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significant. It will need to be thought out, but Michael Il would've been

Mag, Wioe (1006 grephrn

- . u t] - - J < "
N Ay exo /j’ féZ{f- /L& "’b Lista ol )JADW-E Nl ovr
~B Manl W, I 1660-169) A
DR A l)j b58-"4lr 07 Son B D)6 F ghugoutn Lakout
~ . — .
Fro rltard O, 2165 /{MWJC,, Ak s s Aantl
RPN o L fala W T 10y 1758 < O I A Aidwirr
ch ,:l r 4 s L M v , 4
S 7 walllom l’{/ JO VN b2 awA JOTON lbbD — 2arbun
; & o
Y Nema VI T NS T Wk asqokrf ~ Possd
p Now comes the interesting info.... on the 1679 T{Tal?:e ric_or? ftord Lam;r:‘zs Bt ,VLM &4414 o A/é
k Parish of Surry County, Virginia, Michael Upchurch is listed....
gg?s H?g SON, MIgHAEL. | have a copy of the actual record in my hand as | W, e XA ’ﬂj M
speak... and it's quite clear and easy to read: “Michaell Upchurch & ’é
Michaell his Son..... 2" /’/J— SAr F. AN
This really excites me. Now we can see that he'd reached 16 by 1679, making A _J: p w w L(_,I
him born after June 10th, 1662 and before June 10th, 1663. %—0/\""‘1 v
f(“l ML U /.I'
i i i i i thought,
Could it possibly be that since Michaell |l was born earhe_r than .
F that he nelight be the father of John, William, and James, instead of Richard ( 5_% G’) i } - C
(abt. 1658-1700)? When we thought he wasn't old enough to have fathered John n
(borm 1678), it made sense t::Lhat Ribcth’?'rr'd was thfe ;;;her. But now we can see M 4z, A St 77d1
that Michael |l would have been a years 0 3 M ‘
A v ru“
G I've never really studied the two sons of Michael (1624-1681) so I'm nol_ e M I 't/“ A M
sure of the validity of whether Richard Upchurch (1658-1700) or now this son m W ’ j
Michael would have been the father of John, William, and James. ] b U) - R 0\} 7
What do you think? ARpfleMpt A évww’
First though, let me give you this from Belle Lewter West's book: AN X
- ZANT5 %
Michael Upchurch II, in Surry Co., Va., seems to have been the youngest son r KY A cowmM .
of Michael and Frances UPCHURCH. He was first mentioned in records as a 4 J D
tithable at Lawne's Creek Parish Church by his mother, FRANCES, on the 12th /9 /f"m o Y“L L?
of June 1683, indicating that he had just reached the age of sixteen.... 2% A M
So we've all used that information about Michael Il as nothing else had ever I . AL { ﬁ_ 4&2
surfaced to make us think differently. Ms. West's findings suggested that 8""9"
Michael Il was born about 1667. M ol a/w(;s AL
)( . This is absolutely fascinating, and you could be onto something really OQ"*/T a Mﬂlﬂbre )e‘

regaily young, still. | notice that John apparentiy had a daughter,

Elizabeth, born 25 Dec 1701 - which (usually) would mean having been born ca
1670-1675, and there were at least two boys, John Jr. and James, for whom |
do not have a birthdate, and if they were before Elizabeth, then John's
marriage might have been a little earlier (or not). In any event, this

:VéJSU(IJd ir:nply that Michael Il would need to have been born not much later than
ish.
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3 From wills and deeds, I know that Michael Upchurch lived on the south side MICRAEL u/m ATD-159

of Eaton's Road in 1784, near Middle Run. His neighbors wereValentine ) _ . ;
White, Thomas Parham, Lewis Dupree, Thomas, Isaac, and Benjamin Mosely.  H§49 LOCATIOA ! g NETERABORS mﬂ

¢ By 1777, Michael/Myal Upchurch's neighbors were BARTHOLOMEW UPCHURCH, /MIcCHAEL W,JL XID-]59

Matthew Rainey, Thomas Bracy, and Allen Love. This deed is from "Daniel "BART NHeLOMMEW W TS
Burnet and his wife Elizabeth of CHATHAM Co. NORTH CAROLINA to Thomas Smith o 2 4 - -

of Chatham County, N.C.," and it was land already lived on by Joyce Burnet, NEW !\ WEED DEED To
at the head of Poplar Creek. _ 1.0k TIDN L'?l'l

WEALFY THIS NEW WUPLHV RCH FANIL) #SdhHGR

€} Another 1777 deed of gift from William Brewer and is wife Mary to John JTAamMEs L IS PR il L
Brewer is for "518 acres which was William Brewer's dec'd plantation, on ) 1S [YEs RBap FFULE
the south side of Rattle Snake Creek joining William Jones, Henry ITAMMES U, oL A - e
Ledbetter, UPCHURCH'S BRANCH, and James UPCHURCH. Ny 6 THEN AREEENEVLES T

RATTLE SNAKE CREEK § RArrLe sUMNE choven ;| NOWEVER CANAOT YET
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q There was also a THOMAS UPCHURCH in Brunswick in 1776, as he is a witness  TN-I5 THemnsS W L5 AW
to the will of Thomas Lambert. ro APK REcCoA D5, NSED
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/0 Everybody over 16 had to do road work in the 1700s in VA, or have a slave . ~ =

do it. Some of these records have survived, and on September 7, 1738, . TH_TSD FOFo I W :w_‘T'D

JAMES UPCHURCH and WILLIAM UPCHURCH #vere removed from Francis Wray'sroad [P W » Gaoe ) oN HEES

crew and placed on William Mosely's road crew. So, WOW, these Upchurches — =< I9

were there early enough to be Joseph's father, that is for sure! In THEY AV ED “ .
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|2 InaNovember pre-election (of burgesses) in Brunswick, the only Upchurches =" IS REFERENVC E LS5 A OT
on the list were JAMES UPCHURCH Sr. and MICHAEL UPCHURCH DATED Ber ANOTREIC CITATLL. /{/
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