniture of high quality such as this carved Edenton group.  

First, there had to be a clientele with the interest in quality items to 

enhance their surroundings.  Mid-18th-century Edenton certainly had just 

such individuals.  The former capitol, the headquarters for transactions 

involving Earl Granville’s holdings, and the major regional center of 

trade of the Albemarle Region, men and women of drive and ambition 

were drawn to Edenton.  Examples include Samuel Johnston, nephew of 

former Governor Gabriel Johnston, wealthy merchant George Blair, 

Joseph Hewes, a signer of the Declaration of Independence, Thomas 

Barker and his wife Penelope, and agents for Earl Granville including 

Thomas Child and Francis Corbin.  The business and political success of 

these and other Edenton citizens fulfilled the second factor, the wealth to 

pay for extravagant furniture.  The third factor was the presence of a 

craftsman with the skill set to fulfill the need. The arrival of 

cabinetmaker, Samuel Black, satisfied this third factor.  

 

Evidence points to Samuel Black having arrived in Edenton from Great 

Britain in 1758 or early 1759, but his exact origins are unknown at this 



time.  His first mention in town records was his inclusion in the 1759 

Tax List for Edenton where he appears as “Samuel Blake”.20 Beginning 

with the Tax List of 1760 throughout his Edenton years and beyond he 

was listed as Samuel Black.21 Was this change in last names the result of 

a young and talented tradesman escaping a burdensome apprenticeship?  

Perhaps it was the result of hearing difficulties of the recorder, or the 

recorder’s attempt to decipher the name through the newcomer’s 

Scottish or Irish brogue.  Hopefully, future research will answer the 

question of Black’s origins, but it should be noted that furniture now 

attributed to this talented craftsman has a decidedly Scottish and Irish 

flavor. 

 

Black arrived with the skill set that immediately drew the attention of 

Edenton’s wealthiest citizens, and Black prospered quickly.  Black’s 

arrival in 1758 or early 1759 coincided exactly with the time in the 

construction of the Cupola House that Francis Corbin was in need of the 

services of a skilled craftsman to execute architectural carvings and 

would be planning furniture to fill his new office and living quarters.  

Rather than the space requested by Earl Granville, the Cupola House 

was planned by Corbin as a space to entertain and impress his guests, 

with a small space set aside to conduct the business of Earl Granville.  It 

was never intended as a residence.  This house was Corbin’s view of 

complying with Granville’s instructions to create an office and storage 

space for papers.  Corbin knew the perception he wished to impart to 

future visitors, especially in his well-appointed dining room.  A separate 



space devoted solely to the meal and entertainment was firmly 

established in the colonies only a decade earlier.22 Some believe it 

merely a coincidence that Black arrived just at the time Corbin would 

have need of the services of a talented cabinetmaker and carver.  

However, Corbin’s years in Edenton would have informed him of the 

available craftsmen to implement his vision.  Evidence does not reveal 

anyone in Edenton with the requisite skills to have carved the Cupola 

House interior or the elaborate furniture group with indented blade-like 

rear talons until Black’s arrival.  It is hard to imagine a man like Corbin, 

who planned the display that was the Cupola House, would have begun 

the building project without first securing a craftsman with the skills to 

implement his vision, but instead just left it to chance.  

 

Black maintained a business relationship with wealthy Edenton attorney 

Samuel Johnston.  Johnston's ledger records that during 1763 and 1764, 

he advanced Black funds for various transactions, including with noted 

area house joiner Gilbert Leigh, as well as rented Black property in 

Edenton.  Black's debt grew to 128 pounds, 18 shillings, and 7 pence, 

which remained unresolved until 1768.  In March of that year, Johnston 

purchased an exceedingly large amount of furniture from Black and 

credited "his bill for furniture this day, 120 pounds, 8 shillings".  This 

left a bill owing to Johnston of 8 pounds, 10 shillings, and 7 pence.  At 

the same time, Johnston purchased the entire contents of Corbin’s dining 

room at Corbin’s 1768 estate sale, including the eight mahogany 

armchairs.  He also purchased both beds and furniture, all of the china, 



Corbin’s desk and bookcase, and seven walnut chairs.  His purchases 

from Black and at Corbin’s sale certainly point to the likelihood that 

Johnston was either building or refurnishing a house.  Johnston had just 

purchased what would become his home, Hayes Plantation, in 1765.  

Hayes, then including 543 acres, is located just across Queen Anne’s 

Creek from Edenton.  Johnston and his family made Hayes their home 

for the next twenty-five years, and, therefore, undoubtedly Hayes was 

the destination for the Corbin furniture and any furniture purchased from 

Black.  Considering Johnston’s wealth, and his interest in Corbin’s 

furniture, especially the statement made by Corbin’s dining room 

armchairs, it is hard to believe he would not construct an abode on par 

with the finest homes in Edenton, perhaps including Black’s 

architectural carving.  The extensive purchase of furniture in 1768 from 

Corbin’s estate and from Black would coincide with the probable 

completion date of a house begun shortly after the land purchase of 

Hayes in 1765.  The Sauthier Map of 1769 shows a substantial “T” 

shaped house with a wing at Hayes, with an extensive formal garden and 

numerous outbuildings.  A plat drawn of Hayes in 1812 shows a 

substantial two-story house with an outbuilding on either side which 

appear to be connected to the main house by colonnades.  
 

By 1814, this house was listed as “out of repair” and “uninhabitable”.  

These structures were in substantially the same location as the present 

house at Hayes that was completed by Johnston's son, James Cathcart 

Johnston, in 1817.  Later in life, Samuel Johnston, who died in 1816, 



seems to have spent more of his time at his 567-acre Hermitage 

Plantation in Martin County.23    

 

Even with Edenton’s wealth, there was a limited clientele with the 

means to afford furniture of the type that graced the Cupola House 

during Corbin’s time and the type purchased by Johnston from Black.  A 

craftsman of Black’s skills was well prepared to produce furniture of the 

level of the Edenton carved furniture group with indented blade-like rear 

talons, but he could not have survived economically unless he expanded 

his market to include those of more normal means than the wealthiest 

citizens.  Another of Black’s clients, probably a step below the 

wealthiest, was John Vaun.  Vaun operated the Kings Arms Tavern in 

Edenton just west of the Courthouse.  The tavern was operated by Vaun 

as early as 1753 and stood on the western portion of the property now 

occupied by the Hotel Hinton.  He died in 1762, and his wife, Ann, 

administered his estate.  His inventory of November 25, 1762, included 

a substantial amount of furniture, much of it mahogany and at least some 

of it apparently built by Black.  The furniture, undoubtedly used in the 

tavern, included four dining tables, one of mahogany, a round tea table, 

a walnut tea table, “2 deal square tables”, and a “black gammon table”.  

As would be expected, Vaun owned a number of chairs, including 

fifteen brown, twelve white, five low, and six walnut.  An accounting of 

the debts owed by the estate shows a debt to Black of six pounds, nine 

shillings, “in part”.  Apparently, the entire debt was not paid, and a 

summons was issued by Black for Ann, as administrator of the estate, in 



1764 for debt.  Vaun’s estate sale took place on July 27, 1763, and Black 

purchased one bench and vice, eight planks, and several small items.  

Another of Black’s clients was John Vail.  John and his brother, Edward, 

petitioned the Chowan County Court in 1749 to operate a mill near 

Sandy Point in Chowan County.  Edward went on to be appointed 

Brigadier General of the Edenton District in April 1776.  John died in 

1765, and his estate lists a debt owed to Black in July 1766, of five 

pounds, thirteen shillings.24 

 

These and other commissions allowed Black’s wealth to increase in an 

unusually short period of time after his arrival, evidence that Black was 

producing and selling expensive furniture in addition to more standard 

forms.  On June 16, 1763, only a short four or five years after arriving in 

Edenton, Black’s talent as a cabinetmaker and carver allowed him to 

purchased one of the most prominent pieces of real estate in Edenton 

from wealthy Thomas Child.  Child had served as Attorney General of 

North Carolina in the mid-1740s before returning to England, where he 

sought and received appointment as an agent for Earl Granville, sharing 

those duties for a time with Francis Corbin.  Child became Granville’s 

primary agent after Corbin was removed by Granville following the 

1759 Enfield Riots.  In 1761, Child resigned as Attorney General in 

favor of his chosen successor, Robert Jones, the original owner of the 

pair of card tables with indented blade-like rear talons that descended in 

his son, Willie Jones’, family.  At the time of the sale of the property to 



Black, Child was residing in Suffolk, Virginia, after also turning the 

day-to-day operations of Earl Granville’s affairs over to Robert Jones.25 

 

For the price of 200 pounds, Samuel Black, “cabinetmaker”, purchased 

from Thomas Child the northern half of lots 12, 11, 10, and half of the 

northern half of lot 9, New Plan, including all houses, out houses, etc.26 

This property was located on the south side of West King Street in 

Edenton on the highest elevation overlooking Edenton Bay.  It is the 

northern half of the property known today as Pembroke Hall.  Child had 

acquired the property in 1759, and it probably served as his residence.27 

The Sauthier Map of 1769 shows an L-shaped residence on the east end 

of the property near King Street surrounded by extensive gardens and 

outbuildings (Fig. 24, Sauthier Map of 1769, Black's house just above 

"F"). 

                        Figure 24 



 

Black would have rented property for his residence and shop before this 

purchase and afterwards most likely occupied this King Street land as 

his residence.  The west wing of today’s Pembroke Hall is 18th century 

in origin.  It may be a section of the L-shaped home occupied by Child 

and Black.  Perhaps one day, dendrochronology will verify its exact date 

of construction. Black's shop was probably located at Lot 13, Old Plan, 

at the northeast corner of Broad and King or mid-block on Broad (See 

Fig. 2).  This lot was purchased by Johnston from Thomas Barker in 

March 1761, and was the only lot known to have been owned by 

Johnston in 1763 to 1765, when he rented Black a "store".  Either 

prominent location would have been ideal for a cabinet shop as well as a 

blockmakers shop, being just one block from Edenton's main wharf.  

Johnston sold half of Lot 13, which ran north to present day East Eden 

Street, in October 1765, to Fredrick Blount, offering one explanation 

why Black's rental payments to Johnston ceased in 1765.28 

 

Black’s cabinet shop continued to prosper and expand.  The Chowan 

County Tax List of 1765 records Black as an Edenton resident with three 

white males and one black male in his household.  The three whites were 

Black and journeymen Peter Britt and Billy Nash.  The black member of 

his household, undoubtedly a slave and also trained as a cabinetmaker, 

was Rutherford. On April 22 of the same year, Black’s workforce 

increased with the addition of two apprentices.  On that day, Black was 

appointed legal guardian of Job and John Leary, orphans of Cornelius 



Leary.  Job was 15 years, seven months of age.  Both boys were 

apprenticed to Black at the same time to learn the cabinetmaker’s 

trade.29  

 

On October 10 of the same year, 1765, an event took place that likely 

changed the course of Samuel Black’s career as a cabinetmaker.  On that 

day in Bertie County, Black married wealthy widow, Elizabeth Hardy, 

the daughter of prominent Craven, later Duplin, County planter, Captain 

Francis Brice.30 This was the first known marriage for Black.  Elizabeth, 

however, had three prior husbands, all of whom had been landed, 

wealthy men.  From this point onward over the next fifteen years, 

Black’s movements and decisions concerning where he lived and where 

and how he practiced his trade were tied to the wealth and position 

garnered by his wife through her prior marriages.  To understand Black, 

one has to delve into the tangled nuances of Elizabeth’s former husbands 

and their extended families.    

 

Elizabeth’s first husband, Thomas Lee, of Tyrrell County, left a will 

dated November 1, 1751, that mentioned his wife, Elizabeth.  The will 

lists his executors as "my trusty and beloved friends Francis Brice 

esquire of Duplin County”, Elizabeth's father, “Captain William 

Mackey, and Stevens Lee".  Lee stated he was “very sick and weak of 

body” and probably died shortly thereafter.31 A lawsuit filed years later 

by Henry Harramond, Thomas and Elizabeth Lee’s son-in-law and the 

husband of their daughter, Mary, disclosed that Lee’s estate contained 



several large tracts of land.  Elizabeth later took her one-third dower 

interest in a 620-acre tract.32 Another tract contained between 700 and 

800 acres.  Isaac Lee, their oldest son, appeared before the September 

1760 Session of Tyrrell County Court, which found him to be 17 years 

of age.33 His birth around 1743 means Elizabeth was probably born at 

latest in the early to mid-1720’s.   

 

 

 

During these years, Tyrrell County stretched from the coast westward to 

include present day Washington County, where the Lee land was 

located.  In his will of 1751, Thomas gave the location of his lands.  One 

tract was on the southeast side of “Connbee Creek”, now called Conaby 

Creek, which branches off to the southeast near the mouth of the 

Roanoke River as it meets the Albemarle Sound.  This places the tract 

almost directly across the Albemarle Sound from Edenton and 

approximately four miles northeast of present day Plymouth.  A second 

tract named in the will was between Conaby Creek and the Roanoke 

River (Fig. 25, Collet Map of 1770, Lee property at “C” in bottom of 

image).  A third tract was on the west side of Welsh’s Creek, a branch 

off the Roanoke just west of Plymouth.34 Through his marriage to 

Elizabeth, Black had access to at least a portion of these lands. 



  Figure 25 

 

An Elizabeth Lee, listed as a widow, married Evan Jones on February 

20, 1752.35 Evan Jones was commissioned as a Captain in the Tyrrell 

County Militia on January 17, 1747, for the “District Between the Back 

Poplar Swamp and Wekkes Creek”.36 An Evan Jones also served as 

Tyrrell County Clerk of Court.  This Elizabeth does not appear to be the 

widow of Thomas Lee, but was the widow of Thomas’ brother, Stevens 

Lee.   

 

The holdings of various members of the Lee family were very near 

Mackey’s Ferry, owned by Captain William Mackey and the most 

important ferry crossing from Edenton to the south side of the Albemarle 

Sound.  Mackey’s was originally known as Lee’s Point (See Fig. 25).  



The site of one of the earliest, if not the earliest, sawmills in the region 

was south of Mackey’s on Kendrick Creek.  Sawn lumber from the mill 

was sent down Kendrick Creek for shipment to Edenton and beyond.  

The mill was founded by Captain Thomas Blount of Chowan County in 

1701 or 1702.  It was later owned by Thomas Lee, husband to Blount’s 

widow and father-in-law to Elizabeth.  The community that grew and 

developed around the mill was named Lee’s Mill until 1890, when its 

name was changed to Roper.  The mill was passed to the senior Thomas 

Lee’s son and grandson, both named Stevens Lee.  Stevens Lee was 

mentioned in the will of Thomas Lee, Elizabeth’s husband, as his 

nephew.  The older Stevens Lee, whose widow married Evan Jones, died 

in 1747, before Thomas Lee, Elizabeth’s husband, wrote his will, so the  

younger Stevens Lee was the nephew.  Nephew, Stevens Lee, gave the 

land for construction of the first permanent Tyrrell County Courthouse 

on June 18, 1748, on his plantation at Lee’s Mill.37 The family 

connection to one of the most prominent families in the region and, 

considering his trade, to the sawmill, were fortuitous results of Black’s 

marriage to Elizabeth.   

 

One of the witnesses to the marriage of the widow of Stevens Lee, 

Elizabeth, to Evan Jones, was Thomas West.  On August 14, 1753, West 

married Elizabeth, the widow of Thomas Lee.  Therefore, West became 

Elizabeth's second husband.38 Sureties were William Mackey and Evan 

Jones.  Thomas West resided in neighboring Bertie County across the 

mouth of the Roanoke River from the Lee holdings, and considering that 



the easiest mode of travel was by water, were neighbors.  West’s 

holdings were at the head of Batchelor Bay, the southwest portion of the 

Albemarle Sound that forms at the mouth of the Roanoke and Cashie 

Rivers (Fig. 26, Collet Map of 1770, West property labeled “Weft” in 

center left of image) (Also see Fig. 25). 

  Figure 26 

 

Like the Lees, the Wests were one of the most prominent and wealthy 

families in the colony.  Thomas West’s father, Colonel Robert West, 

was a militia officer, a member of the Colonial Assembly, and a member 

of the Governor’s Council.  Thomas West’s brother, also Robert West, 

was a large landowner and militia officer.  Frances West, believed to be 

Thomas and Robert’s sister, married Cullen Pollock, son of Governor 

Thomas Pollock.39 The West and Pollock families maintained close ties. 

 



On July 8, 1752, Thomas’ father, Colonel Robert West, deeded Thomas 

a 200-acre tract that had been purchased from Charles Mitchell.  The 

witnesses to the deed were Stevens Lee’s widow, Elizabeth Jones, Evan 

Jones, Elizabeth’s then husband, and Frances Pollock, Thomas West’s 

sister.40 A review of the Mitchell deed and deeds of surrounding tracts 

shows this property to have been located in southeast Bertie County, 

west of the Roanoke River and north of the Cashie River, adjoining 

Spring Branch.  On July 7, 1752, Thomas purchased 530 acres from 

Robert West, his brother.41 This tract was located near the mouth of the 

Roanoke River between the lowlands, or pocosin, bordering the 

Roanoke, and Cashoke Creek to the north.  The description, which also 

mentions Spring Branch, places the tract south of the mouth of Cashoke 

Creek where it meets the Cashie River, and very near where just 

downstream the Cashie meets the Roanoke.  This land was adjoining the 

200-acre tract.  A map of Bertie County created in 1918 by the U.S. 

Department of Agriculture illustrates this section of the county before 

the overlay of our modern road system.  Figure 27 gives an overview of 

lands at the mouth of Batchelor Bay.  Figure 28 shows details of the 

Thomas West tract in the center of the image below Cashoke Landing 

and Freeman Landing, and in the fork created by Cashoke Creek to the 

north and Cashie River to the south.  The road to the east of Freeman’s 

Landing across Spring Branch that meets Cashoke Creek on high ground 

was probably the landing used by West to access Albemarle Sound and 

beyond, and the illustrated roads and paths are probably comparable to 

those from years past.  



          Figure 27 

          Figure 28 



Thomas West wrote his will on November 6, 1756.  He, like Thomas 

Lee, described himself as “being very sick and weak”.  By April 1757, 

he was dead.  He left bequests to his daughter, Elizabeth West, his son, 

William West, and his “loving wife, Elizabeth West”.  Elizabeth, his 

wife, and Robert West, his brother, served as executors.42 Little is 

known of Elizabeth’s third husband, a Mr. Hardy of Tyrrell County.  

 

Samuel Black’s skills as a cabinetmaker had allowed him to separate 

himself from other area craftsmen in a few short years of his arrival in 

Edenton.  He had bridged that societal divide between his fellow 

craftspeople and the wealthy elite, and he had raised his station to make 

himself someone suitable for marriage to a woman of Elizabeth’s 

societal station.   

 

After their marriage on October 10, 1765, Black maintained his 

residence and shop in Edenton for some short period of time.  On 

October 8, 1768, the property Black had purchased from Thomas Child 

was seized by the Chowan County Sheriff and subjected to public sale 

for debt Black owed Child (See Fig. 24).43 At some point after his 

marriage, Black had removed himself, as well as his cabinet shop, along 

with apprentices and journeymen, to the Bertie County property of his 

wife’s deceased husband, Thomas West (See Figs. 25 & 26).  This move 

was made by 1766, as Black appeared on the Bertie County Tax List for 

that year.  At first, this move seems odd considering Black's efforts and 

success in creating a client base in Edenton of the town’s wealthiest and 



most influential citizens.  However, considering what the move offered, 

his motives become clear.  The carved furniture Black is credited with 

producing was unlike anything done in Edenton before his arrival.  It 

appealed to Edenton’s wealthiest citizens, and Black reaped the 

monetary fruits of his labors. However, Edenton, though very affluent, 

was of limited size.  Black may have saturated the limited market that 

could afford his highest quality carved work.  His move to the West 

property, along with his new family connections through marriage to 

many of Bertie’s wealthiest citizens, may have opened a new market, 

while his proximity to Edenton by water across the Albemarle Sound 

still allowed him access to the citizens of Edenton.  The property’s 

location south of Cashoke Creek near the mouth of the Roanoke River 

offered safe harbor and a ready access point to ship and receive any 

goods desired.  This site was in close proximity, across the mouth of the 

Roanoke, to Lee’s Mill, where he now had a family connection through 

marriage and access to saw timber for use in his trade, if he so chose.  At 

the same time, he eliminated any debt he owed to Thomas Child.  If 

Black’s goal upon his arrival in Edenton in 1758 or early 1759, had been 

to acquire wealth and status, his skills as a cabinetmaker and carver, 

evidenced by his unusually rapid acquisition of wealth, social standing, 

and a client base of the town’s elite, had laid the groundwork.  Those 

efforts culminated in his marriage to Elizabeth, a wealthy widow of 

three prior fortuitous marriages, and his removal, along with his cabinet 

shop, to a large plantation she now controlled with ready access to a new 

and affluent client base.  Samuel Black had arrived.   



 

The 1766 Bertie County Tax List documents nine white males, including 

Black, who were 16 years or older, living with Black on the West 

property at the head of Batchelor Bay.  The first two listed were 

Elizabeth’s sons, Thomas and Francis Lee, from her marriage to Thomas 

Lee.  To be listed, both boys were at least 16, so of age to have helped in 

their stepfather’s cabinet shop.  Their older brother, Isaac, was deceased.  

Job “Lurry”, Black’s apprentice cabinetmaker, Job Leary, was also 

listed.  The remaining white males, Robert Forguson, William Nash, 

Robert Tem, John Rodwell, and Robert Gall, were undoubtedly 

journeyman cabinetmakers.44 Nash was listed in Black’s Edenton shop 

in 1765 and accompanied Black as he relocated his shop to Bertie 

County.  Robert Forguson was probably a kinsman of James Ferguson.  

James Ferguson’s August 9, 1760, Edenton estate sale was comprised of 

his clothing, “a Blank Book”, two bottles, and a chest.  Samuel Black 

purchased “2 Lin Vests” and one shirt.45 John Rodwell apparently died 

after a long life in Warren County, North Carolina, in 1822, still in 

possession of his cabinetmaking tools.46   

 

Five male slaves 16 years or older, Henry, Tom, Dick, Tom, and 

Rutherford, were also listed in Black’s household along with seven 

female slaves, Befs (sic Bess), Clohe, Dy, Rose, Lennons, Amy, and 

Morear.  Four of the males and all of the females are believed to have 

come to the marriage from the West estate.  The four males likely 

worked in the cabinet shop from time to time but were probably also 



engaged as agricultural workers serving the extensive West acreage.  

The fifth male, Rutherford, however, was trained as a cabinetmaker and 

moved with Black and Nash from the Edenton shop. 

 

Several important points can be gleaned from this and other Bertie 

County Tax Lists pertaining to Black’s time on the West property.  The 

first is that this would have been a large cabinetmaking establishment if 

it had been located in Edenton, much less in rural, far southeastern 

Bertie County.  The second is that except for the Lee brothers, the listed 

journeymen do not seem to have last names of long standing in the area.  

Therefore, when they arrived from elsewhere, they did not choose to 

work in an Edenton cabinet shop.  They were drawn across the 

Albemarle Sound to the seemingly isolated former West property.  This 

is important evidence as to the prominence of Samuel Black as a 

craftsman and that his cabinet shop, even located in Bertie County, was 

the area shop known for producing cabinetry of a volume and quality 

where journeymen could expect to find work that would earn them a 

decent living.  Third, all of the Bertie County Tax Lists that list Black 

show him in the same district where the former West property was 

located and consistently list the same neighboring land owning families.  

Therefore, Black remained on the West property throughout his years in 

Bertie. 

 

The Bertie County Tax List of 1767 reveals that Black continued to 

maintain a large and thriving cabinet shop on the West property.  The 



Lee brothers, Job Leary, and Robert Gall, continued their work for 

Black.  Two new journeymen replaced the rest of the 1766 workers.  

Richard Epson and Robert Fearn, again not local names of long 

standing, now worked in Black’s cabinet shop.  Rutherford is also 

missing from this tax list, while the four male slaves remain along with 

the seven female slaves.47 

 

The 1768 Tax List is torn and repaired where Black’s information was 

recorded and some names are obscured.  Black’s name is legible 

followed by a William Hal….  Other legible names include Francis Lee, 

Job Leary, and Robert Gore, probably Gall.  Thomas Lee, Elizabeth’s 

son by her marriage to Thomas Lee, had probably died as he is known to 

have predeceased his brother, Francis.  Black’s total workforce for the 

year was comprised of six white craftsmen and five male slaves.  The 

four former West male slaves are joined by a fifth slave, Taff.  The 

seven female names are unchanged.48 

 

The number of people working in Black’s cabinet shop got slightly 

smaller when the Bertie County Tax List of 1769 was taken.  For the 

first time, John Leary was present and working in Black’s Bertie County 

shop alongside his brother and fellow apprentice, Job Leary.  Robert 

Gall, now spelled Gaul, remained.  They were joined by journeyman 

cabinetmaker Thomas Clarkson.  West’s former male and female slaves 

remained, less one male, Dick, and one female.49 Elizabeth and Thomas 

Lee’s son, Francis, had now attained the age to inherit the Lee lands in 



Tyrrell County based on his father’s will and the deaths of his two older 

brothers.  Francis had returned to those lands near Coneby Creek.50 

 

The section of the 1770 list pertaining to Black could not be located.  

The Bertie County Tax List of 1771 recorded three white males assisting 

Black in his shop.  Thomas Clarkson remained and was joined by Joseph 

Rawlings.  Three male slaves remained, joined by seven females.  John 

Leary remained in the shop, despite the Chowan County Court replacing 

Black as guardian for Job and John in December 1769, with Chowan 

County residents Thomas White and Levin Creecy, respectively.  Black 

apparently neglected to file timely reports of the proceeds of the rental 

of the Leary brothers’ father’s plantation.  After several Show Cause 

orders were issued, Black appeared in Chowan County Court on 

February 1, 1771, and made a full accounting of the rental proceeds paid 

to Job and John Leary. Job Leary was now missing from the shop in 

Bertie County and had probably completed his apprenticeship.51 An 

entry in Edenton merchant George Blair’s daybook may shed light on 

Job’s whereabouts.  Early the following year, on February 12, 1772, 

Blair debited Job Leary for “25’ 3 ½” mahogany 21’table do”.  So at 

least on that day, Job was in Edenton and actively engaged in the trade, 

probably preparing to make a drop-leaf table.52 

 

When the 1772 Bertie County Tax List was recorded, Black and Thomas 

Clarkson remained in the shop, now joined by Samuel Dunecum.  This 

is probably Samuel Dunscomb, the son of Captain Samuel Dunscomb, 



mariner of Edenton, who was deceased by April 1771.  Captain 

Dunscomb was married to the widowed mother of an Edenton 

cabinetmaker, Jacob Butler.  Butler ran a cabinet shop in Edenton, yet 

the younger Samuel Dunscomb chose to travel across the Albemarle 

Sound to work in Black’s shop.  The 1772 Tax List continued to show 

the same four male slaves, and five of the seven females remained in the 

household.53  

 

 

John Leary had completed his apprenticeship by 1772 and was no longer 

in Black’s household.  He had probably joined his brother Job in the 

trade in Edenton.  A table that descended in the family of John’s 

grandson, Dr. William Leary of Edenton, along with Dr. Leary’s box of 

medicines, probably represents the cabinetry created in Black’s shop in 

addition to the highly-carved work.  Dr. Leary, born December 25, 1822, 

and died February 2, 1896, was the son of John’s son, Thomas Haughton 

Leary.  The form, with two swing legs on each side that meet in the 

middle, is decidedly British in appearance.  However, the table’s local 

origin is verified by its secondary woods of yellow pine, poplar, and 

cypress.  The table is attributed to John Leary and, while probably built 

during his time in Black’s shop, it could have been made after he 

completed his apprenticeship (Fig. 29, Edenton eight-leg drop-leaf table)  

(Fig. 30, End view of Fig. 29).  John and Job were also undoubtedly 

involved in the manufacture of Edenton’s iconic round tea tables with 

open box top supports.  While other Edenton shops produced some of 



these tables, an example that bore the name “Leary”, in chalk, on its 

open box, points to the Leary brothers' involvement in its construction in 

Black’s shop (See Southern Furniture, pp. 315-318). This example 

descended in the Leary family.  The ease of transport of this form makes 

it equally likely they were produced in Black’s Bertie County cabinet 

shop as well as his Edenton establishment.  Several of these tables have 

provenances west of the Chowan River, including one that descended in 

the Tyler family of Roxobel in western Bertie.54  

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 29 

 



                 Figure 30 

No tax list for 1773 for Bertie County could be located.  Black does not 

appear in the Bertie County Tax List for 1774 nor in any of the 

subsequent Bertie County Tax Lists. 

 

Samuel Black’s wife, Elizabeth, remained active and engaged over the 

years with estate matters of her former husbands to manage her holdings 

and those of her children.  In the March 1761 Session of Tyrrell County 

Court, Elizabeth, then Hardy and delineated as the widow of Thomas 

Lee, petitioned the court that her son, Isaac, be ordered to return from 

Stevens Lee to her care.  Isaac had appeared before the court in 

September 1760, and, being 17 years of age, was allowed to choose 



Stevens as his guardian.55 The outcome of Elizabeth’s petition is 

unknown.  In March 1764, Elizabeth returned to Tyrrell County Court, 

this time represented by attorney James Johnston.  She requested that 

she be allowed to take over the estate of her late husband, Thomas Lee.  

The executors agreed, and her motion was allowed.56 The following 

June, the Court ordered that the estate property be delivered to 

Elizabeth.57 Elizabeth, and, therefore, her husband, Samuel Black, 

maintained interest in a portion of Lee’s land in Tyrrell County.  Thomas 

Lee’s will called for Elizabeth to receive a one-fifth interest in his 

substantial personal holdings, considering their four children.  However, 

as a child was born after the will was written, Elizabeth agreed to 

receive a one-sixth interest, as per a document dated August 1753.  She 

still retained her one-third dower interest in the real property of her 

deceased husband. 

 

Elizabeth’s dower interest in Thomas West’s Bertie County land was not 

settled for a number of years after her marriage to Black, presumably 

giving Elizabeth and Samuel control over the whole tract until that time.  

In June 1771, the Bertie County Court ordered that at least three of four 

named gentlemen, including Thomas’ brother, Robert West, “lay off for 

Samuel Black and his wife Elizabeth one-third part of the Lands where 

they now live which was formerly the property of Thomas West 

Deceased for the use of his widow Elizabeth now the wife of the said 

Samuel Black”.58 A further delay ensued, again apparently allowing 

Elizabeth and Samuel to continue to control the whole tract.  However, 



on August 26, 1774, all four of the named individuals divided the 

property.  They met “at the house of Samuel Black…whereon Mr. Black 

now lives”.  The division ran from the Roanoke River pocosin to Spring 

Branch, then down the branch and eventually back to the river, including 

“the Housing Stand of Mr. Black in consideration of his wife’s Dower in 

said land”.  No mention was made of his cabinet shop.59  

 

Two events had led to Thomas West’s lands finally being divided in 

August 1774, to delineate Elizabeth’s dower interest.  The first was 

Thomas and Elizabeth West’s daughter, Elizabeth, who was born on 

October 18, 1753, would turn 21 years of age on her birthday in 1774.60 

She would, therefore, be entitled to her legacy, including real property, 

pursuant to her father’s will.  Thomas and Elizabeth West’s only other 

child, a son William, was dead by November 7, 1763.  On that date, the 

Bertie County Court ordered his property divided between his mother, 

Elizabeth, and his sister, Elizabeth West.  Consequently, those two 

women, by descent and by dower rights, owned and controlled the entire 

approximately 800-acre Thomas West tract at the head of Batchelor Bay.  

The second event was the marriage of Elizabeth, the daughter of Thomas 

and Elizabeth West, to William Brimage on May 25, 1773.  The 

ceremony took place at Elizabeth’s aunt, Sarah Brice Williams’, home at 

White Oak near New Bern.  After the ceremony, the couple resided in 

New Bern until “the 13th of September following to the estate of Thos 

West on Cushie River in Bertie County, Father of said Eliz and her 

Patrimony [now called Westbrooke]”.61  



 

This was the second marriage for Brimage.  A native of Darlington, 

County of Durham, England, he and his first wife, Frances Ann Gilbert, 

arrived in the town of Halifax, North Carolina, in 1766.  Frances died 

shortly thereafter, and Brimage returned to England.  By 1769, he had 

returned to the colony and settled in New Bern.  While in New Bern, he 

served as Deputy Attorney of the Crown.  After his marriage to 

Elizabeth West in 1773, he was elected to represent Bertie County in the 

Third North Carolina Provincial Congress of August 1775.  He chose 

not to attend, being a decided loyalist.62     

 

Sometime between 1774 and 1775, Black moved to Tyrrell County.  

Considering he was not listed in the Bertie County Tax List of 1774, but 

was consistently listed in all available prior years since 1766, he 

probably moved shortly after his wife’s dower interest was laid off on 

August 26, 1774.  Black had access to the West property based on his 

wife Elizabeth’s dower interest in the land.  A dower interest was 

essentially an estate interest for the life of the widow, not an ownership 

interest in the land.  Samuel’s rights to the land lasted only so long as 

Elizabeth, his wife, lived.  It should be noted that neither Elizabeth nor 

Samuel attended her daughter, Elizabeth's, wedding to Brimage in May 

1773. Elizabeth may have been ill at that time.  Therefore, she probably 

died shortly after the dower rights division.  No record of her estate has 

been located.  At her death, the entire West property passed to Thomas 

and Elizabeth West’s daughter, Elizabeth, now Brimage.  A document in 



Elizabeth Brimage's estate, dated May 1816, stated she died in 

ownership “of land containing by estimate 800 acres situate lying and 

being on the fork of Cashie and Cashoke Rivers in Bertie County” (See 

Figure 25).63 This was the same description as the property where 

Samuel and Elizabeth Black lived from 1766 until approximately 1774 

and where Black maintained his cabinet shop in Bertie County.   

 

There is further evidence that William and Elizabeth Brimage were in 

control of Thomas West’s former 800-acre property at the head of 

Batchelor Bay after approximately 1774.  During the February 1775 

Session of Bertie County Court, William Brimage requested permission 

to establish a public ferry from his landing on his wife’s West property 

to Horse Landing in adjoining Tyrrell County.64 Horse Landing was the 

620-acre tract formerly owned by his mother-in-law, Elizabeth Black’s, 

first husband, Thomas Lee, southeast of Conaby Creek, across the mouth 

of the Roanoke River from the West property (See Figure 25).  Elizabeth 

Black had taken her dower interest in the Horse Landing tract.  To 

establish the ferry Brimage would need rights to access the Horse 

Landing tract across the mouth of the Roanoke.     

 

The explanation of where in Tyrrell County Samuel Black moved after 

the apparent death of his wife around 1774 and how William Brimage 

planned to acquire access to the Horse Landing tract in Tyrrell County 

for his proposed ferry is found in the will of Francis Lee, the youngest 

and last surviving son of Thomas and Elizabeth Lee.  After his father’s 



death in late 1751, and his mother’s eventual remarriage to Samuel 

Black in 1765, Francis had lived in the Black household on the Bertie 

County property of his mother’s deceased second husband, Thomas 

West, at the head of Batchelor Bay.  By 1769, after the deaths of his two 

older brothers, Francis returned to his father’s Tyrrell County lands, 

which he now owned subject to his mother’s dower interest.  By October 

1771, although still a young man, based on his health, Francis saw the 

need to write his will.  

 

The will contains two oddly written passages.  The first attempted to 

bequeath “all my Land and Lands after my mother’s death” to “my well 

beloved Cosins children”.  These “Cosins” were not named, their 

children were not named, and no degree of relation to Francis was 

defined.  So, this passage was unenforceable.  The second, initially 

referring to slaves and income, ended with “everything belonging to the 

Plantation or Plantations her lifetime and to be at her disposal at her 

death”, speaking of his mother, Elizabeth.  The combination of these two 

passages arguably gave his mother, Elizabeth, the wife of Samuel Black, 

the right to determine the use of and passage of Francis’ Tyrrell County 

lands after her death.  Her control over any portion of the lands would 

normally have ended at her death and the termination of her dower 

interest. 

 

This is the most likely explanation for why Black moved to Tyrrell 

County after he left the West property in Bertie around 1774.  It also 



likely explains where he moved, as once again there are no records of 

land purchases in Tyrrell County by Black.  This scenario is borne out 

by the fact that on August 25, 1779, Black entered a claim of ownership 

on 300 acres in Tyrrell County at the mouth of "Conabe Cr, runs down 

Rownoake R to the mouth, and out".  This land is a section of the 700 to 

800-acre tract listed second in Thomas Lee's will of 1751, and could 

only have come to Black's possession, absent purchase, by a grant to him 

from his wife, Elizabeth, the widow of Thomas Lee, based on the 

unenforceable language in her son, Francis', will.  It, too, explains why 

Brimage was apparently confident he would have access to the Horse 

Landing tract and other Lee property, even after his mother-in-law’s 

death. Black did, however, have concerns either about the security of his 

position on the Lee Tyrrell County lands, or he still had designs on the 

West Bertie property, as he paid Samuel Johnston 5 pounds in 1775 "to 

my opinion and advice on occasion of your dispute with Brimage".65  

 

Francis was dead by November 1772, and the will was proved during 

that session of Tyrrell County Court.  Henry Harramond, the husband of 

Francis’ sister, Mary, who received “ten pounds of pork” in her brother’s 

will, was noted by the Court as “being dissatisfied”.66       

 

An examination of the Bertie County Tax Lists for 1766 thru 1774 offers 

possible insights into Black’s management of his cabinetmaking affairs 

during his Bertie years and beyond.  They show the individuals who 

were present in his Bertie County cabinet shop, but they also raise the 



question of who was not in the shop.  One example was John Leary, Job 

Leary’s brother and Black’s apprentice.  Black was also John’s guardian 

until December 1769, but John was not listed in Black’s Bertie shop for 

the years 1766, 1767, and 1768.  He may have been just under 16 years 

of age for the 1766 list.  However, if he completed his apprenticeship by 

1772, he should have been listed in 1767 and 1768.  This raises the 

question whether Black maintained a cabinetmaking presence in 

Edenton during all or part of his Bertie years.  He could have had a 

continued presence, especially for blockmaking, on Lot 13 after its sale 

to Fredrick Blount in 1765, or he could have moved his Edenton shop to 

his Pembroke property, which he possessed until its seizure by the 

sheriff in October 1768.  A Chowan County summons issued to Bertie 

County in 1771, does refer to a Mary Wallace, with whom Black had 

business dealings since the early 1760s, and Samuel Black as being 

“both of Chowan Co”.  Black had undoubtedly been involved in the 

lucrative blockmaking trade while in Edenton before he moved, which 

would not have been practical to continue in rural Bertie.  A second 

journeyman to be considered is Peter Britt.  Britt was present in Black’s 

Edenton shop in 1765.  The only year he appeared in the Bertie County 

Tax Lists during Black's Bertie years was 1767, when he lived near the 

West property and undoubtedly served as a journeyman in Black's Bertie 

shop.  Yet in Bertie County in February 1783, just one month before 

Black’s inventory was taken, probably very near the time of his death, 

Britt took Michael King as an apprentice cabinetmaker.  Britt was dead 

in Bertie by June 1789.  Peter Ashburn settled his estate.67 When 



Ashburn died by 1792, two of the men who divided his estate were 

Robert West and James Lockhart.  All these men lived on lands near the 

Thomas West land occupied by Black from 1765 to approximately 1774.  

Was Britt working for Black in an Edenton shop during Black’s Bertie 

years except 1767, leaving for Bertie permanently after Black’s death?  

Britt’s Bertie County estate listed an impressive and extensive array of 

cabinetmaking tools and materials, including “walnut for half dozen 

chairs” and two dining tables “part done”.  The tools included five lots 

of chisels and gouges, probably signifying his involvement in producing 

carved elements, perhaps in the later years of Black’s shop.68  

 

An examination of another craftsman sheds more light on the question of 

Black’s continued presence in Edenton after he left for Bertie in 1765 or 

early 1766.  A deposition taken on September 4, 1799, stated that about 

34 years prior, so about 1765, Elizabeth, then Hardy, her third husband, 

gave a young slave, Ned, to her grandchild, Thomas Lee Harramond.   

 

According to the deposition, Elizabeth married Samuel Black two or 

three months later.  They were married on October 10, 1765.  In an 

earlier deposition, dated September 29, 1792, the deponent stated that he 

“went to Samuel Black’s house when he lived in Tyrrell Co”, having 

heard the dispute between Black and Captain Henry Harramond, 

Thomas Lee Harramond’s father, had been resolved.  This is the same 

Henry Harramond who the Tyrrell County Court noted as “being 

dissatisfied” with the disposition of the will of Francis Lee, his brother-



in-law and Elizabeth’s son by Thomas Lee.  Black and Harramond 

agreed that the “negro boy Ned who worked in his (Black’s) shop was 

given up in the settlement…and that said Black was to keep him (Ned) 

until Thomas Lee Harramond came of age and that Ned was to learn the 

blockmakers trade”.69 However, Ned never left Black’s control and was 

listed as “Ned a negro man” in Black’s inventory taken on March 28, 

1783.70 This second deposition concerning Ned’s training was taken 

after Black’s marriage to Elizabeth and after Black’s years in Bertie, as 

he was then living in Tyrrell County.  There is no evidence that Black 

opened a cabinet shop in Tyrrell County after leaving Bertie, and 

blockmaking would have been no more practical in rural Tyrrell County 

than it would in Bertie.  Therefore, Black did maintain a cabinetmaking 

presence in Edenton, at least for blockmaking, during his residency in 

Tyrrell, and probably while in Bertie. 

 

Further evidence that Black maintained an Edenton cabinet shop during 

his years in Tyrrell, and probably while in Bertie, is found in the estate 

of Captain Samuel Dunscomb, father to Black’s journeyman of the same 

name listed in Black’s Bertie shop in 1772.  In January 1775, the senior 

Dunscomb’s estate paid Samuel Black the substantial sum of 25 pounds, 

12 shillings, and 3 pence for work done.71 This debt was incurred after 

Black did not appear in the Bertie County Tax List of 1774 and after the 

time William and Elizabeth Brimage appear to have been in control of 

the former Thomas West property at the head of Batchelor Bay.  

Dunscomb’s residence in Edenton and his status as a now deceased sea 



captain whose estate was still maintaining his property fits perfectly into 

the scenario of Black maintaining a shop in Edenton during his Tyrrell 

County residency, at least for servicing ships through the lucrative 

blockmaking trade, and probably for other cabinetmaking services. 

Undoubtedly Ned was in that shop. 

 

It is believed that Elizabeth’s death precipitated Black’s move from the 

West property in Bertie County to the Lee property in Tyrrell County.  

There are no records of any land purchases by Black after the purchase 

from Thomas Child in Edenton in 1763, in either Bertie County or 

Tyrrell County.  Black’s access to the lands where he resided during his 

years in Bertie County and Tyrrell County were through the rights of his 

wife, Elizabeth, to her former husbands’ lands.   

 

Black was in Tyrrell County in January 1777, when he witnessed the 

will of Enoch Fagan.72 He was likely there two years earlier.  The lack 

of existing Tyrrell County Tax Lists during the 1770s makes his years of 

residency there difficult to document, but the deposition concerning the 

dispute over Ned definitively places him in Tyrrell County, and his years 

in Tyrrell were anything but uneventful. 

 

While residing in Tyrrell County, Black was implicated in a Tory 

conspiracy known as the Llewelyn Conspiracy.  Papers found at the 

Edenton Courthouse entitled “Affidavits Relating To Loyalist And 

Tories During The Revolution” contain depositions taken in July 1777, 



from alleged participants.  The plot was based on the concerns of a 

group of Anglicans that a Patriot alliance with France would lead to the 

introduction of the Catholic faith as the state religion in the colonies to 

the detriment of the Protestant religion.  A ringleader, James Llewelyn 

of Martin County, further plotted to draw colonial troops out of the town 

of Halifax so conspirators could capture Governor Richard Caswell as 

well as the contents of the powder magazine.  The knowledge of this 

portion of the plot led to the discovery of a far wider, though less 

aggressive, conspiracy.  A number of these depositions were taken in 

Tyrrell County.  One deponent stated he met William Brimage of Bertie 

County, after which they met with Samuel Black “of this county”, 

meaning Tyrrell.  As stated earlier, Brimage was married to Elizabeth, 

the daughter of Elizabeth Black by her prior marriage to Thomas West.  

The Brimages lived on the Thomas West plantation where Black and 

Elizabeth, his wife, had lived before her death and his removal to Tyrrell 

County.  

 

Brimage was an unapologetic Loyalist and was one of the driving forces 

in the spread of the conspiracy.  Even after choosing not to attend the 

1775 Provincial Congress, Brimage was still appointed Judge of the 

Court of Oyer and Terminer in Edenton.  While on the bench, he refused 

to act against Loyalist during the April 1777 term, so his involvement in 

the conspiracy was not surprising. 

 



 A religious Constitution opposing the imposition of the Catholic faith 

had been written and was being circulated.  Supporters traveled the 

eastern counties, and individuals were asked to take an oath in support of 

this Constitution.  The first deponent said Black took the oath.  The 

oaths were later gathered and given to Black to be delivered to Brimage.  

A second deponent stated he met with Black and Brimage, and the next 

day they were going to Colonel Stevens Lee’s house.  This places these 

events with Black in the Mackey’s Ferry and Lee’s Mill area of Tyrrell 

County, so very close to Black’s residence on the Lee family Horse 

Landing tract.  This further points to Black having gained access to that 

property after his wife, Elizabeth’s, death.  The second deponent 

characterized Black as much more hesitant in his support of the 

movement.  This deponent said Black stated he had “read it twice and 

that he did not like it the last time as he thought he could Discover 

something that might mean Bad on it”.73  

 

Upon discovery, most of the conspirators were required to take an oath 

of allegiance to the revolutionary movement and released.  James 

Llewelyn was sentenced to hang, but that sentence was later commuted.  

Brimage refused to take the oath of allegiance.  He and another 

conspirator commandeered a boat at gunpoint and attempted to escape to 

Currituck County and then to Virginia.  Foul weather foiled his plan, and 

the boat was forced ashore short of Currituck Inlet.  Brimage was 

captured and “chained down to the Floor of the Common Gaol” in 

Edenton.  General Allen Jones of the militia stated, “The Great Mr. 



Brimage is in the Edenton Gaol being one of the heads of the Cut 

Throats…I make no doubt but hanging about a Dozen will have 

exceeding good Effects”.  

 

Judge Brimage was denied bail and remained in what he described as “a 

poisonous and noisome dungeon”.  Brimage’s matter was set for trial 

during the September 1777 term, where ironically Judge Brimage would 

have presided.  Eventually another Judge was obtained, Brimage was 

tried in the Chowan County Courthouse, and charges against him were 

not sustained (Figure 31, Chowan County Courthouse, Edenton, NC). 

He returned to his home with his wife, Elizabeth, in Bertie County.  Two 

months later, the Bertie County Court also required that he take an oath 

of allegiance to the revolutionary cause.  Brimage refused and fled to 

New York in April 1778.  Still a favorite of the British, the Crown 

appointed him Attorney General of Bermuda.  Brimage tried 

unsuccessfully to return to North Carolina during Cornwallis’ invasion 

of the Carolinas and got as far as Charleston.  Returning to England, he 

arrived in June 1782, never again to see his wife and family, or the West 

family plantation at the head of Batchelor Bay.  Samuel Black 

apparently took the oath of allegiance and avoided the fate of his step 

son-in-law.74   



  Figure 31 

 

The public’s reaction to Black’s involvement in the conspiracy is 

unknown.  Revolutionary officials, in an effort to quell unrest and gather 

support for their cause, were forgiving of all except the leaders.  The 

question of whether Black preferred an immediate future in Tyrrell, 

where he was involved in the conspiracy, or Edenton, where his step 

son-in-law, Judge Brimage, sat chained to the floor of the Edenton jail 

awaiting trial, is unknown, but as stated by a third deponent during the 

Ned dispute, “Mr. Black at some point moved from Tyrrell Co. to 

Edenton”, undoubtedly to an already reestablished cabinetmaking and 

blockmaking shop.  

 

To continue with this article, see below. 
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