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90 JOHN UPSCOMB. Son of Moses Lipscomb (p. 123) 

90 JOHN UPSCOMB , son of Moses Upscomb was bom possibly ca. 
1756 in either King William Co.-or in Hanover Co., most probably, since his 
father was of record there as early as 1750. Very little is known of his 
life, and he seems to have died at an early age, leaving only two children 

no wife mentioned in his will. 

It is assumed that he was the John Upscomb who carried, 27 Sept. 1773, Char­
lotte Co., Va., Margaret Almond, daughter of John Almond, with John Almond 
and John May as Bondsmen, ("Charlotte Co, Marriage re cords "p. 52). This as­
sumption is because he named his only son, Moses Almond Upscomb (apparent­
ly for his two grandparents), (Charlotte Co. was some distance awayj) 

John Upscomb, of Hanover, is credited with Public Service, during the Revo­
lutionary War - Hanover Court Booklet I 3; Certificates 2; U s t II 2,6; Com­
missioner's Book III 187, (19 Sept.1783, for besf L6-17-6) (VSA) 

One record - in the Brock Collection— the Notice of Sale of his ] and after 
his death, by Ambrose Lipscombe, his Executor, indicated that his land in 
Hanover Co. had been 354 acres on the Main Road from Hanover Court House to 
Richmond,- 12 miles from the latter 9 from the former. 

the time of his death, he and his family were living in Richmond. His 
wife had evidently died. His will, dated 31 Mar. 1784, "being sick and weak 
in body but of sound mind & memory" asked that his land be sold and the bal­
ance, after payment of debts, etc. be divided between his two children, Mo­
ses Almond Lipscomb and Elizabeth Upscomb. He also specified that his ne­
gro fellow, Jupiter, be hired or sold for the benefit of his t^o heirs. 

He named his brother, Ambrose Lipscomb, as sole Executor, and Ambrose also 
became suard^an to the two children who were underage. The will was pro­
bated in Hanover Court, 8 May 1784. (Brock Collection) 

The children, then, of John and Margaret (Almond) Upacomb were,— 

97 MOSES AIMOND LIPSCOMB, born ca. 1774/5 to even 1780 (?)(Sec next) 

98 ELIZABETH UPSCOMB. bora ca.1775/6; died before 1809 See p. 132) 

It is interesting to note that actually the only portion of the family that 
used the "E" at the end of LIPSCOMB was the Capt. Ambrose Upscombe branch,-
was, perhaps, Elizabeth Claiborne, his wife, carrying on the tradition be­
cause of the "e" at the end of her name? 

97 MOSES ALMOND UPSCOMB. Son of John Uoscomb (above) 
• • — • • m M ^ — — — • — — * ' ' 

97 MOSES AlflQND UPSCOMB. son of John and Margaret (Almond) Lipscomb, 
perhaps in Hanover, or in Henrico Co., Va., ca. 1774 through 1780. Nothing 
further is known of him unless these records may be for him— 

1004, Orange Co.,Va. Pers. Prop, lists, for only the one year, a Moses 
Lipscomb 

1830 Richmond City (Henrico Co.) Census p.388 - Moses Upscomb 1 40-50 
1840 Henrico Co., Va. Index p 195 (Richmond) 
1850 Henrico Co..Census p 291 926/1016- Moses Upscomb, ae,63, Carpen­

ter, b o m Va. (no other names on any of the lists, so, he had not 
married? And, when did he die? 



132 
98 ELIZABETH UPSCOMB , Dau, of John Lipscomb (p.m 

98 EUZABETH LIPSCOMB, daughter of John and Margaret (Almond) Upa­
comb was bom by 1776, since she was identified as being over 21 in the Hen­
rico County Marriage record, p. 21, — 3 Oct. 1798, when she was married to 
Aubtn de la Forrest, Her brother, Moses, made oath that she was over 21. 

Elizabeth apparently died before 1809, when, on 8 March, that year, Aubln dt 
la Forrest married (2) her cousin, Jane Cole Upscomb (see p,130) 

It i s said that he, after the death of his second wife, returned to France, 
taking his two sons. It is not known which wife was the mother of the boys. 

91 SARAH LIPSCOMB , Daurhter of Moses Upscomb (p. 123) 
i- • • 11 

91 SARAH UPSCOMB. daughter of Moses Upscomb would have been bora 
ca. 1755-60,- in Hanover County, 

Nothing further la known of her, except that ahe married 4 Jan.1781, Henry 
Fear of Hanover Co. ("Some Marriages in Burned Record Counties" Va, Gen. Soc. 
Special Publ, §k p37) 

«r huaband could well have been the Henry Fair who witnessed John Upscomb'a 
(her brother's) will in Richmond, 31 Mar.1784. 

MANQAH UPSCOMB (Surely not son of Moses Upscomb, as 
has been thought,- See p. 

MANQAH (or, sometimes MENOAH) UPSCOMB has been considered by moat 
to have been a son of Moses Lipscomb, However, we cannot keep from consider­
ing the fact that he Just could have been the son of Henry Upscomb,-Manuel, 
a legatee in his will, inheriting 143 acres in Hanover Co. (W(2)278-9)(1927) 
This needs further study (see p. 133) 

He would have bern bom around 1745. He shows first in Hanover records in 
1771 in St, Paul's Vestry Book,(p 480^ and again in 1779 (p549), 

But, ae stated above, it appears more logical to include him as the son of 
Henry L:oscomb (of the incomplete will of ca. 1772, Kin? V'illiam Co.), so, we 
will not number him here. (Please turn to p, 135.) 



133 
25 HMRY UPSCOMB, possibly son of Ambrose I I l (p .31 ) 

25 HENRY UPSCOMB. (whom we sha l l c a l l "Henry-Incomplete Will") i s 
the subject of a genealogy query in William k Mary Quarterly, Series 2 , Vol. 
7, p . 278-9 (1927). We are Indeed grateful t o the Querist , Mrs. John P. Nes 
b i t t . Chapel H i l l , N.C. who quoted t h e ex i s t ing f i r s t por t ion of h i s w i l l , 
asking i f anyone had the completing port ion, showing date of w i U , or any 
other data per ta in ing t o h i s family. Response from her family to a l e t t e r 
written to her a t a much l a t e r da te , said that she had died, and that they 

not have any knowledge of the mat ter . 

So, Henry's i d e n t i t y i s , as with the o the r s , merely conjecture. Let us con-
aider that he may have been a son of Ambrose Upscomb I I I , based on the mere 
fact that he surely had some close connection with George Major Upecomb. 
They both had a number of Mil l icent (used interchangeably with "Mildred") 
daughters in both of t h e i r branches, and not found in any o the r s . Notice 
the frequency in t h e i r l i n e s . 

Henry could have been bom ca. 1715-20, in King William Co., Va.. And, of 
course, he could have been. Ins tead , a son of any of the other brothers of 
Ambrose I I I - (except Benjamin) — Richard, John or William. Or, he could 
have been, even, in the l i n e of William Upacomb, brother of Ambrose I I . Do 
bear in mind tha t these placements have been based on very slim clues some­
times. 

So far, no other record of Henry has come to l i g h t , except h i s w i l l , wr i t ten 
in St. John's Par ish , county of King William, "sick and weak, but sound and 
perfect mind and memory4,'. He l i s t s legacies as foUows — 

1. To son, ROGER UPSCOMB, feather bed k furn i ture ,p igs , horse k saddle, 
c a t t l e and two ewes. 

2. To son, MANUEL UPSCOMB, 143 acres containing the plantat ion where he 
now l ives (par t of larger t r a c t of 293 acres bought from John Norvel, 
s i tuated in Hanover County) two s laves; feather bed k furni ture ; p igs ; 
horse k saddle; and c a t t l e . 

3 . To nry daughter, MILUCENT CHEATHAM, two slaves; bed k furniture and 
kitchen ware. 

4 . To daughter, LEAH UPSCOMB, two slaves; feather bed and furni ture 
5. To daughter, LEVENA UPSCOMB, two s laves ; one bed k furn i ture ; c a t t l e . 
6. To son, JAMES UPSCOMB, 150 ac res , - the remainder of the Hanover t r a c t ; 

two s laves , one feather bed and fu rn i tu re . 
7. To daughter, ANNA LIPSCOMB, two slaves; one feather bed and furn i ture . 
8. To son, MORNING, three s l aves ; one feather bed and 

and,there ended the ex i s t ing portion of the wi l l , leaving us t o wonder 
i f there were any other chi ldren, or to t r y to estimate a da te . 

the f i r s t place, h i s wife i s not mentioned in the w i l l - always the f i r s t 
item in a w i l l ,— so she must have died. And, i t cannot help but be wondered 
if her name might have been Mil l icent! 

One clue might help t o s e t the date of the wri t ing of the w i l l - as"before 
1772* Henry did name his o ldes t (?) daughter Mill icent by her married name, 
Cheatham. Her marriage date cannot be found, but she did marry (2) Branch 
Ticker in 1784. However, Henry named h i s daughter Leah by her maiden name. 
Leah married "Ca.1772" Thomas Fox (21T277), »o i t i s surely safe to assume 
that the wil l was wr i t ten bef ore tha t da t e . Death da te , of course, s t i l l un-
b l 0 W n- Any land in King William Co. remains a mystery. 
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The known names of the children of Henry Upscomb, are, then 

99 ROGER UPSCOMB , b, ca. 1735-45 (?) (See next) 
M M b « ^ a ^ M M M M a M M . B M M B B M M M M M M M ^ B ^ 

100 MANUEL UPSCOMB . b. ca. 1745(?) (See p. 135) 

101 MILUCENT UPSCOMB ( Sec p. 137) 

102 LEAH UPSCOMB m. Thomas Fox (See p. 137) 
T T MMMMMMMMMMM. T ' 

103 LEVIUA UPSCOMB. m. Josech Fox (See p . 138) 
• — • — — ^ — — lir • * — 8 M M M M . W * • 

JAMES UPSCOMB. was he James (T)? (See p. 138) 

105 ANNA LIPSCOMB. (See p. 141) 

106 MORNING LIPSCOMB, bom ca. 1759; died ca, 1817 (See p. 141) 
(Mourning) 

99 ROGER UPSCOMB. Son of Henry Upecomb (p.r3) 

ROGER UPSCOMB. son of Henry Upscomb, (1st named son in his will), 
would have been bom probably ca, 1735-45. 

Nothing is known with certainty, about Roger. There were apparently no other 
contemporary Roger Upscombs, so, it can well be assumed that he was the Rog­
er Upscomb who witnessed a deed, 15 Mar.1761, Spotsylvania Co.(B.E)Jos. Brock 
and Mary Beverly, his wife, to Thos. White. (Crozier, p,220) 

Roger died before 1780. perhaps even before 1779, since an Eliz'a Upscomb 
turned in her ramey during May 1779, ̂ 2925, $390.00, Her given name is es­
tablished by the listing on the King William County Specific Tax, 1780,— 

"March 31 Lipscomb Elizabeth (wld9 RogC) 280 Lbs. Tobacco" 

So. at some point, he had mrrled Elizabeth . 

In 1782 and 1783, she paid tax on 600 acres land 7/4, and the 1783 Personal 
Property tax listed her slaves - "Arnica, Jane, Jude, Thompson, k again Amical1 

In 1785 and 1787, John Lambeth paid the tax on the 6CP acres, listed on the 
Alterations as "rent". Then the"Alterations made in the Land Tax for King 
William County for the year 1791" shows— 

"Anderson Upscomb 600 acres 7/4 Roger Upscomb's Est." 

There are seemingly no other clues. Had Roger received this 600 acres from 
his father during his lifetime, hence the mere feather bed and cattle legacy? 
Could it possibly have been the bulk of land owned by Ambrose Lipscomb II-
his klO acres plus the 2P0 acres from Ambrose I (see p.13)? His brothers, 
"Manuel" and James had received lands in Hanover County, and brother. Mourn­
ing bought 3984 acres,(1788 Alterations), from Thos. Littlepage Est. 

There is no clue as to possible children for Roger and Elizabeth( )Upa-
comb. That is possibly the reason that the land was sold to Anderson Llpe­
comb. who is very evidently (from further records) the son of Daniel and Ke-
ziah Upscomb (p. 419, a second cousin, once removed. 
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100 MANUEL (or , was i t MANQAH?) UPSCOMB S ^ x y flon o f H e n p y (p.133) 

100 MANQAH UPSCOMB of Hanover County records has been accepted by 
some as the son of Moses Upacomb, perhaps log ica l ly because they were In 
the same County, a t the same t ime, and Manoah being youngerihan Moses. Hano­
ver County records were destroyed by f i r e , and few accounts remain. Wm. R. 
Cocke I I I published "St . Paul ' s Parish Records 1782-1815" (1956). Eugenia 
Goss Glazebrook published "Virginia Migrations" inlcuding Hanover Wil ls , * 
Deeds, e t c , Vols. I & I I , 172^-1871. Personal Property Tax records are a-
vailable on microfilm, beginning 1782, at VSA. 

Since there i s no proof of any connection with the Moses Lioscomb family, 
and since there was a record tha t MANUEL Upscomb received in h is f a the r ' s 
(Henry Uoscomb) w i l l of ca, 1772, 143 acres "containing the plantat ion 
where he now l ives (oar t of a l a rge r t r a c t of 293 acres bought from John 
NorveJ, s i tuated in Hanover County", and since no other Manuel Lipscomb r e ­
cords have come to l i g h t , i s n ' t i t logica l t o deduce tha t MANOAH U p s ­
comb of Hanover County could wel l be the "Manuel" Upscomb - perhaps even 
-issoelled or miscooled in that incomplete wil l of Henry Uoscomb of King 
William County. (See p. 133, and see p. 131) 

He could have been bora ca . 1745, in King William County, son of Henry U p s ­
comb (wife's name unknown). He could have been l iv ing on t h i s 143 acres in 
Hanover Co, where he was t i t h e l i s t e d 1771 through 1779. Then, he was l i s t e d 
on Hanover Co* Personal Property Tax l i s t s 1782 through lotP when i t s tops. 
(Cocke) This would surely ind ica te the year of h i s probable death, 

3v 1805, through 1815, an Elizabeth Lipscomb, widow i s taxed for Personal 
Property, — no other conclusion than that she was widow of *'anoah. 1816 
and 1817 show an Elizabeth Sr . and an Elizabeth J r . , then af ter th^t through 
1824, an Elizabeth with no designat ion. So, there must have been a daughter, 
Elizabeth. The 1F1C Hgnover Census shows,— 

Elizabeth Uoscomb: males 1 16-26; 1 over 45 (a parent?) 7 slaves 
females 1 16-26; 1 26-45; 1 over 45. 

The 1820 Census shows, - Hanover Co.,— 

Elizabeth Upscomb: males 1 16-26 8 slaves 
females 1 26-45; 1 over 45 

So, if Elizabeth was the widow of Manoah, they had apparently had a son and 
two daughters. An unaccounted-for Henry Upscomb aopears on the br ief Hano-
ve- Co. records, on 1810 Census, on Personal Property tax l i s t s 1799 through 
1828. and on 1820 Census. So, since he was on 1610 Ceasua, tha t would mean 
that he would have been an o lder son, making two sons. 

Then, there i s an unaccounted-for Mildred Linscomb on Personal °rooerty tax 
(yes, another MildredI Milly)-1815 through 1824, She apparently married 
1825. So, could we pos tu la te tha t Manoah and Elizabeth had had at least three 
children,— 

107 HENRY UPSCOMB. b , ca. 1775; m. ; d. ca. 1827-8. (Sec p, 136) 

108 EUZABETH UPSCOMB ("Jr") 
_ * 

109 MILDRED UPSCOMB. who m. 1825 George Barker, J r . 19 J a n . , Hanover 
Co. ("Some Marriages in Burned Record Counties of Va."- Valf-
Gen. Soc. Spec. Publications *4, Rev. TV l e y ' s Register p. 5) 










































































































































