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CHAPTER 1 | .OVERVIEW OF THE THESIS

THE THESIS

This is a thesis on the line of Edward Norwood, Theophilus 1
Norwood and Theophilus 2 Norwood. I have suffixed the name
"Theophilus" with numerical suffixes, 1 and 2, for ease of
discussion; I do not contend that the suffixes were part of
‘the name.

By definition, this thesis is a statement put forward and
supported by arguments. -

The statement supported by this thesis is that (1) Edward
Norwood, son of William, the Emigrant, married Naomi Smith and
then Ann Townson, (2) Theophilus 1 Norwood of Carteret County,
NC was the son of Edward and Ann, and (3) Theophilus 2 Norwood
of Darlington, SC was the son of Theophilus 1.

I do not contend this thesis proves these relationships in
accordance with the 1limitations of a narrow criteria of
"proof". I do contend this thesis is plausibly true and that
it is supported by considerable  persuasive and compelling
documentary and circumstantial evidence.

CONTENTION: NO "PROOF" WITHOUT SPECIFIC DOCUMENTS
_§ng_g§§§ggg,tha; there is no proof of the relationships at
issue here j

Lf they are not supported by specific, original,

L
archival, and documented evidence of such relationships. I ,QVM“*?
I

agree that such specific documents have not been found; but

quickly assert that the absence of such records does pnot
0es b

disprove the relationships, eithev: i —uoo.__—

Paradoxical, though it may seem, the absence of a record can
be as likely to prove a stipulation as it may be to cdisprove
it. Denial of the relationships at issue, based on such
narrow grounds as the absence of a hoped for record, is not
"proof" that these relationships did not exist. This is
particularly true if other substantial and credible documenta-
ry evidence relevant to the issue is available; as it is here.

LOGICALLY VALID CONCLUSIONS BASED ON DOCUMENTED EVIDENCE

I contend that logically valid conclusions, based on credible
documentary evidence, or documented circumstances;, give
credence, beyond any reasonable doubt that the relationships
at issue are, indeed, true.

Given the paucity of archival evidence in this colonial
period, reliance on self-imposed narrow grounds to contest the
relationships, subverts the objective of finding the truth.
Other rationale, such as logically valid conclusions based on
relevant and credible documented evidence, is more likely to
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achieve the objective of finding the truth. This thesis is a
search for the truth; whether or not it conforms to a narrow
definition of "proof"

MYOPIC NARROWNESS DENIES TRUTH; BUT IT CAN’T ALTER TRUTH

:Search” for the truth is not well-served if one relies on
. myopic narrowness to disprove a:relationship that may plausi=-
-bly be true. I prefer to look for the truth by taking the

totality of evidence into consideration, arriving at a
destination which is accurate; although it may not comport
with the tidiness of a contrived standard of so-called
"proof"

After all, a standard of so-called "proof" is not absolute.
If it is simply a standard which someone narrowly sets; the
standard may, indeed, obfuscate the truth. It may get in the
way of truth, rather than reveal truth. Search for the truth
may be frustrated if the standard is unreasonably adhered to
without tolerance for other facts which may be beyond the
framework of the standard. Failure to meet a contrived
standard of "proof" may superficially denigrate what may be
plausibly true; but the logic stands, nevertheless.

I prefer not to confuse "process" with substance; to elevate
"process" to a level that thwarts.finding the truth. I can
say, with confidence, that the sun was shining at the moment
I looked out of my window on a cloudless day at high noon and
saw the brightness of sunshine and shadows cast by trees. The
truth is that the sun was shining; although my proof is only
circumstantial. The simple logic of what I see is so compel-
ling that I accept it as being true. Notwithstanding that it
would not meet an astronomer’s standard.

FAMILY TRADITION & CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

Family Tradition is described as "hearsay". It should not be
denigrated by a label. Circumstantial evidence is just that;
it is evidence. Neither should be cavalierly dismissed out of
hand. Both famlly tradition and circumstantial evidence are
evidence that is entitled to be evaluated on their merit and
given weight in consonance therewith.

After all, a headstone is hearsay It is hearsay that a body
lies thereunder and that body is the one whose name is inscri-
bed on the stone. May I assume that the body rests face up,
rather than face down, or standing, because that would conform
to family tradition?

In China one night, as I sought safety during an air raid, I
curled up around a mound of dirt that looked like an ice cream
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cone turned upside down. I later learned that it was a grave
and the custom in that region was to bury the dead standing
up. May I accept tradition that the body was not buried face
up? I can’t prove a word of it and had I known it at the time
I would have sought refuge in another direction!

Even my own parentage is hearsay, supported by family tradi-
tion. True, I can cite a birth certificate that bears the
same name as mine. A clerk recorded it on hearsay. I was not
present at the moment of conception and only family tradition
and circumstantial evidence tells me that my father was my
mother’s husband. I am confident that he was; but the point
is only family tradition and circumstances prove that I am the
body whose name was shown on the birth certificate; and I am
not someone "whose name’s the same", another label of denigra-
tion. .

Do I have to be a pall bearer in the funeral or a bride’s maid
at the wedding to prove those events took place?

So...family tradition and circumstantial evidence can be
worthy of "proof".

FINDING THE TRUTH IS PARAMOUNT TO MEETING SOMEONE’S STANDARD
The point I am making is this: If one is seeking the truth,
and the totality of all the credible and relevant evidence
(either documented, undocumented, family tradition, circum-
stantial or otherwise) leads to a plausible and reasonable
conclusion; that conclusion is tantamount to proof, even
though that conclusion may offend a purist’s definition of
proof. The important criteria is that the truth be found,
without a reasonable doubt--not that the finding fails to
comport with a narrow definition of "proof".

ANOTHER OPINION

Paul Drake in Heritage Quest Magazine #40, pages 12-15 makes
this commentary: "the diversity to be found in the quality of
the evidence which results from human conduct is so vast that
all evidence must be considered, assessed and evaluated, even
if in a most subjective way". He goes on to say:

Maybe "evidence which is satisfactory to us" is the
most candid, honest, and realistic description of
what really happens when others judge our work, and
if so, just as we must require the same of our-
selves, we should hope, advocate, and insist that,
having been placed in a position to weigh, evalu-
ate, and judge our research and proof, such persons
exercise the utmost understanding and integrity.
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We should require that all evidence presented in
support of lineage be evaluated solely upon the
weight deserved and appropriate IN THAT CONTEXT
without resort to superfluous labels [family tradi-
tion or circumstantial, for example] and ill-de-
fined characterizations and no matter what its
source or how they are elsewhere branded. All of
us must insist upon a measure of proof that, while
eminently clear, convincing, and cogent, does not
requ.u'e that each and every other hypothesis or
conjecture be refuted. We must approach evidence
with an understanding that the breadth of human
experience does not permit any person to distin-
guish or resolve ALL alternatives or doubts, not
even as to one’s own parentage.

Finally, knowing that all the facts can never be
recovered, perhaps we may (and should) be content
in the admission that what ‘we really do is to
register but a sophisticated "gut reaction" to the
available evidence, and then if we feel comfortable
with the outcome suggested, dignify the same with
some measure of approval, usually with the word
"proved".

Now, I will go on to develop the arguments and cite the
documentary evidence and documented circumstances which I
believe prove the relationships which are the subject of this
thesis.
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BIRTH OF EDWARD NORWOOD

Edward Norwood was involved in three court actions in 1677.
They are described below in the section: Edward, Norwood in
Virginia (1677-1681).

For Edward to have been involved in these court actions he
would have been at least 21 years ‘'of age in 1677. This means
Edward was born before 6 May 1656; how long before, we do not
know, but it could have been several years before.

As will be seen below, if Edward’s mother was living with her
husband on his land when Edward was born, Edward would have
been born in Isle of Wight County, VA if he was born before 23
January 1653 or in Surry County, VA if he was born after that
date.

Of course, there is always the possibility that he might have
been born in a wagon en route between these homesites, or that
his mother might not have been at her home when he was born!

EDWARD’S FATHER

In his will dated 6 January 1703, William Norwood of Surry, VA
(known as William, the Emigrant) .named Edward Norwood as a
son! (probably his oldest son since Edward was named first
among the children). Edward was left only one shilling, which
was tantamount to disinheritance.

William, the Emigrant, came to Virginia in 1648, or shortly
before. On 6 October 1649, he acquired 200 acres of land at
the mouth of Lawnes Creek, in Isle of Wight County, VA, from
Thomas Gynor?. :

On 23 January 1653, William Norwood bought 200 acres of land
from John Blackstone®. The land was near a "sunken meadow"
and was on the south side of the James River in Surry County,
VA. ‘

There was a dispute about the Isle of Wight land between
William Norwood and Carbery Kigan which was settled by the
House of Burgesses on 24 March 1655. The settlement required
William Norwood to pay Carbery Kigan 700 pounds of tobacco as
damages and to make a firm conveyance to Kigan of the disputed
property which ‘Kigan had previously bought from William
Norwood. The final conveyance was dated 9 December 1656*.
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EDWARD'’S MOTHER

Since Edward was born before May, 1656, his parents would have
married before August, 1655. If his mother had been as young
as 16 when Edward was conceived, she would have been born
before August, 1639 (and even earlier, if she married when she
was older).

When William Norwood died (between 6 January 1703 and 7 March
1703) he and his wife, Lydia, had two daughters, Sarah and
Mary, who were then young and unmarried®. If the youngest one
had been as young as 16, she would have been born as late as
1687 (and even later if she were younger).

In 1687, Lydia would have been ! ears old if she
had been Edward’s mother too.

Other assumptions as to the birth date of Edward and the age
of Lydia’s youngest daughter could be made, but these assump-
tions would all show that it would stretch the biological
outer limits for Lydia to have been the mother of Edward and
also the mother of her youngest daughter at the time her
husband died. This makes it improbable that Lydia was the
mother of Edward.

William Norwood would have been in his thirties in 1655,
before which date he married Edward’s mother. That made it
entirely possible for him to have had another wife before
Lydia; and that other wife to have been Edward’s mother.

Lydia died after 1707. If she had bee
born before 1639, she would have been
not impossible, but improbable for a w

dward’s mother, and
s than 68 at death;
' in those times.

EDWARD NORWOOD MARRIES HIS FIRST WIFE, NAOMI SMITH

Edward Norwood’s first wife was named Naomi Smith®. She was
a daughter of Richard Smith of Charles City County, VA.
Edward was a legal resident of Charles City County, VA in
1677/1678 and he may have married Naomi at that time.

All that can be proved about the date of the marriage is that
it was before 6 July 1680, at which time Edward and Naomi were
residents of Surry County, VA. The court, on that date,
ordered Edward Norwood to return property he had removed from
his deceased father-in-law’s residence’.

LITIGIOUS NATURE OF EDWARD NORWOOD
The most outstanding characteristic of Edward Norwood was his
litigious nature. He was forever suing someone or they were
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suing him. He was always in hot water and his checkerboard
career, to say the least, raises questions about his conduct.

That may account for his being virtually disinherited by his
father. Apparently Edward had fallen from the good graces of
his father.

EDWARD NORWOOD IN VIRGINIA (1677-1681)
Court actions involving Edward Norwood in V1rg1n1a are summa-
rized below.

Surry County, VA. On 6 May 1677, the Constable of Upper
Southwarke Parish was ordered to impress either Edward Norwood
or Richard Cartwright; he to be armed and meet others 14 June
next at Benjamin Harrison’s® :

Charles City County, VA. On 4 September 1677, Edward Norwood
and others were defendants in a trespass action’.

Charles City County, VA. On 3 December 1677, Edward Norwood
was a defendant with respect to 418 pounds of tobacco'.

Charles City County, VA. On 2 February 1678, Edward Norwood
was awarded a judgment against the Sheriff for 468 pounds of

tobaccol!

Charles City County, VA. On 14 February 1678, Edward Norwood
has judgement against the sheriff for 468 pounds of tobacco
and cash for non-appearance of Richard Smith".

Charles City Countyl VA. On 15 August 1678, judgement granted
Ralph Pool, a551gnee of Edward Norwood, Plaintiff, for 108
pounds of tobacco

Surry County, VA. On 12 September 1678, a judgement was
granted William Thompson against George Middleton and Edward
Norwood, securities for appearance of Richard Hill, 440 pounds
of tobacco and costs of suit.

Surry County, VA. On 12 September, 1678, attachment was
granted to George Middleton against estate of Rlchard Hill,
440 pounds of tobacco in above case's.

Charles City County, VA. On 4 December 1678, Edward Norwood
sued Richard Hill',

Surry County, VA. 1In 1679, Edward Norwood first appears as
tithable!’. May not be accurate.
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Surry County, VA. On 6 January 1679, judgement granted Edward
Norwood against George Lee, for 630 pounds of tobacco and
caske, Lee hav1ng liberty to make what just discount he can in
a month’s time' .

surry County, VA. On 6 January 1679, judgement granted George
Lee, assignee of Elizabeth Tatum, administrator of Nevill (?)
Wheeler, deceased, against Edward Norwood for 1,532 pounds of
tobacco and caske with costs”

Surry County, VA. On 2 March 1679, difference between Thomas
Tias and Edward Norwood in an action of trespass, upon request
of Edward Norwood, referred to next court, with consent of
Tias?® '

Surry County, VA. Oon 5 November 1679, judgement granted
Edward Norwood, attorney for William Norwood against Jer.
Ellis, for 840 pounds of tobacco and caske, with costs?

Charles City County, VA. On 11 December 1679, Edward acted as
attorney for William Norwood against Nick Pody Edward has
judgement for 440 pounds of tobacco and caske Me Seupid TAaGY

Surry County, VA. On 1 March 1680, Edward Norwood appointed
Elias Osborne as his attorney®.

Surry County, VA. On 1 March 1680, judgement confessed by
Elias Osborne, attorney for Edward Norwood, to George Foster
for 1,670 pounds of tobacco and caske, w1th costs¥

Surry County, VA. On 12 March 1680, the difference between
Edward Norwood and John King is referred to the next Court?®.

Surry County, VA. On 6 July 1680, difference between Thomas
Tias and Edward Norwood deferred upon action of the case to
Richard Clark and Robert Ruffin who are to examine Tias’s
account against Edward Norwood and make a report to the
Court?,

Surry County, VA. On 6 July 1680, judgement granted Edward
Norwood against Thomas Tias for 16 shillings sterling, with
costs?

sSurry County, VA. On 6 July 1680, judgement granted Captain
William Archer against Edward Norwood for 423 pounds of
tobacco and caske, with costs. Attachment granted sheriff
against estate of Edward Norwood, security for appearance of
Jean Smith, for 475 pounds of tobacco and caske, she having
failed to appear®.

-

55
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Surry County, VA. On 6 July 1680, Edward Norwood was ordered
to return the feather bed, bolster, rug and pillows he carried
away from the house of Richard Smith, deceased, in Charles
City County, VA to Captain William Archer, administrator of
the estate, Judgement granted Thomas Tias for 1,174 pounds of
tobacco and caske, 12 gallon of salt, 2 iron wedges and a pair

Surry County, VA. On 7 July 1680, judgement is granted Edward
Norwood as marryeing (sic) Naomi, the daughter of Richard
SMITH of Charles City County,VA, deceased, against Captain
William ARCHER for present delivery of a cow and calfe (sic)
now in his possession (being a gift of Henry PRISTON (sic) to
the said Naomie (sic) and was amongst the cattle belonging to
the i?id Rich. SMITH at the time of his death) with costs ali.
Exec™,.

sSurry County, VA. On 8 July 1680, judgement granted Edward
Norwood against Abraham Evans for 230 pounds of tobacco and
caske, with costs. Edward Norwood having arrested Evans to
this court in an action of the case, having not filed any
petition; upon request of Evans, a non-suite is granted
against Edward Norwood, damage according to law, and costs.
Evans "references" Edward Norwood in his "accion of defama-
tion" till the next Court®.

Surry County, VA. On 9 September 1680, difference between
Edward Norwood and Abraham Evans is dismissed, with plaintiff
(Edward Norwood) to pay costs™.

Surry County, VA. On 3 May 1681, judgement is granted —------
------  attorney for Jno. King, against Elias Osborne,

attorney of Edward Norwood for ffower (sic) hundred pounds of
tobon& caske & twelve standards? for a shi? with costs ale.
Exec™.

surry County, VA. On 3 May 1681, Exit. Judgmt. is granted Mr.
Tho. JORDAN agt, the estate of Edwd. NORWOOD (returned and
attached) for 598 # toto & ca & oxbowes (tobo & caske) with
Costs ali Exec™. .

Surry County, VA. On 3 May 1681, William Edwards having
obtayned an attachm’t agst ye estate of EDWARD NORWOOD for
nine hundred two pounds of tobo.----- which being -=--- served
upon the body of Tho. Hunt but the said Edwards not fully
proveing the said Hunt to be the said Norwood’s Serv’t it is
referred to next court¥,
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Surry County, VA. On 3 May 1681, Exit, Judgmt is granted Mr.
Wm. SIMMONS Attorney for John BRASSEUR agt. the Estate of
Edward NORWOOD ? returned attached for payment of a [paire
(sic) of Cart wheeles (sic) according to Specialty with Costs
ali. Exec®.

EDWARD NORWOOD & NAOMI MOVE TO PERQUIMANS, NC (1681-1683)
Between 3 May 1681 and 2 October 1683, Edward and Naomi moved
from Surry County, VA to Perquimans County, NC. No deed or
land grant has been found where Edward acquired property
there.

We know from a document on 1 May 1699, when a subsequent
owner of Edward Norwood’s plantation sold it, that the land
was "commonly called by the name of Pricklove Plantation" and
was "a plantation formerly Edward Norwoods". From that we
know that Edward acquired his plantation from Samuel Pricklove
and that it was located on the northeast side of the Perqui-
mans River.

On 1 March 1661, there occurred the first conveyance of land
in North Carolina between a white man (George Durant) and
Indian Chief (Kilcocanen, King of the Yeopim) in which the
Indian was paid for his land. It was recorded on 24 October
1716 and read as follows:

Know all men by these presents that I, Kilcocanen,
King of Yeopim have for a valuable consideration of
satisfaction received with the consent of my people
sold and made over and delivered to George Durant a
parcell of land lying & being on Roanoke Sound & on
a River called by ye name of Perquimans which
issueth out of the north side of the aforesaid
sound which land at present bears ye name of Wico-
comicke, beginning at a marked oak tree which
divided this land from ye land I formerly sold to
Sam: Pricklove and extending westerly up ye said
sound, point of turning of ye aforesaid Perquimans
River and so up the eastward side of ye said river
to a creek called by ye name of Owoseake to wit all
ye land betwixt ye aforesaid bounds of Samuel
Pricklove & the said creek thence to ye head there-
of and thence through ye woods to ye first bounds
to have and to hold ye quiet possession of ye same
to him & his heirs forever, with all rights and
privileges thereto forever from me or any person or
persons whatsoever as witness to my hand this first
day of March 1661: '

10
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10
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Test: Tho. Weamouth Ye marke of
Caleb Calleway - Kilcocanen
or Kirtotanew.

This is a true copie examined word by word of ye original
by me Edward Remington

Witness Registered the 24th of Oct. 1716
will: Lloyd - John Stepney, Register
Thomas Havett

That land, today, is known as Durant’s Neck. Edward Norwood’s
Plantation was part of the Samuel Pricklove property which was
referenced in the deed as bounding the land being conveyed in
the above deed.

KNOWN CHILDREN OF EDWARD & NAOMI IN PERQUIMANS
The Berkeley Parish Register shows that four children were
born to Naomi and Edward Norwood, as follows:

1. A daughter, Jane, was born on 2 October 1683.
2. A son, William, was born on 11 January 1685.

3. An unnamed daughter was born 1 February 1686,
and died 14 February 1686.

4. An unnamed son was born 1 April 1687 and died
the next day.

The Berkeley Register shows "e==-- Norwood, ye daughter of
Edward Norwood died Sept. ye =-==--- ", Mr. William Perry
Johnson of Raleigh, NC thinks the year was 1687%®. This was
undoubtedly Jane, since Jane was the only living daughter of
record in 1687. Whether or not it was Jane in the year 1687
is not critical to this thesis.

From the above, we see that William Norwood, the son of Edward
Norwood, was the only surviving child of record. No record
shows that William Norwood died in Perquimans, NC.

Furthermore, the records, as they are known to exist, show
that of the thirteen persons, named "William" (who were
descendants of an Edward Norwood), the William Norwood who was
born in Perquimans in 1685 was the only one in the records
that could have been the son of an Edward Norwood and could
have died in Craven County, NC in 1748. More on that later,
but this is a very important piece of circumstantial evidence
that supports the contention that Edward Norwood, who married

11
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Naomi Smith was likewise one and the same Edward Norwood who
married Ann Townson.

As will be developed later, the records show that the Edward
Norwood who was married to Naomi had a son named William and
that the Edward Norwood who was married to Ann Townson had a
son named William. I believe William Norwood was one person
(born 1685, died 1748) who is the common denominator that
supports the thesis that Edward, who married Naomi, was one
and the same as the Edward, who married Ann Townson. More on
that later. :

DEATH OF NAOMI

There is no document which shows that Naomi Norwood died in
Perquimans County, NC; nor is there a corollary record which
shows that she died elsewhere.

Naomi disappeared from the records of Perquimans County, NC
after the birth of her unnamed son on 1 April 1687. Her son
died the day after birth. We know only that Naomi was living
when her son was born; but she could have died incident to
giving birth to that son.

These facts and circumstances in the two paragraphs above, in
tandem, constitute important circumstantial evidence that
Naomi died in Perquimans County, NC after 1 April 1687. This
circumstantial evidence will be used later in support of the
thesis that Edward Norwood left Perquimans County as a
widower.

COURT ACTIONS BHOW A PERSONALITY TRAIT

Many court actions involving Edward Norwood in Perquimans, NC
continue to reflect Edward’s litigious nature. A personality
trait is beginning to emerge which constitutes important
circumstantial evidence in support of this thesis. The court
actions are summarized below.

.

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 3 April 1684, Edward Norwood was
on the jury™.

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 2 October 1685, Edward was named
as a witness to a deed from William Chapman to Roger White*.

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 17 August 1687, William Billings
gives Edward his note for 25 shillings in corn to be paid in
October, next*.

12
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Perquimans Precinct, NC. 1In December 1687, Edward served as
a juror on a case in which a negro boy, Exeter, was convicted
of murder®.

Perguimans Precinct, NC. On first Monday in February, 1688,
Edward brought a suit against Taylor which was dismissed®.

Surry County, VA. On 3 July 1688, Edward Norwood of the
Province of North Carolina appoints John King of the County of
Surry in the Colony of Virgany as his attorney in a suit
against Thomas Hunt, carpenter®. This is the document that
proves that Edward Norwood of Surry County, VA was one and
same as the Edward Norwood of Perquimans Precinct, NC.

Surry County, VA. On 7 January 1689, deposition of Sion Hill,
age 35, states that 9 years ago he brought a mare to where the
court was held and Elias Osborne cast the dice for the said
mare. Edward Norwood is mentioned in the deposition®.

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 31 January 1689, Edward Norwood
bought cows from David Blake*.

Perguimans Precinct, NC. On 2 February 1689,Edward Norwood
bought a cow and also a calf from William Lacy’.

Perguimans Precinct, NC. On 4 February 1689, Edward Norwood
bought 19 hogs from Robert Birdwell*,

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 7 October 1689, Edward Norwood
was ordered to pay Elias Osborne 1,882 pounds of tobacco and
casks in the settlement of a debt owed to him by Edward
Norwood®. Edward’s attorney sued Edward; and won!

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 7 October 1689, the Court held
that in the suit by Edward Norwood against Elias Osborne,
there was no cause for action, and Edward was ordered to pay
costs®. Edward even sued his attorney; and lost!

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 7 April 1690, in Court held at
the house of Mary Scott, Stephen Manwaring won a suit against
Edward Norwood®. The Court found that Edward Norwood had
been involved in a fraudulent conveyance and had attempted to
defraud Stephen Manwaring. Edward was ordered to make
restitution. Edward lost his plantation as a result of the
Court action on this date, as will seen from subsequent
transactions detailed below.

Perquimans Precinct, NC. On 5 January 1691, Edward Norwood
won a suit brought against him by John Spelman®. The
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Court ordered John Spelman to pay costs. This is the last
date that we have proof that Edward Norwood was physically
present in Perquimans, NC. There is no record that Edward
died in Perquimans. We know from his father’s will that
Edward Norwood was living in 1703, by which time he had lost
his plantation in Perquimans.

Lower Norfolk County, VA. On 16 January 1691, Edward Norwood
was named as a witness to the Will of Thomas SkeVLngton
The Will was proved 2 February 1691. There is no other
evidence in this time frame that a man named Edward Norwood
lived in Lower Norfolk County, VA, which was contiquous to
Perquimans, NC. This is circumstantial evidence that Edward
Norwood was just visiting Thomas Skevington and witnessed his
will shortly before his death®

REFERENCES TO EDWARD NORWOOD’S "FORMER PLANTATION'" PROVE HE NO
LONGER LIVED THERE

After Edward Norwood lost his plantation to Stephen Manwaring,
there were a number of subsequent property transactions
involving the new owners which prove Edward no longer lived
there. Bear in mind that there is no evidence Edward lived in
Perquimans after 5 January 1691. We know he was alive in 1703
because in that year he was named in his father’s will.

In April 1692, Stephen Manwaring brought a suit against David
Blake and represented to the Court that he was acting as
attorney for Edward Norwood®. The Court finding no proof of
that, dismissed the suit.

There is no proof that Edward Norwood was in Perquimans at
this time. On the contrary, this suit tends to prove Edward
was not there; for if he had brought the suit and he had been
there, he surely would not have appointed Manwaring as his
attorney. Manwaring was the man who won a suit against Edward
just 2 years before, charging fraud.

Furthermore, Manwaring is not likely to have brought a suit,
saying that he was acting as Edward’s attorney if Edward had
been there for Edward would have been sure to know akout the
suit if he had, indeed, been there; and Manwaring’s ruse would
fail. The Court found that Manwaring was not Edward’s attor-
ney. Obviously, Edward Norwood had nothing to do with the
suit and was not in Perquimans at the time.

A logically valid conclusion can drawn from this set of facts

that Edward Norwood left Perquimans between the John Spelman
suit on 5 January 1691 (see above) and April 1692.
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On May 1 1699, (in a deed recorded 10 October 1701) Stephen
Manwaring sold 209 acres, part of what was "commonly called by
the name of Pricklove Plantation" on the northeast side of
Perquimans River to John Anderson. The deed® mentioned "a
plantation formerly Edward Norwoods", confirming that Edward
was not there.

On 13 July 1702, 150 acres of this same tract was re-sold by
John Anderson to John Hawkins. It was referred to as "Nor-
woods Old Field"¥. .

These citations are evidence which confirms that Edward
Norwood had left his plantation in Perquimans, NC before these
dates.

There was a nine year interlude when Edward Norwood'’s name did
not appear in the records of Perquimans County, nor did it
appear anywhere else in the world. I admit that is a bit
puzzling because Edward was a man who left his tracks in the
court system. But none have been found during this interlude.

LOGICALLY VALID CONCLUSIONS FROM DOCUMENTED EVIDENCE 1IN
PERQUIMANS, NC AND ACCOMACK, VA '

From all the preceding documented evidence and circumstantial
evidence, I make the following logically valid conclusions:

1. Edward Norwood disappeared from the records of

imans County, NC after 5§ January 1691 at a
time when he was known to be living; subsequent
land conveyances referred to his former plantation,
indicating that he had moved from Perquimans; and,
as we shall see, the name Edward Norwood thereafter
began appearing on and after 3 April 1700 in Acco-
mack, VA for the first time ever, and the Accomack
Edward Norwood revealed the same propensity for
litigation that Perquimans and Surry Edward Norwood
had shown. Conclusion: Edward Norwood moved from
Perquimans, NC to Accomack, VA between 5 January
1691 and April, 1692.

2. Naomi Smith Norwood, disappeared from the re-

—¢ords of Perquimans, NC after the birth of a son on
1 April 1687 (which son died the next day); the
name Naomi Smith Norwood never again appears in a
record as living anywhere, indicating that she was
dead and Edward Norwood was a widower.

3. William Norwood having been born in Perquimams
County, NC to the marriage of Edward Norwood and
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Naomi Smith Norwood on 11 January 1685, and there
being no record of death of said William Norwood in
Perquimans, Surry, or Accomack; William Norwood
must have survived until the death in Craven Coun-
ty, NC in 1748 of a William Norwood; such William
Norwood being a son of Edward Norwood and being the
only William Norwood, shown in the records, who
could possibly have been Edward Norwood’s son born
in 1685. Conclusion: William Norwood, a minor born
in 1685, moved to Accomack, VA with his father.

EDWARD NORWOOD IN ACCOMACK, VA (BEGINNING IN 1700)

Soon after Edward Norwood’s name disappeared from the records
of Perquimans County, NC, the name, Edward Norwood, began to
appear in the Court records of Accomack County, VA. The
proclivity for suing, and being sued, that was so characteris-
tic of Edward Norwood of Surry, VA, and Perquimans, NC, was
now manifest in Accomack, VA.

There is no specific document which states Edward Norwood of
Accomack, VA was the Edward Norwood of Perquimans, NC and
Surry, VA; but the pattern of behavior compels that conclu-
sion. His name, having disappeared forever from the records
of Surry and Perquimans, at a time when he was known to be
living, and having then appeared in the records of Accomack,
VA with the same propensity for litigation as in Surry,
Virginia and Perquimans, North Carolina make this conclusion
inescapable.

Until his involvement in litigation in Accomack on 3 April
1700, there was no_ evidence whatsoever that Edward Norwood
lived in Accomack, or was born in Accomack. That leads to the
logically valid conclusion that he moved to Accomack from
somewvhere else. And where from somewhere else but the place
from whence a characteristically similar person named Edward
moved shortly before April, 1692; that is, Perquimans, NC.

COURT ACTIONS IN ACCOMACK, VA

Accomack County, VA. On 3 April 1700, Edward Norwood was a
defendant in a suit brought against him by James Ewell.
Norwood was granted his plea to postpone the suit until the
next Court®. Edward was at least 44 years old at this time.

Accomack County, VA. On 6 October 1703, the Court found
Edward guilty of a misdemeanor for passing counterfeit money.
The Sheriff was ordered to take Norwood into custody "until he
give sufficient security for ye good behavior and payment of
court charges". The case was brought as the result of
information furnished by Captain John Franklin,, a justice of
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the peace of nearby Somerset County, MD, "upon suspicion of
coining and uttering false money contrary to ye laws". The
Court found no proof that Edward Norwood had counterfeited the
money, but did find him guilty of passing it*®.

Accomack County, VA. Oon 31 December 1707, in the case of
Edward Norwood vs. William Brian, the Court granted the plea
of William Brian for Special Parlance® (postponement).

Accomack County, VA. On 31 December 1707, in the case of
Edward Norwood, the Court granted the plea of John Dyer for
Special Parlance® (postponement).

Accomack County, VA. On 31 December 1707, Edward Norwood
brought suit against Samuel Taylor®.

Accomack County, VA. On 31 December 1701, Edward Norwood won
a suit against John Goslin for 600 pounds of tobacco®.

Accomack County, VA. On 31 December 1707, the suit of Edward
Norwood against William Brian was postponed until tomorrow®.

EDWARD LEASES LAND FOR 12 YEARS ON 2 DECEMBER 1707

No record shows that Edward Norwood owned any land in Accomack
County, VA. He leased 1,400 acres from John Michael® on 2
December 1707, for which he was to make improvements on the
land instead of paying rent. Edward was at least 51 years old
at this time.

JOHN TOWNSON WILL NAMES DAUGHTER, ANN NORWOOD
In his Will dated 11 February 1710 (probated 7 March 1710)
John Townson named a daughter, Ann Norwood®.

Since Edward Norwood was the only Norwood in Accomack in this
time frame, he may logically be considered to be the husband
of Ann Townson Norwood. Remember, Naomi Smith Norwood was
- dead! ' ‘

DATE OF MARRIAGE: EDWARD NORWOOD AND ANN TOWNSON

Obviously, Edward Norwood and Ann Townson were married by the
date of John Townson’s Will, 11 February 1710. They could
have married as early as sometime in 1692, by which time the
records show Edward had left Perquimans by April, 1692; or
assuming Edward met Ann in Accomack because her father lived
there, they could have been married by (probably before) 3
April 1700, by which time the records show that Edward Norwood
was a legal resident of Accomack, VA. They probably married
in the 1690’s. . ‘
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