
1  

A CONCISE HISTORY OF LOWER FRANKFORD TOWNSHIP UP TO THE CIVIL WAR 
 

Keith Senecal, 2024 
 
1 - Introduction: 
 
In 2022, I was a member of a committee re-writing Lower Frankford Township’s Comprehensive Plan, 
which included a brief section on history.  We all agreed that the Township needed a document telling its 
history.  Perhaps it could be put on the Township’s recently inaugurated website for anyone to read.  I 
volunteered.  It was a big project.  I reduced my burden by ignoring the history after the Civil War.  The 
final product (Lower Frankford Township, Pennsylvania – A History From Plate Tectonics To The Civil 
War, which I will refer to as my History) still ended up being over 600 pages in length – a bit long for the 
website.  What you are reading now is the “Concise” version – just 50 pages.  Everything written here is 
found in the complete History.  Much has been – painfully, for me – left out.  It is more general and 
looser; no endnotes nor footnotes are included to identify sources or add side comments.  This concerns 
me because most of the ideas expressed are not my own; and I do not want to plagiarize those authors.  
As a solution, I deny anyone permission to quote from this concise version; only the full History – along 
with its citations – can be used.  This Concise History is just a summary – a long abstract.  In any event, I 
recommend the full version; much was lost in the editing.  I will donate copies of the complete History to 
the Township to lend, as well as to the Cumberland County Historical Society and Bosler Library.  
Although the Township enlisted me to write this history, its content is in no way endorsed by the 
Township Supervisors; I alone am responsible for the content. 
 
 
2 - Geography and Geology: 
 
Geographically, Lower Frankford Township stretches from North Mountain (aka Blue Mountain), which 
forms its northern border, to the Conodoguinet Creek, which forms its southern border.  The east and 
west boundaries with North Middleton and Upper Frankford Townships, respectively, are non-
geographic political boundaries.  Although those borders were not finalized until 1920, I will in this 
document treat the territory of present-day Lower Frankford Township as if it existed since the beginning 
of time.  It is a scenic site – a beautiful place to live.  The Cumberland Valley, in which it resides, curves 
counter-clockwise to the west and south.  The difficulty of passing through the mountains and the 
relative ease of passing through the Valley would play major roles in local and national history.  The land 
is mostly shale, which is adequate although not optimal (compared to the limestone soils that form most 
of the Cumberland Valley) for growing crops, but which forms good foundations and provides good 
surface and ground water.  Subtly, that shale controls the recent and near-future appearance of the 
Township; the shale’s failure to support septic systems is one of the major factors preventing large-scale 
and even small-scale development in the Township.  What is the geological history that brought us to 
this point? 
 
Geology is explained by plate tectonics.  The solid surface of the Earth (including that under the oceans) 
floats as plates on the molten rock below.  These plates collide with each other and separate from each 
other in irregular cycles of tens of millions of years.  Colliding plates can compress, bend, and fold each 
other; the results have been compared to “an automobile hood after an accident” although the 
replacement of sheet metal by layers of rock makes it a much more complex process.  This has been 
going on since the molten Earth formed a solid crust, billions of years ago.  Continents and parts of 
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continents have repeatedly joined and separated from each other, building up the bulk of the continents 
in the process.  Each time, in the area of Lower Frankford Township, the collision produced mountains 
resembling the Andes; and each time those mountains eroded over tens of millions of years of rain, 
wind, freeze-thaw, and gravity.  The sedimentary rock produced by erosion would be lifted by the next 
collision to form the next mountain range.  The last collision – that which was part of the assembly of the 
supercontinent Pangaea – formed the Appalachian Mountains roughly 250 million years ago, the eroded 
remnants of which we see today.   
 
Our journey through time will now greatly condense.  Above, we started with the billions of years of 
earth’s existence divided into cycles of continental collisions measured in tens of millions of years.  The 
last two million years, up to ten thousand years ago, was the Pleistocene Epoch, marked by cycles 
measured in tens of thousands of years alternating between a climate similar to today’s climate and ice 
ages.  The continental ice sheets of those ice ages never covered Lower Frankford Township, but the area 
would have experienced tundra conditions similar to winters in northern Canada and Siberia.  The end of 
the ice ages saw the arrival of the first humans in Pennsylvania. 
 
 
3 - Native Americans: 
 
The first humans arrived in this area almost twenty thousand years ago.  The next nineteen thousand 
years of human history in Pennsylvania is sketchy even in broad terms; and almost nothing is known 
about Native Americans who lived specifically in what is now Lower Frankford Township.  Indians in 
North America had no written language.  The only history that we have is based on the writings that 
were made after the arrival of Europeans or on the archaeological evidence dug from the ground.  
Citizens report finding stone tools such as arrowheads and axe heads, but I am not aware of any 
significant archaeological site in the Township nor in surrounding areas.  There was undoubtedly an oral 
history transmitted among the people; but oral histories are inherently unreliable and also suffer from 
the crucial step of being translated to a written language by someone outside of the culture.  Seemingly 
to make things more difficult for the historian, the native peoples did not sit in place for millennia in 
static societies waiting for the arrival of my ancestors.  They had a complicated history, full of change.  
The grandparents of the Indians whom the first settlers met did not live at that site of meeting; they 
came from elsewhere; and by the time of colonization, there was movement in every generation. 
 
Like humans throughout the world at the time, the Native Americans initially lived a nomadic life marked 
by large-game hunting with spears.  By three thousand years ago, they were cultivating crops, hunting 
with bows, and making stews in pottery.  The “Three Sisters” of corn, beans, and squash grew 
symbiotically.  Corn provided a pole up which the beans could grow, while the beans replenished the soil 
with nitrogen that the corn tended to deplete.  Squash leaves provided shade, saved moisture, and 
suppressed weeds.  Together, but not individually, they provided all essential amino acids (the building 
blocks of all proteins).  Dependence on agriculture for the majority of calories made Native Americans 
less nomadic and more likely to form towns.  Nonetheless, agriculture did deplete the soil, leading to 
migration to a new site roughly every twenty years.  There were also seasonal migrations among sites for 
agriculture, hunting, and sugar harvesting/boiling. 
 
Long before any European ventured into the area that would become Lower Frankford Township, the 
lives of Native Americans had already been drastically transformed by the arrival of Europeans far away.  
European diseases such as smallpox, measles, and influenza killed 90% of the population.  The area had 
never seen a large number of people, but now it was close to empty.  Many tribes ceased to exist as 
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such; survivors of one tribe combined with survivors of other tribes to form new communities in new 
locations.  Whether through treaty or warfare, Indians were displaced from areas settled by Europeans; 
but tribes also understood the value of being within a short journey of Europeans, who would trade 
metal goods for furs.  This jockeying for position, combined with the increased efficiency of metal 
weapons, led to unprecedentedly deadly wars among Indians.  Before 1550, the Susquehannocks were 
centered on the North Branch of the Susquehanna River, but by 1570 they had largely migrated to our 
area of the Susquehanna Valley, drawn by trade with Europeans coming from the Chesapeake and 
perhaps pushed by the stronger Iroquois tribes to the north.  Within 100 years, they had died or 
dispersed, with some survivors joining with recently arrived Shawnees, Delawares, Conoys, Nanticokes, 
Tuscaroras, and Tutelos to form multiethnic Indian villages, including one on the lower Conodoguinet 
and one on the lower Yellow Breeches.  Among those tribes, the Delawares (or Leni Lenapes) were 
probably most numerous.  They had migrated from the Delaware River Valley, where they had been 
displaced sequentially by the Swedes, Dutch, and English (William Penn).  The Delawares were a loose 
association (particularly compared to the more organized, regimented, political, and aggressive Iroquois) 
whose political units were villages containing just a handful of houses and whose military endeavors 
were limited to small scale raids of retribution rather than strategic battles over territory.  Settlers would 
soon arrive in their neighborhood. 
 
 
4 - Penn’s Woods: 
 
In 1680, King Charles II granted to William Penn the land that would become Pennsylvania as settlement 
of a debt that the King owed to Penn’s father.  Penn had converted to Quakerism in 1667, for which he 
suffered persecution, including imprisonment; therefore, he sought to establish a colony based on 
freedom of religion (at least for many Christian churches).  He wrote promotional tracts and had them 
distributed in England, Ireland, Germany, and the Netherlands.  Unlike most of his contemporaries, 
William Penn saw the Native Americans as human beings, worthy of being treated as such.  Penn and 
the Quakers did not threaten the Indians militarily; they instead negotiated peaceful treaties to obtain 
land for colonists, although the two different cultures would have viewed the treaties quite differently.  
The Indians would have thought that they were allowing the colonists to share tribal land as essentially 
guests or renters; the English would have understood the transaction as a transfer of exclusive 
ownership in perpetuity.  Although religious freedom and peaceful relations with the Native Americans 
were founding principles of Pennsylvania, it was also quite equally a commercial enterprise; Penn had 
great debts which needed to be paid off.  Colonists would purchase and rent land from the Penns; and 
the Penns would profit in both directions from the exchange of Indian pelts for European metal goods, 
with the colonists doing the field work.  This quest for trade and land took colonists to the west side of 
the Susquehanna, which was Indian land not yet owned by the Penns.  This created friction between 
settlers and Indians, with the Penns in the middle (but physically east in Philadelphia) trying to keep the 
peace.  As mentioned previously, the Native Americans living on the west shore were a politically 
decentralized amalgam of individuals from many different tribes who had been displaced from 
elsewhere.  Many had come at the invitation of the Iroquois (Six Nations) centered in New York.  
Although the Iroquois were not physically present here, they claimed dominion; and the Penns found it 
quite convenient to negotiate with them, over the heads of the Native Americans actually living here, 
opening the Cumberland Valley to legal settlement in 1736, but also leaving bad feelings among the 
powerless native occupants that would lead to the French and Indian War.   
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5 - The Scots-Irish: 
 
The first settlers in the Cumberland Valley, including Lower Frankford Township, were Scots-Irish.  The 
Scots-Irish were people whose ancestors were born and raised in Scotland then moved to live in 
Northern Ireland.  Significantly, they were Presbyterians rather than Catholics.  England, who had 
attempted to conquer Ireland since the 12th century, was victorious under Queen Elizabeth in the Nine 
Years War (1594-1603).  Scots came to Ireland for economic reasons and initially thrived.  But a 
combination of increasing religious discrimination and worsening economic prospects – both largely the 
result of changes in British policies and laws – along with the prospect in Pennsylvania of religious 
freedom and the ability to actually own their own land, led to the migration of many Scots-Irish to 
Pennsylvania.  The Pennsylvania proprietors (the Penn family) encouraged their settlement on the 
frontier, including Lower Frankford Township, because they thought that the Scots-Irish, with their 
experience of having lived as a minority amongst a sometimes-hostile majority of Irish Catholics, would 
deal best with being a minority amongst potentially hostile Indians.  They had enough money to pay for 
passage and to buy land, and they traveled as families or communities (in contrast to the English, Scots, 
and Catholic-Irish immigrants, who tended to be poor, indentured, unmarried, young men) 
 
 
6 - The Germans: 
 
The Germans (meaning German-speakers since there was no unified German nation at that time) who 
immigrated to Pennsylvania are commonly divided into two groups based on church affiliation:  the 
peace sects (such as the Mennonites and Amish) and the evangelical churches (the Lutherans and 
Reformed - the latter often termed German Reformed or German Calvinists).  Separately, they both 
arrived in the colonies soon before and after 1700, but neither initially made their way to Lower 
Frankford Township.  Members of the sects were early colonists of Pennsylvania; the founders of 
Germantown (now in Philadelphia) arrived in Philadelphia in 1683 from the Netherlands, nearby German 
states, and Switzerland.  The Lutherans and Reformed started arriving in 1710, but to New York rather 
than to Pennsylvania.  Many had started in the Palatine (south Rhine) region of Germany, which had 
been scarred by religious wars, went to London as Protestants under protection of Queen Anne, then 
finally sailed to New York, temporarily almost doubling the population of the city.  Some of those 
Germans (including ancestors of mine) in the Hudson Valley later came to the Susquehanna Valley after 
they had sent a scouting party, with Native American guides, overland to the north-eastern tributaries of 
the Susquehanna, down the river, then up the Swatara Creek into what is now Berks County.  After 1727, 
those immigrating from Germany highly preferred Pennsylvania to other colonies.  Settling initially in and 
around Philadelphia, they would later, searching for land to own and farm, migrate to Lower Frankford.  
Like the Scots-Irish, they traveled as families, were not indentured, and had the resources to buy land 
and the experience of running farms. 
 
 
7 - First Families of Lower Frankford Township: 
 
The map on the next page shows the settlement of Lower Frankford Township over time.  I added the 
colors, but the original was produced by Entenmann and Barner.  They reviewed the colonial era legal 
documents, identifying the first owners of tracts in portions of Pennsylvania, including what is now 
Lower Frankford Township; and they translated that information onto modern maps showing boundaries 
and to a text giving names and dates when Pennsylvania warranted the land to the first owner, as well as  
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other information.  My colors directly relate to that warrant date:  purple for 1734-1736 (via Blunston 
license – a reservation for warrant applied to land not yet received by Indian treaty), blue for 1736-1754 
(pre-French & Indian War), green for 1754- 1766 (French & Indian War and Pontiac’s War), yellow/gold 
for 1766-1787 (Revolution to Constitution), and red for after 1787 (post-Constitution).  In my History, 
from which this Concise History was adapted, I introduced each of those first land-owners; but that 
would take too much room here.  Based on the warrantee’s surname, I assigned a nationality/ethnicity 
to each land-owner.  This confirmed the expectation that the first settlers were Scots-Irish.  For example, 
among the twelve properties warranted before 1754 (purple and blue on the map) 7 had Scots-Irish 
owners, 3 ½ were English (Richard Peters’ surname could be either English or German, explaining the 
half), 1 Irish, ½ German.  The map itself tells a story.  The order of land choice over time is not random.  
Clearly, there was an early preference for land along the Conodoguinet, as shown by the sole tract 
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colored purple (which extended to the opposite side of the Creek) and the handful that are colored blue.  
One of the blue properties – the fifth property chosen, owned by Robert Campbell in 1745 at tract P50, 
which is mostly in North Middleton but can be seen in blue on the east edge of Lower Frankford in the 
map - is anomalous in being far from the Conodoguinet.  I do not have a certain explanation for this 
choice; but notice that the next time-period (in green) is also far from the Creek.  Much of this land is 
now in the Township’s Agricultural Zoning District, suggesting that it might have been attractive for its 
soil (generally, not one of Lower Frankford’s great strengths).  The green properties also follow the route 
north on McClure’s Gap Road all the way (in Upper Frankford Township) to the Gap itself, which was a 
functioning path/road well into the 20th century.  Most of the remaining land was chosen by the time of 
the Constitution (in yellow/gold), with the exception of the mountains (and a few scattered lower lands) 
chosen between 1787 and 1815 (in red).  The first, third, and sixth properties selected later became sites 
of water mills; was that foreseen by the purchasers?  Another possible explanation is that they were 
sites of fords, which would have some more immediate value. 
 
 
8 – The Colonists Arrive: 
 
In this chapter I want to entertain three questions: (1) How did the colonists get here? (2) How did they 
choose where to settle? (3) What did they find when they got here? 
 
By the 1720s, trade between Ulster and Pennsylvania was well established.  Ships sailed east in the 
winter, carrying flaxseed and other agricultural products.  They sailed west through the spring and 
summer, carrying linens (made from flax), dry goods, and immigrants.  The trip west took between eight 
and ten weeks.  Pennsylvania had two major ports of entry:  Philadelphia and New Castle (now in 
Delaware; but Delaware then comprised the “lower counties” of Pennsylvania), with the latter being 
initially more important.  There were, of course, no paved highways at the time, but there were plentiful 
Indian trails, which the Native Americans used for commerce, diplomacy, and war.  We will discuss them 
further in Chapter 15; but, for the purpose of this chapter, we should know that the Indian trails 
included the Conestoga-Newport Path – from Newport, Delaware via Avondale and Gap (now US 41) to 
Conestoga, on the Susquehanna River, south of Conoy Town. The Conoy Path went from Conoy Town 
(present-day Bainbridge) on the east shore of the Susquehanna, up the east shore to a crossing at 
Conewago Falls (between the two Conewago Creeks, one on either side of the river) to York Haven, to 
Newberrytown, crossing the Yellow Breeches near Lisburn, to Bowmandale, and to Carlisle (using a lot of 
modern names of towns that did not exist back then).  Thus, there was a path (with many alternative 
routes available) from the Delaware ports to Lower Frankford Township. 
 
For Germans and later Scots-Irish, Philadelphia harbor was the major site of entry.  The Allegheny Path 
was the major route of colonization in Pennsylvania.  As the name implies, it (or one of its many 
variants/competitors) provided a route to the Allegheny River, and thence to the Ohio River at present- 
day Pittsburgh.  It started at Frankford Creek in Philadelphia (just south of the Betsy Ross Bridge), gave its 
name to Allegheny Avenue, crossed the Schuylkill River near the City Avenue Bridge, followed the route 
of present-day US 30 through Merion and Paoli, crossed the Allegheny Creek at Alleghenyville, crossed 
South Mountain west of Reading, then continued down the Lebanon Valley to the ford over the 
Susquehanna River at present-day Paxtang. The trail west from the river is also considered part of several 
other Indian paths going by many names, including the Allegheny, Frankstown, Raystown, Ohio, Virginia, 
Potomac, and Great Path/Road; but they all followed the same two paths initially, now approximated by 
US 11 and PA 641 (Trindle Road), to arrive at Letort’s Spring (Carlisle had not yet been founded).  There 
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were undoubtedly lesser paths that led from Letort’s Spring to Lower Frankford Township, but the major 
routes to go farther west either followed Walnut Bottom Road or the Ritner Highway. 
 
There is a tradition among historians that the Scots-Irish preferred shale soils and that the Germans 
preferred limestone soils, with an undercurrent of the Germans being superior farmers with a better 
understanding of soils and productive farm practices.  That interpretation has been challenged.  When I 
compared on map (in my History) the settlement north of the Conodoguinet (shale soils) to the 
settlement south of the Creek (limestone soils), a strong preference for either type of soil was not 
evident.  As mentioned in the previous chapter, land along the Conodoguinet was clearly favored, with 
suggestions that sites of fords or potential for water mills were appreciated.  All of the early 
Presbyterian Churches were built at the site of springs (including Meeting House Spring and Big Spring), 
but Lower Frankford has neither a major spring nor a Presbyterian Church building site.  Another factor 
in land-choice was the location of previous settlers; new settlers often chose land next to previous 
settlers.  This might have been related to geography; good land is often adjacent to other good land.  
But the Scots-Irish were, socially, a tight group.  Having a close neighbor was undoubtedly a good thing.  
That neighbor might even have been a relative or previous acquaintance; undoubtedly, he and his 
family would have been fellow Presbyterians. 
 
What did settlers find when they got here?  Depending upon whom you read, they may or may not have 
found meadows that did not require clearing.  More likely, they found forest; and if they wanted to grow 
food, they had to clear land.  We will talk about that in the next chapter.  How close were the Indians 
and how many were there nearby?  I could not find the answer to those questions.  There were 
interactions.  Indians taught settlers how to survive.  Settlers “drank, caroused, and sometimes fought 
with each other and their Indian and trader neighbors.”  Meetings between Indians and Europeans on 
the trails commonly were social events marked by the sharing of a pipe of tobacco and trading of food 
and talk.   
 

There seem to have been three ways of viewing the Native Americans:  (1) They were savages, dirty, 
dishonest, and dangerous. (2) They were noble, more spiritual, environmental, wise, and humane than 
Europeans.  (3) They were the victims of repeated and unrelenting European treachery and racism. 
None of those viewpoints is correct alone; the truth probably lies somewhere in a combination of the 
three.  By the time the French and Indian War and Pontiac’s War (discussed in Chapter 12) were in the 
past, essentially all settlers in the Township would agree to #1; any positive relationship that had existed 
was destroyed by the savage (on both sides) warfare.  But at the time of first settlement in the 
Township, it appears that the settlers interacted with the Indians, and that they perhaps had to learn 
from them and trade with them in order to survive.  I suspect that there was significant interaction and 
mutual respect.  But I also believe that the cultural divide was huge, and that each side looked warily on 
the other.  They probably saw some humanity in each other, but also felt a sense of irreconcilable 
difference and unfathomable mystery about the other, to the point that the other seemed not quite 
human. 
 
 
9 – Settler Farmers: 
 
The essential and overwhelming fact in the lives of settlers in the Township was that they were farmers. 
Their attention, energy, and time was focused on surviving.  Survival depended upon their making a 
productive farm from wild land.  The initial Scots-Irish settlers were experienced farmers, but Lower 
Frankford Township was different than Ulster.  They learned from Native Americans to clear land by 
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girding trees and slash-and-burn clearing of underbrush.  They spread seed by hand since plows could 
not be used until stumps were cleared.  As in Ulster, they planted turnips and potatoes (a new-world 
crop that had long become common in the old world); but they also learned from the Indians about 
corn, squash, and beans.  Rather than Ulster’s oats and barley, they grew wheat (for which there was 
great demand, allowing them to trade for other goods) and rye (which could be distilled – another 
tradable good).  Instead of Ulster’s thatched, stone houses, they (like essentially all settlers of any 
nationality, and increasingly joined by the Indians) built log cabins, taking advantage of the ubiquitous 
trees.  Ulster’s sheep and cattle were largely (but not entirely) replaced by pigs, who could forage in the 
woods.  Cattle lived on pasture.  They grew flax, earning money by sending flax seed back to Ulster, and 
supporting their own linen production.  The Scots-Irish farmer by necessity supported himself, producing 
much of what he needed to live; but there was also a clear commercial aspect to his farming, allowing 
him to obtain goods that he could not produce himself. 
 
Germans were more inward-looking, seeing farming as a way of life rather than as a business.  The family 
(and extended family) was the essential unit, living a God-centered life.  Germans were more aggressive 
(the fact that they arrived later, often purchasing Scots-Irish property, might have played a role) in 
laboriously clearing stumps, allowing more efficient plowed agriculture.  They were known for their bank 
barns, which provided housing for cattle below (making them more productive and allowing for selective 
breeding) and commonly had a threshing floor above, flanked by storage rooms.  They improved their 
soil through crop rotation, manure, burnt lime, and red clover.  They did grow wheat as a crash crop, but 
also corn, oats, buckwheat, barley, and rye; and they had a diversified vegetable garden as well as 
orchards and grapevines. 
 
 
10 – Religion and Churches: 
 
I believe that it is a safe bet that all of the early settlers of Lower Frankford Township were intensely 
religious, with the Bible at the center of their lives, along with their families and the immediate task of 
surviving off their new property.  Freedom from an established state church was one of the main reasons 
why they left Europe and came to Pennsylvania.  Immigrants commonly brought their religions with 
them, but this was also a time of new religions, as the Protestant movement divided over the 
interpretation of scripture, and John Wesley’s Methodism caused many establishment churches to split 
over form of worship.  This was the First Great Awakening, which saw an increase in religious 
participation throughout the colonies.  Uniting the various Protestant denominations was the 
empowerment of the individual to interpret the Bible based on their own reading and understanding - 
commonly with guidance from clergy, but not taking orders from clergy.  Some feel that this 
independent, empowered, anti-authoritarian aspect of the Protestant faith was essential for the 
American Revolution, which lay in the near-future.   
 
The earliest settlers were Scots-Irish Presbyterians.  This religion had its origin with John Calvin in 
Geneva, and was brought to Scotland by John Knox.  Their structure was to be led as a spiritual 
community by learned ministers and elders (presbyters) in studying scripture.  Trained ministers were 
hard to come by here on the frontier, but the Presbytery (homed in New Castle, Delaware) arranged for 
circulating preachers.  Multiple log meeting houses for worship were constructed in 1737, including the 
Meeting House Spring and Big Spring churches, located near the future sites of Carlisle and Newville.  
Those locations might seem reasonably close to us; but almost 300 years ago, going to church would 
have taken considerable effort.  Generally, it was a full-day event.  One could travel by horseback (roads 
were not yet wide enough for wagons); but horses were not plentiful and families were large; most 
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would have journeyed on foot.  They packed lunches, arrived early, and socialized with their neighbors.  
The Meeting House Spring Church did not last long; the Old Side/New Side (also termed Old Light/New 
Light) division split the congregation over the issues of church government, clergy training, and 
especially the form of worship (traditional versus one influenced by Methodism).  The Meeting House 
Spring site was abandoned as the New and Old Sides found new locations in the new town of Carlisle in 
1758 and 1761, respectively.  They eventually reunited in the First Presbyterian Church on the square in 
1779; but the Old Side left in 1833 to found the Second Presbyterian Church.  The Big Spring 
congregation was New Side by 1740.  Just to add to the confusion, a second Presbyterian Church was 
built in Newville in 1764; but it was neither Old nor New Light, instead being Associate Presbyterian, 
founded by Scots rather than by Scots-Irish. 
 
Just as Scots-Irish typically brought their state-recognized religion (Presbyterianism) with them, 
German immigrants to Lower Frankford typically brought theirs (Lutheran and German Reformed).  The 
Lutheran Church was established by Martin Luther, the prime mover of the Protestant Reformation; 
the Reformed Church was Calvinist (but distinct from Presbyterianism).  Although the two had doctrinal 
differences, in America they commonly shared a “union church”, maintaining their separate identities 
but worshipping on alternating Sundays in a jointly-built meeting house.  There was a union church in 
Carlisle by 1793, but the dates of establishment of its two congregations are not known.  St. Peter’s 
(aka Poppenmacher’s) Evangelical Lutheran Church (on Brick Church Road in Upper Frankford) was 
built (of logs) in 1796.  The present-day brick church building dates from 1826.  By 1810, a log meeting 
house and a log schoolhouse were constructed on what is now known as Stone Church Road, off of 
McClure’s Gap Road in Lower Frankford Township, north of Opossum Lake.  The present stone church 
was built in 1820. This Salem Stone Church was a union church shared by Lutheran and German 
Reformed congregations. 
 
Although the earliest German settlers in Lower Frankford were members of the Lutheran or German 
Reformed Churches, there were also members of the Peace Churches.  The Mennonite Church, one of 
the Anabaptist (believers in adult rather than infant baptism) Peace Churches or sects, was named after 
leader Menno Simons (1496-1561).  They not only disagreed with the Pope, they also disagreed with 
Luther and Zwingli; not being the official religion of any country, they were seemingly persecuted by 
everyone.  The Diller family were prominent Mennonites in and around Lower Frankford, including the 
builder of Diller’s Mill (at the site of today’s Heishman’s Mill) and Diller Mennonite Church (on Creek 
Road, two miles west of the mill).  The associated cemetery dates to 1803; the meeting house might (or 
might not; there is some controversy over dates) have been built in 1826. 
 
There were many other anabaptist churches other than Mennonites.  The First Church of God was 
established in Shippensburg in 1825, followed by Newville (1836), Plainfield (1837), and others.  I was 
unable to find the year of organization of the congregation of the Opossum Hill Union Church (which is 
near the corner of Opossum Lake Road and Westlake Drive in Lower Frankford), but the cornerstone 
gives 1849 as the date of construction.  The earliest date of death recorded in its cemetery is 1854.  
According to a photo in the Cumberland County Historical Society collection, the present structure was 
built (rebuilt?) in 1907.  Through much of its history it had its present name, with “Union” reflecting the 
fact that it was a building shared by multiple denominations; unfortunately, there is no record of what 
specific denominations were involved.  Zeamer, in his 1905 book of headstone transcriptions, noted that 
it was then a Zolleringite church, but I could find no information about that denomination.  Bridgen’s 
1858 map identified it as a Church of God Church, a term which can refer to dozens of denominations, 
but which in this case probably referred to the Dunkards (also known as Schwarzenau Brethren, German 
Baptist Brethren, Dunkers, Tunkers, or German Baptists), whose name related to their practice of total-



10  

immersion, adult baptism.  They were first organized in 1708 in the north Rhine region and advocated 
closer attention to the Bible for guidance than they thought was reflected in the Lutheran and German 
Reformed Churches (furthering the same argument that the Lutherans and Calvinists had used against 
the Catholic Church).  For example, since baptism of infants is not found in the Bible, they advocated 
adult baptism, and thus are among the many anabaptist denominations.  There were many Brethren 
denominations as well as many other anabaptist denominations – some historically directly related to 
the Dunkards and others not. 
 
Although Pennsylvania was founded by Quaker William Penn and politically dominated by Philadelphia 
Quakers, I am not aware of any Quaker meeting house in Cumberland County.  Those of English ancestry 
were more likely to be Anglicans – that is, members of the Church of England, which in America would 
become the Episcopal Church after the Revolution.  They started building a log church building on the 
square of the new town of Carlisle in 1762; the present-day building of St. John’s Church dates to the 
1820s.  The Methodist Church also had its origins in the Church of England and was central to the Great 
Awakening in the United States.  Its theology of a personal relationship with God allowing salvation to 
be open to all (in contrast to predestination) and its revival atmosphere of worship not only made it a 
popular and fast-growing religion, but also strongly affected other religions.  Edward Shippen III, founder 
of Shippensburg and later mayor of Philadelphia, was affected by the Great Awakening.  When he laid 
out the town of Shippensburg in 1730, he designated land for a Methodist Church, for a New Light 
Presbyterian Church, and for a Black Church and cemetery, although the church buildings were not 
definitely constructed until approximately 1787, 1767, and 1800, respectively.  Methodist churches were 
established in Carlisle (1792), Oakville (1806), Long’s Gap Road (1818), Letort (1832), Mount Rock 
(1834), Newville (1851), Middlesex (1855), Bloserville (1855), and Walnut Bottom (1858).  The Methodist 
Church, relative to others, was welcoming to Black worshipers, but not free from racism. The African 
Methodist Episcopal (AME) Church grew out of the Methodist Church, with the ancestor of the Mount 
Pisgah AME of Shippensburg being one of the earliest in the country.  It was followed by the Bethel AME 
of Carlisle (1820), and West Street AME Zion Church of Carlisle (1863). 
 
Catholics were vastly outnumbered by Protestants in the Valley, but were adequately present to 
establish churches, including Saint Patrick’s in Carlisle (1779) and Our Lady of the Visitation in 
Shippensburg (1840).  It was said that, in 1784, Saint Patrick’s was the only Catholic church between 
Lancaster and St. Louis.  Their time would come later. 
 
I have listed many churches here.  I do not know how many citizens from Lower Frankford went to each 
church.  Membership in a specific church undoubtedly solidified bonds between people.  We will discuss 
later the anti-Catholicism of the Know Nothing Party; and anti-immigration thought certainly had its 
roots in religious prejudice.  But I do not have a sense of whether or not the presence of many different 
Protestant denominations created divisions among them like the divisions between Protestants and 
Catholics or between whites and blacks.   
 
 
11 – Carlisle: 
 
We in Lower Frankford Township now take Carlisle for granted, but it did not exist at the time settlers 
first arrived in the Township.  Some of the land that would become Carlisle had already been claimed 
and cleared for crops.  Carlisle was not a town that, gradually and unplanned, emerged from below over 
time from a cluster of houses; it was instead a town that was entirely planned from above.  The 
establishment of Carlisle was made for economic and political reasons by the Penn family.  The town 
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would serve as an extension of Philadelphia, funneling trade (especially the fur trade) between them and 
bringing the government to the frontier.  Imagine how the establishment of Carlisle changed the lives of 
the settlers in Lower Frankford Township. They went from being in the middle of nowhere to being a 
comfortable distance from a place where they could sell goods, buy goods and services, go to church, 
interact with people, and make necessary legal interactions with the government.  Thomas Penn’s 
design, however, was also a political statement aimed at the Scots-Irish who formed the majority of the 
local population, including Lower Frankford, specifically in the choice of names.  Cumberland was the 
Duke who was triumphant over the Scots at the battle of Culloden in 1746.  Carlisle was the English 
fortress town at the border with Scotland and site of British triumph.  The Duke of Bedford was a British 
commander in that war.  Hanover, Pitt, Louther, and Pomfret all referenced British nobles. 
 
 
12 – Indian Wars: 
 
There were four trends that lead to the French and Indian War being fought in the Cumberland Valley 
(and elsewhere):  (1) a worsening of a longtime rivalry between England and France brought about by 
becoming geographically closer to each other in western Pennsylvania, (2) encroachments by settlers 
onto Indian territory and retaliation by the Indians, (3) policies and actions by the Pennsylvania 
government which antagonized both Indians and settlers, (4) divisions among the Native Americans.   
 
France and England had fought three major wars in the previous half century, especially in Europe but 
with battles in America, mainly in Canada but also on the frontier both north and south of us.  
Pennsylvania was largely spared because there was considerable distance here between the areas 
occupied by each side.  France, however, started moving into the Allegheny, Monongahela, and upper 
Ohio River Valleys in western Pennsylvania.  They were not the only ones; Pennsylvanians and Virginians 
were also interested.  King George II granted some western Pennsylvania land to Virginians in 1749; and 
in 1753 Virginia sent George Washington to western Pennsylvania to spy and to tell the French that they 
must leave.  He was sent a second time in 1754, this time as a lieutenant colonel commanding 150 
Virginia militiamen.  Shots were fired – the first shots of the French and Indian War (called the Seven 
Years war in Europe) – and Washington surrendered (ironically, on July 4th). 
 
You will remember that Pennsylvania had negotiated with the Six Nations (Iroquois) as sovereigns of 
Indian territory in Pennsylvania.  Part of that understanding was that the Indians would be neutral in the 
conflict between England and France, but would not allow troops to cross their territory.  But tensions 
between settlers and Native Americans living in Pennsylvania had worsened due to encroachment of 
settlers on Indian land.  Pennsylvania tried ineffectively to make peace, sometimes removing settlers 
from Indian land, antagonizing settlers, but not satisfying the Indians.  Both the local Indians and local 
settlers felt that those above them – the Iroquois leaders and the Philadelphia Quakers, respectively – 
were not respecting their interests. 
 
England responded to Washington’s defeat by sending General Edward Braddock to lead British regulars 
and colonial militiamen in an attack on Fort Duquesne (at The Point in what would become Pittsburgh).  
They were defeated by the French and Indian enemy a few miles from Fort Duquesne in July of 1755 
(with George Washington serving as aid to General Braddock).  Within a few months, attacks on settlers 
by western Indians allied with the French (but also by local Native Americans with local grudges to settle 
that had been suppressed by the Iroquois)  began.  The Quaker-controlled provincial government finally 
supported local militias and the building of forts.  Writings by contemporary Carlisle citizens describe all 
of the farms north or west of Carlisle as being abandoned, with those refugees coming to Carlisle or local 
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forts for safety, and of “skulking” Indians seen daily within 4-5 miles of Carlisle.  Presumably this area of 
abandonment included what is now Lower Frankford Township.  Many moved to the east shore of the 
Susquehanna for safety.  It was a violent war.  I found the following explanation by Knouff particularly 
enlightening: 
 

Precontact northeastern Indians practiced warfare that revolved around the concept of revenge. 
When an Indian was killed, his kin sought revenge against the offending party.  Such incidents 
sparked wars between Indian groups that were limited in aims and violence.  Conflict was on a 
small scale, characterized by ambushes, and resulted in few casualties.  Captives were typically 
taken to assuage the need for vengeance and were either killed, ceremonially tortured, or 
adopted into the injured kin group to replace the dead.  In contrast, Europeans of the 
seventeenth century carried out wars for political and economic reasons.  Fighting usually took 
the form of engagement between two large armies.  Although Europeans nominally sought to 
restrict war to battles between military forces, they also believed that if one side violated the 
norms of combat, the slaughter of civilians might well follow.  Towns that refused to surrender 
during sieges were likely to be destroyed along with their inhabitants.  Indian and European 
military cultures, then, differed sharply.  A new hybrid type of war was born when the two 
clashed.  Typically, Indians engaged in small-scale ambushes in retribution for deeds committed 
by the English settlers, such as murders or the occupations of lands.  The colonists reacted by 
sending large bodies of soldiers to meet the enemy in battle.  When Indian warriors refused to 
engage such imposing forces on the field, colonial militias believed that they were freed of the 
constraints of limited war and could justifiably wreak havoc on Indian homes and civilians.  In 
turn, Indians, shocked at the brutality of these Europeans who burned entire villages and killed 
noncombatants, responded in kind, levying guerrilla attacks on English settlers’ property and on 
civilians.  During the seventeenth and early eighteenth century, such exchanges between 
northeastern Indians and British colonists resulted in a pattern of military conflict that targeted 
both the enemy’s social infrastructure and their warriors.  There developed a tradition of total 
war on the frontier that was more violent than either of its Indian or European predecessors.  
Even worse, the brutality of the colonists was fueled by their racist view of Indian opponents as 
subhuman “savages.”   

 
Brigadier General John Forbes in 1757 chose Carlisle as the staging area for his assault on Fort Duquesne, 
famously involving construction of Forbes Road, with periodic garrisons, westward from Carlisle.  The 
large number of British regular troops helped to protect citizens here; and fulfilling the needs of the 
army was a boon to the local economy.  However, British Army disdain for local militias and local citizens 
insulted the latter, and perhaps played a role in the Revolution that would come in the near future.  At 
the Easton Conference of October, 1758, Iroquois and Delaware Indians agreed to stay out of the battle 
between the French and English in return for the English neither settling nor hunting west of the 
Appalachians.  Forbes learned of this while at Fort Ligonier, his advance fort.  When Forbes learned that 
the Indians had, indeed, left Fort Duquesne, he covered the remaining 50 miles to Fort Duquesne, only 
to find that the French had deserted and burned the fort.  The capture of Fort Duquesne was the critical 
victory for the relief of Lower Frankford Township and the rest of the Cumberland Valley; but it was a 
relatively minor event in the course of the international war. The decisive battles of the French and 
Indian War were fought at Louisbourg (Nova Scotia), Quebec, and Montreal.  The French lost all of their 
colonies in mainland North America, with Louisiana going to the Spanish and the rest to England, 
according to the Treaty of Paris, signed February 10, 1763.  Within three months, Indian attacks (without 
direct French involvement) resumed in Pontiac’s War, which lasted less than a year but was intense.  
Though peace was restored, trust between settlers and Native Americans was completely lost.  
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Regardless of which side an Indian fought on in the French and Indian War or whether or not that Indian 
had converted to Christianity, all Indians were seen as enemies and liable to being killed for no other 
reason.  Locally, the problem was largely solved by the migration of the few surviving Indians farther 
west.  Consistent with the Easton Conference, Britain declared in 1763 that settlement beyond the 
Appalachians was prohibited.  The colonists largely ignored the Proclamation – another step in the path 
to Revolution. 
 
The French and Indian War initially brought terror.  But then it brought prosperity.  Carlisle and its 
surrounding communities, including Lower Frankford Township, supplied the British Army with goods; 
and Britain supplied jobs and money.  Roads were built that would be of later civilian use.  But the wars 
also further divided locals from the Pennsylvania and Royal governments.  The Scots-Irish arrived in 
Pennsylvania with a history of oppression by England.  They willingly came to the frontier, away from 
Quaker and Anglican control; but those English interests were, even before the war, increasingly present 
in their lives thanks to the newly formed county seat of Carlisle with its associated legal and 
governmental structures.  In the constant struggle for settlers to get land, the money-seeking 
Proprietors were not their friends; they evicted squatters for nonpayment and sometimes for settling on 
Indian land.  It seemed as if the peace-loving Quakers were more likely to take the Indians’ side than 
that of the colonists.  The Germans had been decidedly apolitical, thankful to the Penns for providing a 
place for them and focused on their farms, families, and religion.  But the lack of aid from the 
Pennsylvania government against the Indians created a political alliance between the Scots-Irish and the 
Germans.  That coalition would politically defeat the Quakers in the elections of 1756.  When British 
troops arrived, they looked down on locals; and they were aggressive in their dealings with local 
farmers, who sometimes did not want to sell to them.  This was interpreted as lack of loyalty by the 
British.  Locals increasingly felt that they were being oppressed by the elites from Philadelphia and Great 
Britain.  Certainly, they did not feel loyal to them.  But they did learn something from the Indian Wars; 
they learned how to fight at war.  All of this goes a long way towards explaining the role of Lower 
Frankford Township and the surrounding communities in the American Revolution. 
 
 
13 – Revolution: 
 
The revolutionary period is particularly complicated in Pennsylvania, especially in Lower Frankford 
Township and similar frontier communities.  The war against Britain for independence was the prime 
conflict, but it was not the only one.  Unlike in most of the United States, war against the Indians was 
here a second front of the war.  There was also the political conflict between local citizens, newly united 
in the Presbyterian Party, and the Philadelphia-based establishment of Quakers and Anglicans for 
control of the State government.  Finally, there was the fight against political, economic, and social elites 
by locals who embraced the concept of “All men are created equal” and wanted it to inform every 
aspect of their interactions with society.  These conflicts were all being simultaneously fought, though 
our attention will jump from one subject to another; and they interacted with each other. 
 
Britain’s Proclamation of 1763 prohibited settlement beyond the Appalachians.  Parliament thought it 
reasonable that the colonists should pay 1/3 of the cost of the 10,000 Redcoats whom they sent to the 
colonies to protect colonists and maintain the peace (and perhaps there was an unstated purpose to 
dissuade colonists from entering Indian territory).  In 1765 they passed the Stamp Act, which sought to 
collect money by taxing legal documents and other paper products.  The tax was far less than what 
citizens in Britain were already paying in stamp taxes.  They did not expect the angry response which 
they received from the colonies.  The colonists formed the Stamp Act Congress, which petitioned the 
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King and Parliament to repeal, but perhaps more importantly helped the individual colonies to unite in 
common cause.  There were agreements not to import British goods and violence against enforcement 
officials.  The situation escalated, punctuated by the Boston Massacre in 1770, the Boston Tea Party in 
1773, the closing of Boston harbor and dismissal of its government in 1774, and gunshots at Lexington 
and Concord in 1775.  Citizens gathered in Carlisle’s First Presbyterian Church in 1774 to draft resolves 
supporting Boston, boycotts, and the creation of a continental congress.  Militia regiments were raised 
and armed.  Enlistment in the Continental Army and militias accelerated after news of Lexington and 
Concord was received.  Troops from Cumberland County (and presumably from Lower Frankford) 
participated in the earliest battles of the Revolution in New York, New England, and Canada, and they 
continued to serve in all theaters throughout the war.  This participation was marked by short 
enlistments by many men.  In addition to service against the British, there was service against the 
Indians.  Although some battle with Indians reached western Cumberland County, I am not aware of any 
battle within Lower Frankford.  Washingtonburg, at the site of the present-day Carlisle Barracks, was a 
major military depot and military manufacturing site.  Those from Lower Frankford who did not enlist 
could serve the war effort by supplying the Army.  As the war dragged on, enthusiasm lessened; lack of 
monetary payment to both soldiers and suppliers to the Army undoubtedly played a role.  Although our 
area supported the Revolution more vigorously than most of Pennsylvania or the other states, not 
everyone supported the Patriots; some were Loyalists for their beloved Britain.  Some were arrested. 
 
Meanwhile, a political revolution was occurring in Pennsylvania.  War meant the end of the Penn family’s 
proprietorship.  Pennsylvania’s constitution of 1776 is variously described as the most democratic or the 
most radical among the states.  It established a General Assembly elected by all male taxpayers in annual 
elections, with legislators limited to serving four years out of any seven.  The proceedings were open to 
the public; and all legislature had to be printed to allow public consideration and comment before 
voting.  Assemblymen were required to take an oath to serve the public interest – a law that excluded 
those (like Quakers) who for religious reasons could not take an oath (and a law was subsequently 
passed requiring an oath from voters, disenfranchising the Quakers).  There were no “checks and 
balances”; the Assembly ruled; there was no Senate; and the executive and judicial branches were weak.  
It was, indeed radically democratic (if one ignores the disenfranchisement of a large fraction of the 
population); but it was also a power-grab, with the Quaker/Anglican government replaced by the 
Presbyterian party, that since the French and Indian Wars had been supported by non-peace-sect 
Germans, which now would be called the Constitutionalists.  Previously under-represented Lower 
Frankford gained in political power.  These words by Graeff were written in reference to the Germans, 
but would apply to many in Lower Frankford:  “The war for independence had ended, and the Germans 
in Pennsylvania … were no longer foreigners living in America through the sufferance of Englishmen.  
They were Americans entitled to the full enjoyment of the freedom which they had helped to win.” 
 
 
14 - The Constitution: 
 
At the time of this writing, the 250th anniversary of the signing of the Declaration of Independence is 
approaching.  Surely, the magnificent early history of our nation, the Founding Fathers, and the founding 
documents – especially the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution – are our shared history.  
All Americans – present and past – are united in their reverence for and dedication to the founding 
principles.  We can all advocate for the right to vote and fair elections, for the separation of powers with 
its checks and balances, for “all men are created equal”.  It might shock you to learn that, when the 
leading citizens of Carlisle gathered on December 26, 1787 to celebrate the ratification of the United 
States Constitution by the Pennsylvania Assembly, there was a riot.  Most of the people of the area, and 
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undoubtedly of what is now Lower Frankford Township, were opposed – violently opposed! – to the 
United States Constitution.  The idea that any American could be against the Constitution does not sit 
easily in our minds.  But, given the local politics described in the previous chapter, we really should not 
be surprised.  This chapter will provide further explanation. 
 
The American Revolution was more than the overthrow of British rule.  It was the establishment of a 
republic, a form of government considered to be fragile and requiring great work, sacrifice, and virtue in 
its citizenry.  All men were equal; government was no longer based upon the rule of the elite.  
Revolutionary leaders were concerned whether Americans had such virtue.  During the war, the people 
were united by the goal of victory; but with victory, that unity was lost.  Elections were contested and 
candidates had differences of opinion.  Pennsylvania voiced democratic principles, but its action 
disenfranchised the former power-holders.  Factions and self-interest marked state politics.  This was 
particularly noticed by James Madison, who had served in the Virginia Assembly and was appointed to 
lead a group to address the inadequacies of the Articles of Confederation but ended up replacing it with  
the Constitution.  Madison sought to create “checks and balances” to thwart the excesses of factions, 
even if in the majority.  Based on Broadway, one might think that Alexander Hamilton shared the leading 
role with Madison, but Hamilton played a minor role during the writing and instead played his major 
role in the selling of the Constitution as co-author of the Federalist Papers.  Instead, it was James 
Wilson, who lived at the corner of Pitt and High Streets in Carlisle, who was the key second to Madison.  
The writing of the Constitution is a fascinating subject; but I will not attempt a summary here.  From the 
standpoint of supporters of Pennsylvania’s 1776 Constitution, the United States Constitution was a step 
backwards from democracy, egalitarianism, and freedom and a victory for the old elites.  When Carlisle’s 
leading citizens, including many Revolutionary War political and military leaders, gathered at the sound 
of the Court House bell to celebrate Pennsylvania’s signing of the Constitution, anti-Federalists 
physically attacked them, also burning a copy of the Constitution, effigies of Federalists such as James 
Wilson, and a cannon that the Federalists had planned to fire in celebration.  After rioters were arrested, 
an armed citizen’s militia came to release them; prosecutors dismissed all charges and released the 
prisoners in exchange for promises that the militia would peacefully return to their homes.  Anti-
Federalists won this battle.  But they lost the war; the U.S. Constitution was accepted by Pennsylvania 
and the nation; and Pennsylvania’s 1776 constitution was replaced by a more conservative constitution 
in 1790.  
 
 
15 – Paths and Roads: 
 
The roads of and around the Cumberland Valley had their origins in Indian trails.  In Chapter 8, I 
described settlers coming from Newport, Delaware, on the Conoy Path; it is shown in green in the map 
on the next page.  Settlers coming from Philadelphia took the Allegheny Path, shown in yellow; notice 
the two yellow options (essentially routes 11 and 641) between the Susquehanna and Carlisle.  Lower 
Frankford Township is filled-in with white; the present border of Cumberland County is in white.  The 
Allegheny path had several options, often given other names.  The Franktown Path or Three Mountain 
Road – the northernmost yellow path on the map - went via the future towns of Carlisle, Mount Rock, 
Newville, Newport, and Roxbury into the mountains (and eventually to Pittsburgh).  The Raystown Path 
variation of the Allegheny path, at Mount Rock, instead continued to Shippensburg; then one had the 
option of taking the northern variant through the Big Gap into the mountains (soon joining the Three 
Mountain Road) or continuing farther through the valley through Fort Loudon and Cowan’s Gap to join 
the other paths in the mountains.  Forbes Road would largely follow that last route.  An alternative to the 
above route from Carlisle to Shippensburg was Walnut Bottom Path, shown in brown.  Although travel by  
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canoe was less important in Pennsylvania than in more northern, birch-growing areas, it was of some 
importance; the Conococheague Portage Trail, shown in purple, linked the Conodoguinet and 
Conogocheague Creeks, thus linking the Susquehanna and Potomac Rivers.  The New Path (1749), shown 
in blue, took Croghan’s (Sterrrett’s) Gap over North Mountain before heading west; later it would bypass 
Carlisle completely (shown in dashed blue).  The later (1774) Virginia Path, also known as the Great Road 
or Potomac Road, shown in light blue, left the Raystown Path to get water at Big Spring then on to 
Shippensburg, where, instead of taking a path to go over North Mountain towards Pittsburgh, it headed 
farther southwest in the Cumberland Valley towards the Shenandoah Valley in Virginia.  Each of these 
paths had many variants; and there were other paths, including one over Waggoners Gap in the 
northeast corner of Lower Frankford Township that showed up in a 1756 document.  I cannot but think 
that the route from McClure’s Gap to Carlisle was once an Indian path, but I have no such 
documentation.   
 
The Indian paths were relatively narrow, easily accommodating travelers on foot.  Settlers used these 
Indian paths and, in fact, became their principal users, with local volunteers maintaining them to varying 
degrees, sequentially widening them to handle riders on horseback, files of pack animals, carts, 
carriages, and wagons, with the greater improvements funded by the county and the greatest 
improvements funded by the province or military.  By 1810, Walnut Bottom Road was improved to the 
point that a stage-coach could take it as far as Shippensburg; the roads in Lower Frankford were at that 
time likely to have still been mere paths.  
 
There were fords over the Conodoguinet, but bridges would not be built until the 19th century.  The 
covered wood Alter’s bridge was constructed in 1855 at the present crossing (slightly upstream from 
Lower Frankford) of the Graham’s Wood Road bridge; the ford had been about a quarter mile 
downstream.  The covered wood Greider’s bridge was built just downstream from the present Old Mill 
Road bridge in 1851.  An iron bridge was probably constructed at the present Burgners Road bridge 
site between 1858 and 1872, swept away by flood in 1889, and replaced with a covered wood bridge 
in 1890.  The ford had been about a half mile downstream.  The still-existing Germeyer’s iron bridge 
linking Creek and Willow Grove Roads was constructed in 1896.   
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Taverns had several functions.  They could accommodate drovers and their cattle, supplying lodging and 
nourishment to both, as well as to wagoners and other travelers.  They also served the community as a 
place to gather socially.  I know of no tavern within the present borders of Lower Frankford Township, 
but there were several nearby.  The Waggoner’s Gap House (in the valley below the gap) operated in 
the 1790s and again 1829-47.  There was a tavern whose name is unknown in Plainfield 1791-1796.  The 
Sign of the Buck was in Plainfield 1811-13 and 1826-30.  When it was advertised for sale in 1813, the ad 
said that “the contemplated Grand Turnpike from Harrisburg to Pittsburgh more than probably will go 
through this town.”  That did not happen, but the present-day Pennsylvania Turnpike is quite close.  On 
Newville Road, closer to Carlisle than to Plainfield, was the Sign of the Bald Eagle = Lehler’s Inn = Sorrel 
Horse Tavern, open 1813-1827 under five different owners.  There were several unlocated taverns on 
the road from Newville to Landisburg (presumably PA233) and one between Newville and McClure’s 
Gap. 
 
 
16 – Election and Politics: 
 
It is commonly – perhaps universally – written today that we live in a politically divided time and that we 
have witnessed the most extreme events in American history.  Certainly, the storming of the Capitol was 
a historic event, never having previously occurred.  But the Pennsylvania Capitol was stormed; the U.S. 
Capitol saw physical fights among its lawmakers to the point of blood and unconsciousness; and none of 
that compared to the most disruptive, dividing, and bloody event in American history:  the Civil War.  
False news on internet platforms do not compare in viciousness to the political pamphlets and 
newspapers of the early decades of our country.  We have already read of the political violence in 
Carlisle that greeted the signing of the Constitution; that was not the last riot in our neighborhood.  
Putting political party above the interests of the nation, enjoying the spoils of victory, graft and 
corruption, and separate spheres of thought and life for the supporters of the two parties were no less 
common then than now.  We know today about the archaic Electoral College because in recent decades 
it gave us two presidents who each received fewer votes in the nation than his losing opponent; and, of 
course, the ceremony of formally counting those Electoral College votes was the target of the 2021 
attack on Congress.  Those in the early decades of our country were equally upset and bewildered when 
the Electoral College repeatedly failed to smoothly choose a President and Vice-President; there were 
even times when its electors did not vote as the voters wanted.  
 

This might seem far from Lower Frankford history; but it would be wrong to think that politics would be 
of little concern to locals.  The years between the Constitution and the Civil War were highly political 
times.  Although life certainly would have focused on church, family, and work, politics would have been 
an increasingly frequent subject of conversation and thought, perhaps at one of those nearby taverns.  If 
you accept my premise that the early republic’s political division was similar to today’s, you might 
expect that the patriotic act of voting would feel very familiar to us if we were transported back two 
centuries or more.  You would be wrong; elections then were radically different than they are today.  
This brings us back to the Electoral College.  When the Constitution was written, it had to be decided 
exactly how the President would be elected.  Carlisle’s James Wilson proposed that the President be 
elected by the direct vote of the people; but this did not gain traction, probably because it was seen to 
favor large (more populous) states over small states and because it did not account for slaves, who (in 
the final version of the Constitution) each counted as 3/5 of a vote towards representation in the House 
and in the Electoral College, although they could not actually vote for a candidate.  But, more 
fundamentally, the writers of the Constitution did not wholly trust the wisdom of the people.  The 
Virginia Plan had the President chosen by the legislature; but that was rejected because it would cross 
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the desired separation of powers.  Wilson later suggested the idea of electors.  At the time, 
communication among the states was difficult.  It was hard to imagine that the people in one state 
would have even heard of a presidential candidate from another state (other than national hero George 
Washington), let alone be able to judge who would make the best president.  There were no national 
organizations, such as today’s political parties, to choose candidates.  The idea of the Electoral College 
was that the people (or their elected state legislatures) would choose wise men who, along with similar 
such men chosen elsewhere, could investigate and make an informed choice about who should be 
elected.  They were not directly linked to any particular candidate; citizens voted for an elector, not a 
presidential candidate.  Having the number of electors assigned to each state equal the combined 
number of the state’s Senators and Representatives solved the problem of large versus small states and 
of the 3/5 clause.  It was fully expected that the Electoral College would fail to choose the President 
since no candidate was expected to receive a majority of its votes.  Per the Constitution, only the five 
men receiving the most Electoral College votes would move on to the next step, in which the House of 
Representatives would choose the President; but rather than having each Representative cast a vote, the 
vote would be by state, with each state getting one vote.  This favored the smaller states and 
undoubtedly was a necessary compromise to gain their approval of the Constitution.  The candidate 
receiving the majority of votes by state would become President and he receiving the second most 
would become Vice-President.  But if the election for Vice President failed, that position would be 
chosen by the Senate. 

 

It was up to each state to decide how to choose their electors.  Most had the state legislature make the 
choice; democratically-minded Pennsylvania allowed its citizens to choose.  In America’s first election in 
1789, Washington’s name did not appear on any ballot put in the vote box; the names of electors 
appeared instead.  In fact, there was no standard ballot given to the voter to fill out at the polling place 
(nor any election machine, of course).  The voter brought his own ballot to the polling place.  Later, 
political parties or their associated newspapers would print ballots, usually in a distinctive color, listing 
only the candidates for whom they advocated; a voter would take that to the polling place and submit it 
as his vote.  He could “scratch his ticket” by crossing out a name and substituting another.  In some 
places, the vote was oral.  There was no secret ballot until the 1880s - everyone knew for whom 
everyone else voted (importantly for those who paid for votes).  In 1789, Pennsylvania’s ten electors 
(each of whom cast two votes) cast ten for George Washington, eight for John Adams, and two for 
George Clinton.  In the entire United States (excluding those states who had not yet ratified the 
Constitution) there were 69 votes for Washington, 34 for Adams, and no other candidate received 
double digits.  Washington became President and Adams became Vice-President.  Other than on a state 
level, vote tallies are not available.  Over the next half century, newspapers would provide increasingly 
detailed reports of voting, but not in 1789.  By 1792, the Federalist and Democratic-Republican 
(Jeffersonian) parties were formally established, although the term “party” meant much less then than it 
would in a few decades.  In Cumberland County a majority voted for Democratic-Republican party 
electors, but the state vote favored the Federalist electors.  In 1794, 1796, 1798, and 1800, the 9th 
Congressional District, comprising Cumberland and Mifflin Counties, elected Democratic-Republicans, 
consistent with the anti-Federalist, anti-Constitution riots of 1787 that we discussed in Chapter 14. 

 
In the 1796 Presidential election, Cumberland County gave 78% of its votes to Democratic-Republican 
electors and 22% to Federalist electors.  Pennsylvania’s 15 electors voted 14 for Jefferson, 13 for Burr, 2 
for Pinckney, and 1 for Adams.  Nationwide, the 138 electors gave 71 votes to Federalist John Adams, 68 
to Democratic-Republican Thomas Jefferson, 59 to Federalist Thomas Pinckney, 30 votes to Democratic-
Republican Aaron Burr, and 48 votes to 9 other candidates.  One Maryland elector – apparently above 
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party - voted for both Adams and Jefferson; he would get what he wanted, with Adams elected to be 
President and Jefferson Vice-President, as per the Constitution, even though they were political 
enemies.  In the rematch of 1800, Jefferson and Burr each received 73 electoral college votes, Adams 65, 
and Pinckney 64.  With the Electoral College vote having failed to choose a winner, the Constitution 
prescribed that the vote go to the House of Representatives, voting by state, resulting in Jefferson’s 
victory.  The 12th Amendment (1804) would prevent this problem from recurring by separating the 
elections of President and Vice-President by the Electoral College.  Pennsylvania’s redistricting in 1802 
put Cumberland County in the 4th Congressional District, along with Dauphin, Huntingdon, and Mifflin, 
which elected Democratic-Republicans in 1802, 1804, 1806, 1808, and 1810.  Cumberland County voted 
89% for Democratic-Republican Jefferson vs 11% for Federalist Charles C. Pinkney in the 1804 
Presidential election, 79% for Democratic-Republican James Madison vs 21% for Pinkney in 1808, and 
63% for Madison vs 37% for Democratic-Republican (but Federalist-supported) deWitt Clinton in 1812.  
1812 redistricting put Cumberland County in the 5th Congressional District, along with Adams and 
Franklin Counties.  Democratic-Republican candidates won in 1812, 1813, and 1814, although the vote 
was closer than previously, probably due to Adams County, which supported Federalists more than the 
others. Throughout this time-period, it appears that Cumberland County (and certainly the Lower 
Frankford component of it, although there are no data) remained firmly Democratic-Republican and 
anti-Federalist. 
 
 
17 – Township Elections: 

 
I searched, unsuccessfully, through the Cumberland County online archives to find national election 
tallies on the township level for the previous chapter.  I chanced upon a series of documents concerning 
local elected offices, which are the subject of this chapter.  The archive items are photos/scans of 
documents, commonly on irregular shreds of paper turned golden-tan with age, communicating to 
County officials the results of elections for Township offices.  Above is a scan of the earliest of them, 
from 1792.  Frankford Township had not yet been created (let alone Lower Frankford Township); the 
document reports the results for West Pensborough (note the longer spelling, but usually there were 
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two n’s) Township’s election of March 24, 1792, which took place at Mount Rock.  The right side of the 
paper is obviously irregularly torn; the other three edges were less irregularly torn (and lost in my slight 
cropping).  Such shreds of paper are common in the archives.  It displays the sometimes beautiful – but 
still often difficult to read – penmanship typical on documents of the time.  Of note is that newly elected 
supervisor George Snider (aka, George Schnider – spellings were amazingly variable then) lived in what 
is now Lower Frankford Township, which at the time formed a small part of West Pennsborough 
Township, which then encompassed what are now West Pennsboro, Lower Frankford, and Upper 
Frankford Townships (having in 1785 lost what are now Dickinson, Penn, and Cooke Townships).  
Overseers of the Poor John Bell and Clerk John Love and Constable John McDanel were also from Lower 
Frankford.  Thus, four of the nine mentioned names were from Lower Frankford. 

 

This is quite different from the broader elections.  There is no evidence in these local offices of political 
parties or grand aspirations.  In fact, each election usually introduces a new citizen to the office.  This is 
the small-scale democracy of citizens gathering in someone’s home to decide who will take his (and, of 
course, they were all men) turn at performing the necessary local government duties, not as a first step 
in a political career but as a patriotic contribution to the community.  Some of the posts – supervisor, 
justice of the peace, constable – exist to this day; but whether the meaning of that position has changed 
or has remained the same is unknown to me.  Other positions, such as overseer of the poor, are 
unknown today.  Pennsylvania went through several constitutions and many new laws; so, I suspect that 
there were some changes in duties over time.  Unfortunately, I was unsuccessful in my search for good 
descriptions of the positions; but I will share what I found below.  In my History, I list the known names 
of those holding these positions each year, but I will not list them here. 

 
Learning that there was an elected county position of Overseer of the Poor makes us wonder about 
poverty in the early history of the Township.  Pennsylvania’s first Assembly in 1682 passed laws 
concerning relief of the poor; and in 1706 the duty was assigned to the townships, acting through 
Overseers of the Poor appointed by the Justices of the Peace (and elected after 1809), who had the 
power to tax property at the rate of one penny per pound to pay for poor relief.  Poor relief has been 
described as “reluctant public charity”.  Before the public purse was opened, the poor person’s family 
for five generations - grandparents, parents, siblings, children, and grandchildren – were responsible.  
Only those long-established in the community would receive help; new arrivals in need were asked to 
move on.   Commonly, the poor were auctioned off to the lowest bidder to be indentured servants or, 
for the young, apprentices, commonly breaking apart the family.  Sometimes, stipends were given.  
After 1810, Cumberland County sent many poor people to a poor-house/work-farm in what would (in 
1820) become Perry County.  In 1829, the Claremont Farm became the Cumberland County poor-house 
(and had a later life as the County’s Claremont Nursing Home, which was controversially sold in 2021). 
 
In colonial Pennsylvania, the Justices of the Peace, although they commonly had no legal training, had 
significant duties, including presiding over the various County courts, with aid from the Supreme 
Provincial Court, whose home was Philadelphia but which spent most of the year in circuit to the 
counties.  With time and new constitutions and laws, the legal system became more professional, and 
the role of the Justices of the Peace more limited, having jurisdiction over “lesser crimes and disputes”.  
They also at times appointed the Overseers of the Poor and approved of poor people to be overseen by 
them.  Unfortunately, I found no source specific to Pennsylvania in the late colonial and early republican 
years concerning the duties of Constables.  There was no police department back then.  I believe that 
constables filled that position of law-enforcers in the administrative sense.  Presumably local justices of 
the peace and the county legal system would be the law enforcers in the judicial sense.   
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The scan of the 1792 election results that opened this chapter included the election of George Snider as 
Supervisor.  Today the members of the Board of Supervisors are elected to govern the Township. 
Surprisingly, I found no document to describe their role two hundred years ago; but I believe that it is 
reasonable to assume that they were responsible for local governance, other than the judicial, law- 
enforcement, and public charity roles described above for other offices.  At one point, they largely took 
over that third exception, the previous role of the overseers of the poor.  Although they were referred 
to in the 1792 document simply as supervisors, they were commonly called supervisors of the roads or 
highways.  To this day, maintenance of the township roads is the major function of the Supervisors.   

Clerks, Inspectors, and Judges of Elections were offices directly related to the election process.  Less 
official was the role as host of the election; unlike elections for County or State offices (which were held 
in Carlisle), elections for Township offices were at least initially held in citizens’ homes – Alexander 
Leckey and his son Daniel were longtime hosts at their home near the southern border between Lower 
and Upper Frankford.  There were also auditors (also known as settlers), tax accessors, and tax collectors. 

 
One might have thought that these many different offices would be filled by people with different skills, 
different personalities, and different experiences.  The financial skills of an auditor or assessor are 
different than the judgement of a justice of the peace, the administrative skills of a supervisor, or the 
physical activity of a constable.  But a glance at my lists of office-holders in my History shows the same 
names taking the various positions like musical chairs.  Apparently, general competence and willingness 
to serve were adequate, although frankly we have no documentation of how well the jobs were done. 
 
 

18 – The Early Republic: 

 

The years following independence were a time when Americans knew that they were participants in a 
grand experiment of establishing a republic; and they reflected upon who they were as a nation.  Their 
identity could not be based on ancestry because they were, although majority-English, actually quite 
diverse.  They defined themselves by their character and their form of government, and by how they 
differed from Europeans.  They were proud to be landowners, to have the liberty to live their own lives, 
of being judged by their character rather than by their social rank.  Only weeks after Washington’s 
inauguration in 1789, the French Revolution began; and Americans were proud to see the French as 
following in America’s footsteps in liberty, equality, and fraternity.  But as the French Revolution turned 
bloody, Americans – especially Federalists – increasingly expressed concerns about mob rule and lack of 
respect for law in America as in France.  When farmers in western Pennsylvania (including, less famously,  
those in Cumberland County and presumably Lower Frankford Township) resisted the Federal tax on 
spirits distilled within the United States, including setting up guillotines as visible symbols of their 
association with the French Terror and tar-and-feathering collectors of the tax, President George 
Washington himself led an army larger than any he had commanded during the American Revolution to 
put down the rebellion.  There were riots in Carlisle by “county people” (undoubtedly Lower 
Frankforders!).  

 

As Britain fought Revolutionary and Napoleonic France, both France and Britain treated America with 
disdain, impressing American sailors into their navies, seizing American merchant ships, and interfering 
with American trade.  In order to pay for the building of ships for the American navy to potentially fight 
France, President Adams taxed American property in 1798 – the only Federal property tax in its history – 
but he also negotiated peace with France without war.  President Jefferson stopped American trade with 
both France and Britain, promising to restore peace with whichever one of them agreed to American 
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conditions.  Napoleon claimed compliance.  President Madison declared war on Britain, starting the war 
of 1812, and was defeated in each of its three (Detroit, Niagara, and Montreal) fronts of invasion of 
Canada and suffered the burning of Washington, D.C.  But there were also American victories such as 
Fort McHenry, Lake Erie, Lake Champlain, and the Battle of the Thames in Ontario; and Britain was so 
anxious to end the distraction in America to fight the more important Napoleon in Europe that she 
agreed to generous terms.  Ironically, the war was declared days after Britain had agreed to American 
terms (but the news had not yet crossed the Atlantic), and America’s greatest victory (at New Orleans) 
was fought after the peace treaty had been signed (but also had not yet crossed the Atlantic).  There 
were 748 Cumberland County veterans of the War of 1812, but I have no data specific to Lower 
Frankford. 

 

 

19 – A Glimpse at Lower Frankford Township, 1798-1800: 

 

This was the most ambitious chapter of my History, totaling 68 pages (ignoring data tables in the 
Appendices), gathering information from the Direct Tax of 1798 (President Adams’ tax mentioned above, 
also known as the window tax since windows and window panes were counted as part of the property 
assessment), the 1799 Cumberland County tax books, the 1800 United States Census, newspaper 
articles, estate inventories, and headstone inscriptions to create descriptions of each of the 92 
households in Lower Frankford in 1798-1800.  As you can imagine, that effort is not amenable to being 
condensed; so, in this Concise History, I will generally speak in more collective terms rather than about 
individuals, with a few exceptions. 

 
The strongest impression left by the combined data is the picture of crowded little homes.  In the 31 
Lower Frankford houses assessed for the 1798 Direct Tax for which we also have 1800 Census results, 
there was an average of almost eight persons per household, ranging from three to fourteen.  In the 42 
houses for which we have dimensions, there was an average of 614 square feet.  Of the 52 houses for 
which there are adequate descriptions, twelve were 2-story, 24 were 1½ story, and 16 were 1-story.  If I 
(generously) assume that the loft or second floor added the same square footage as the first floor, the 
average area of a house in Lower Frankford Township in 1798 would increase to 1039 square feet.  That 
would give the average occupant 132 square feet of space.  The average acreage was 614 acres per 
household.  Unfortunately, we have no information concerning how much of this land was cleared of 
trees and in agricultural production - presumably, a fraction of the total.  Twelve of the occupied houses 
had no reported glass windows.  In the 41 houses with glass windows, the average house had almost 
five windows of almost nine panes (“lights”) per window.  Excluding houses without glass windows, the 
number of windows ranged from one to twelve, and the total number of glass panes from nine to 112.  
Considering the small size of these houses and the expense of glass, five windows is a reasonable 
number.  But remember that those windows were essentially the only source of light for the inside the 
house, unless the door was left open; fires and candles would have provided only low – but valuable as 
well as expensive – bits of light.  Many properties had more than one house, with the owner living in the 
newer house with more windows, and the old house rented to a tenant.  But, with the exception of one 
house described as “stone”, all of the houses – old or new - were made from logs.   
 
Similarly, although we today greatly admire the historic mortice and tenon, wood-frame, Pennsylvania 
barns, in 1798 all of the barns were described as being made of logs.  Of the 59 Lower Frankford 
households for which information about livestock is available (from the 1799 Tax Book), 16 had no 
horses, oxen, nor cows.  Oxen were fairly rare, with only 4 households having them and each having 
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exactly two – perhaps each a pair that worked together at the plow.  37 households owned 86 horses, 
an average of 2.3 horses per horse-owner (or 1.5 per household among all 59 households).  40 
households owned 119 cows, an average of 3.0 cows per cow-owner (or 2.0 cows per household among 
all 59 households). 

 
I particularly enjoyed searching through old newspapers for information about individuals.  The most 
common reason for someone’s name to appear in print was in a list of names following a notice like this:  
“List of Letters Remaining in the Post-Office at Carlisle, January 1st, 1814, and if not redeemed before the 
first of April will be sent to the general Post Office as dead letters.”  I was amused when I first came 
across the lists of unclaimed mail.  For many of the people, the unclaimed-mail list would be their only 
appearance in newspaper print.  Others did not even leave that mark in the public record.  There was, of 
course, no home delivery in 1800.  The first home deliveries – limited to just a few cities – was initiated 
in 1863; and it did not become standard until 1902.  We are so accustomed to putting a stamp on our 
letters that we cannot imagine any other method.  But in 1800, it was customary for the recipient to pay 
the postage, not the sender.  Stamps were first sold in 1847; and prepayment via stamps did not 
become mandatory until 1856.  The Post Office had a strong incentive to encourage addressees to pick 
up their mail - they wanted to collect their fee. 
 
The second most common reason for appearance in the newspapers was in notices like this:  “Stray 
Steer came to the plantation of the subscriber, living in Frankford township, Cumberland county, some 
time in July last, A DARK BROWN STEER, about two years old – The owner is desired to come prove 
property, pay charges, and take him away.  Jacob Bowman, January 9th, 1806.”  Cattle were either 
arriving or disappearing all the time.  But such notices (as well as those for mail-waiting) show that 
Lower Frankford Township was linked to Carlisle via the newspapers.  Paying for a notice to be printed 
makes sense only if one is confident that people will read it.  Presumably, it was not only notices that 
were read.  Advertisements must have drawn Lower Frankforders to shop in Carlisle.  Country folk like 
us must have allowed the newspapers to keep them informed of national and world events, to influence 
their politics, and to entertain them with poetry and fiction (which made up about a quarter of the 
typical, four-page, weekly newspaper). 
 
Real estate was another common feature of the newspapers:  “To Be Sold, At Private Sale, The 
Plantation formerly belonging to Alexander Officer, dec’d, situate in Frankford township, eight miles 
from Carlisle, and one mile from Jacob Alter’s mill, adjoining lands of John McDowell, Jacob Bowman, 
Alexander Logan, and others, containing 246 acres and the usual allowances, 130 whereof is clear and 
under good fence, 16 of which is first rate timothy meadow; there is on said farm two dwelling houses, a 
new double barn, and other outhouses; there is a large stream of water a few perches [a perch is 16.5 
feet] from the house, and a never failing well of good water at the door, about two hundred bearing 
apple trees.  It is situate on the great road from Carlisle to McClure’s Gap, further particulars are 
thought unnecessary as any person or persons wishing to purchase will view the premises where the 
terms of sale will be made known by John McDowell near the premises or by the subscriber living in 
Carlisle.  John Officer.”  With all of those apples, was he paying taxes on his hard cider?  I do not think 
that I read of any well that was not described as “never failing”. 
 
Almost half of those men living in Lower Frankford 1798-1800 had an estate inventory upon their death.  
John Campbell’s 1805 inventory is a typical one (I have tried – over the protests of my spell-checker – to 
preserve the original spelling.  Each comma represents a new line in the original list; almost no 
punctuation was used in the original):  “Inventory of the estate of John Camble, deceased[:] Oald 
Waggon, Log Chain & fifth Chain, Sorel Coatt, A Winmill, A Set of Hind geers for a Waggon, A Box and 
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knife for Cuting Straw, A Hogshead with one End, Two Pitchforks and Straw fork, A Quantity of Flax not 
Drest, A Quantity of Hay, A Quantity of Rye, Black Cow, Moily [hornless] Heffer, Red Heffer, Red and 
White Heffer, Bull Calf, Steer Calf, hemp Brake, Sow, Eight Small hogs, Harrow, A set of oakd Irons for a 
plow, Spade and Dung fork, Two Corn hoes, Grubbing hoe, Grindstone, Mawl and Wedges, Bell and Iron 
Coller, Lot of oald Iron, Lot of Lumber, hand Ax, handsaw and ads, Two Augers two Chisels and Gouge, 
hammer and Pinchers, Wool Sheers, Eight Geers, Three Puter Dishes, A Number of Difrent Articles of 
Dresser[?] furniture, one green Bottle, one Large Pot, Two small Pots and Pot hooks, Two Pot Racks, 
Bake Cattle, Shovel and Tongs, Gridiron and Frying Pan, Bucket Pail and Churn and Dish, Seven Chairs, 
Walnut Table, Tea table, Two oald Chests, A mans Sadel, Spining Wheel and Reel, Big wheel and swifts, 
Armchair, A Quantity of Potatoes, Two meat Barrels, Two Cags [kegs] and Barrel, A number of Large 
Spools, Chest and oald Barrels, Small Quantity of Buckwheat, half Busshel, Dow[ery] Chest, His Bead and 
Beding, Bedsted, Eleven Bags, small Quantity of tow yarn, His Wearing Apparel, A Quantity of Rye in the 
ground, A Quantity of Wheat in the ground, A Quantity of Books.” 
 
The inventory of 1805 is broadly consistent with the 1799 Tax Book, although I do note the absence 
(despite the saddle and wagon in the inventory and the stable in the 1798 Direct Tax) of the two horses 
mentioned in the 1799 Tax Book.  Only one bed is described, consistent with the lack of children in the 
1800 Census and with the small size (528 square feet) of his house in 1798 with its total of three 
windows.  The tools described are general, without suggestion of a trade other than farming, which is 
also confirmed by the crops and animals.  Wool sheers and spinning wheels are mentioned, but no 
sheep; perhaps they had given up making their own thread.  Unfortunately, no details are given about 
the “quantity of books”; we will read in Chapter 26 that these likely included a Bible, Almanac, and 
Spelling Primer.  For me, the most surprising item is the “winmill” which I presume means that John 
Campbell had a windmill.  The classic metal farm windmill, used to pump water in farms across America 
and which were still common when I was a child, would not be invented for another half century.  Large 
windmills, like those which we associate with Holland and one of which used to be present in the 
Williamsburg reconstruction of Colonial/Revolutionary America, were used to power grist mills.  
Certainly, water power from the conveniently nearby Conodoguinet would have made more sense for 
that purpose; and we know that there were active watermills at the time.  But Campbell’s was not the 
only inventory to include a windmill.  I was unable to find information to explain this unexpected 
possession. 
 
From the available evidence, most living in Lower Frankford 1798-1800 lived modest lives.  The almost 
embarrassing detail of their possessions does not paint a picture of luxury.  But most evidence suggests 
success at having carved a niche out of the wilderness.  Many appeared briefly in the newspapers - mail-
waiting, wandering livestock, run-away indentured servants, death (and in later decades, marriage), real 
estate for sale, jury lists, participation in party politics.  Occasionally, those in Lower Frankford rose to at 
least regional prominence.  One of those was Isaiah Graham, who was a tanner, perhaps on Locust 
Creek near Waterloo Road (suggested by deed records) or in the Opossum Lake area (suggested by 1798 
description of “adjacent to the mountain” – Mt. Zion? – and the known presence of tanning operations 
on Opossum Creek a half century later).  In 1798, his 360 square-foot log house had a single window 
with nine panes of glass on 130 acres.  But he would become County Commissioner in 1811, chair of the 
newly formed Farmers and Merchants Bank of Pennsylvania at Carlisle in 1813, State Senator in 1813 
and 1815, Judge of the Court of Common Pleas in 1820, and unsuccessful candidate for U.S. Congress in 
1820.  The Carlisle Republican (remember that Republican at this time refers to the Democratic-
Republican Party, not the present-day party) opposed Graham, undoubtedly for political reasons, but 
with great insult that might refer to his tanner background:  “Isaiah Graham … a man below mediocrity 
as he has always been considered, … a man notoriously destitute of the first rudiments of education, 
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dull and stupid by nature, uncultivated by acquirements, awkward in his manners, and ignorant in his 
conversation … we conceive ourselves warranted in … assigning to him that place in the social circle to 
which his qualifications entitle him.  Nor is it in compliment to the people of this county, that we assert, 
nine out of ten are his superiors in knowledge and judgment.” 
 

Far more famous was Thomas Butler.  He was one of the “Fighting Butlers” of the Revolutionary War, 
whom George Washington referred to as “The Five Butlers, a gallant band of patriot brothers.”  Among 
them, apparently only Thomas lived in Lower Frankford.  He was studying law under James Wilson (of 
U.S. Constitution fame - see Chapter 14 - and also a signer of the Declaration of Independence and a 
Supreme Court Justice) when, on January 5, 1776, he enlisted.  He fought in most of the middle Atlantic 
battles, receiving public praise from General Washington for his actions at Brandywine, and from 
General Wayne for his actions at Monmouth.  He retired to Lower Frankford in 1781; but in 1791 
rejoined the Army in Indian Wars.  On November 4, 1791, he was commanding a brigade when he 
suffered wounds/fractures to his legs (his elder brother Richard – after which Butler County and the 
town of Butler were named - was killed in the same battle) during General St. Clair’s defeat near Fort 
Recovery, Ohio.  The Carlisle Gazette noted his return and “that he is in a fair way of recovery”; and 
Butler, in his role during his recovery as Major in command of the Carlisle Barracks, placed notices in the 
paper concerning deserting soldiers.  In 1797 he was appointed “Lieutenant Colonel Thomas Butler, 
commanding the troops of the United States in the State of Tennessee, Commissioner for treating with 
the Cherokee Nation of Indians”, meaning that he had the unpleasant task of removing settlers illegally 
squatting on Indian land, a role that would have been unlikely to have found support in Lower Frankford 
Township.  In 1801, his commanding officer, General James Wilkinson, took him to a Court Martial in 
Frederick, Maryland (which took several years to conclude), charging him with deserting his post and 
disobeying Wilkinson’s orders.  Butler successfully defended himself from the first charge by providing 
written proof that he had received permission from Wilkinson’s superiors to return to his Lower 
Frankford home due to illness.  He unsuccessfully claimed that Wilkinson’s order for Butler to cut his 
queue (ponytail) was not a legitimate military order but rather was an abuse of office by General 
Wilkinson that Butler was not obligated to obey.  He received a slap on the wrist.  After the verdict, he 
returned to Lower Frankford and submitted his reflections on his experience to the Carlisle Gazette in 
1804:  “With myself it is indeed some comfort to reflect, that twenty-eight years ago I entered into the 
service of my country, and these are the highest and first crimes ever imputed to me.  Yet, Gentlemen, I, 
who am denounced as having without proper permission left a trust unfinished in time of peace, never 
left my post in the day of war and the hour of battle: -- I, who am arraigned for the crime of not parting 
with my hair at the General’s pleasure, have never yet refused parting with my blood at my country’s 
call.  Thomas Butler, Colonel, 2d Regiment of Infantry.”  The illness that had caused Butler to seek 
permission to return home from Tennessee was yellow fever.  He would die of it a year after his verdict, 
his queue still intact.  In addition to having the support of his fellow military officers (including a petition 
to the U.S. Senate whose first signature was that of Major General Andrew Jackson), Butler was 
immortalized by Washington Irving in his Knickerbocker’s History, with Wilkinson renamed Von 
Puffenburgh and Butler renamed Keldermeester (Dutch for master of the cellar, or Butler), and the real-
life detail that Keldermeester/Butler was buried with a hole in his coffin to accommodate his queue. 
 
 
20 – Life in Lower Frankford, 1800-1815: 

 
Over two hundred years ago, the people of Lower Frankford Township worked from dawn until dusk, 
and beyond.  Farming was as labor-intensive as ever, and more land always needed to be cleared of 
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trees, stumps, and brush.  Even after dark, spinning wheels spun and looms were operated; imagine 
how much work it took to make a simple garment from scratch.  Life’s activities took place in or around 
home; and as we know from the previous chapter, those homes were small log houses, with or without 
windows, hot in the summer and cold in the winter.  Children were born, raised, taught to read, write, 
and pray, performed chores, nurtured through illness, and died at a rate unimaginable today – one third 
did not reach adulthood.  “Smells – of the barnyard and stable, tannery and tavern, house and hearth, 
privy and chamber pot – were pungent and profuse.”  People went barefoot much of the time.  
“[P]eople of both sexes wore heavy fabrics covering their bodies, even in the humid heat of summer, for 
they believed (correctly) sunshine bad for their skin.  People usually owned few changes of clothes and 
stank of sweat.  Only the most fastidious bathed as often as once a week.  When washing themselves, 
people usually just rinsed off, saving their harsh, homemade soap for cleaning clothes.  Having an 
outdoor privy signified a level of decency above those who simply relieved themselves in the woods or 
fields.  Indoor light was scarce and precious; families made their own candles, smelly and smoky, from 
animal tallow.  A single fireplace provided all the cooking and heating for a common household.  During 
winter, everybody slept in the room with the fire, several in each bed.  Privacy for married couples was a 
luxury.”  “Courting couples acted with a freedom that would surprise those nostalgic for the ‘good old 
days’ of sexual restraint.  Heavy drinking was part of almost every social gathering, and violent 
confrontations and blood sports were common in public life.”  “Through the eighteenth century, most 
American smokers used clay pipes ….  In the 1790s, cigars or “segars,” tightly wrapped cylinders of 
tobacco leaf, were introduced from the Caribbean.  [I]t was a sign of financial security, or extravagance, 
to puff away on … cigars … while the less well-off used clay pipes and much cheaper cut plug tobacco.  In 
the streets, barrooms, stores, and public conveyances of the United States after 1800, [tobacco] 
chewing was widespread, almost inescapable; it often was not easy to avoid in private dwellings.  Every 
tavern had … a floor liberally stained with tobacco juice.  Spittoons were provided in the more 
meticulous establishments, but men often ignored them, and more frequently they were missing 
entirely.” 
 
“Food was often heavy and coarse; most meat was heavily salted, tastes were harsh.”  “The American of 
1815 ate wheat and beef in the North, corn and pork in the South.  Milk, cheese, and butter were 
plentiful; potatoes came to be added in the North and sweet potatoes in the South.  Fruits appeared 
only in season except insofar as women could preserve them in pies or jams; green vegetables, now and 
then as condiments; salads, virtually never.”  Preserving food by canning in glass or metal containers 
was invented in France in 1809 to serve Napoleon’s army, but would not reach Lower Frankford 
Township for several decades.  In colonial America, families typically ate by dipping spoons into a 
common bowl.  Forks were rare; sharp knives were commonly used to bring food to the mouth.  “Over 
the eighteenth century, dining ‘in common’ had given way to individualized but social eating; as families 
acquired chairs and dining utensils, they were able to make mealtimes more important social occasions.  
Most white Americans expected to eat individual portions of food at a table set with personal knives, 
forks, glasses, bowls, and plates, preferably matching ones.  There were stirrings of change among the 
sophisticated in the 1830s [when, quoting an advice column] ‘put[ting] every mouthful into your mouth 
with your fork’” instead of with a knife, started to become the new standard. 
 
“[N]ewly settled agricultural families generally began by growing food for their own consumption, then 
turned as quickly as possible to supplementing this with something they could market.”  “Few families 
had all the resources – land, livestock, labor, skills, and tools – to produce all of what they needed [to be 
self-sufficient].  Americans traded within their communities[; and m]ost … sought wider markets for 
some part of what they produced.  Webs of rural exchange linked neighborhoods together ….  There was 
not very much cash in circulation ….  Families built up credit or debit balances with each other as they 
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‘changed’ an enormous variety of labor and commodities - a few days’ help at harvest, a young woman 
to spin, cheese, woven cloth, firewood, meat, the loan of a horse and wagon, a few weeks’ pasturing of 
a cow.  Economic life was deeply, inextricably entangled in social life.  A great many American artisans 
were … not only part-time farmers but versatile rather than highly specialized … practicing an array of 
less closely related crafts – surely not with a master’s skill, but well enough to do for themselves and 
their neighbors.” 
 
It was a hard life, but Lower Frankforders would have been proud of their lives.  They knew the 
advantages of being an American.  They owned land and were not servile to any aristocracy nor 
“dependent on the good will of another.”  They had “ ’agency,’ that is, the ability to act purposely in the 
service of goals” – their own goals, “goals [that] might come from family, community, religion, or 
personal ambition.”  They were equal to anyone; they did not bow to anyone, but instead shook hands 
in “a gesture of social reciprocity” – a new custom.  Their country, in surviving the War of 1812, had 
seemingly won the second revolution and the respect of other nations.  Life would change dramatically 
in the coming decades, largely through the Second Great Awakening and the Industrial Revolution, 
subjects of two of the next three chapters. 
 
 
21 – The Second Great Awakening: 
 
We have already noted in Chapter 10 that the initial settlers of Lower Frankford Township were Scots-
Irish Presbyterians, followed by German Lutherans and members of the German Reformed Church, with 
British Anglicans in the mix; and we noted that the (First) Great Awakening divided many churches, led 
to a more personal relationship between the believer and God, and also made Americans aware that 
they were empowered to choose what to religiously believe.  The American Revolution not only was a 
secular event; it also lessened the ties of Americans to traditional European denominations, especially to 
the Anglican Church (renamed the Episcopalian Church in America).  “But contrary to the experience of 
eighteenth-century Europeans, whose rationalism tended to erode their allegiance to [any] religion, 
religion in America did not decline with the spread of enlightenment and liberty.  Indeed, as Tocqueville 
was soon to observe, religion in America gained in authority precisely because of its separation from 
government power.  [T]he people’s religious feeling became stronger than ever, though now devoted to 
very different kinds of religious groups.  The older state churches with old world connections – Anglican, 
Congregational, and [Old-Light] Presbyterian – were supplanted by new and in some cases unheard-of 
religious denominations and sects.  [D]uring the Revolution, Methodist and Baptist congregations 
exploded in number [as did] New Light Presbyterians [,] Universal Friends, Universalists, Shakers ….  This 
Second Great Awakening was a radical expression and extension of the earlier eighteenth-century 
revivals.  It was not just a continuation of the first awakening of the mid-eighteenth century.  It was 
more evangelical, more ecstatic, more personal, and more optimistic.  Common people wanted a 
religion they could personally feel and freely express, and the evangelical denominations offered them 
that, usually with much enthusiastic folk music and hymn singing.  This Second Great Awakening, like the 
democratic impulses of the Revolution, was very much a movement from below, fed by the passions of 
ordinary people.  Christian fundamentalists called for the end of priests, presbyters, associations, 
doctrines, confessions – anything and everything that stood between the people and Christ.  The people 
were told that they were quite capable of running their own churches ….” 
 
I found two newspaper notices announcing revivalist camp meetings in Lower Frankford:  by an 
unspecified denomination (I suspect Methodist) probably on the banks of the Conodoguinet 
downstream from Oak Hill Road in 1807, and by the African Methodist Episcopal Church of Carlisle, 
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probably near the corner of Mt. Zion and Campground Roads (names that fit the purpose) in 1841.  
Methodism had been the prime mover of the First Great Awakening, but its derivation from and 
association with the Anglican Church limited its numbers to less than 15,000 nationwide by the end of 
the Revolutionary War.  American Francis Asbury revived Methodism in America, and it rapidly became 
the largest denomination in America.   
 
Preachers of the First Great Awakening “had regarded religious revivals as ultimately mysterious, the 
action of divine grace.”  In the Second Great Awakening, revival was “a human work. The evangelist’s job 
was to employ [appropriate] means effectively in the effort to save souls.  A good evangelist should be 
as self-conscious about his methods as a good farmer about scientific agriculture.  [E]vangelists turned 
themselves into early psychologists of the techniques of persuasion.  An identifiable conversion 
experience, accompanied by a once-and-for-all decision for Christ, was the central event in the spiritual 
life of Christians in the evangelical Reformed tradition ….  ‘Instead of telling sinners to use the means of 
[God’s] grace and pray for a new heart, we called on them to make themselves a new heart.’ ”  
Evangelists “taught self-respect and demanded that individuals function as moral agents.  In this way the 
Awakening empowered multitudes.  The decision for Christ that revivalists demanded had to be made 
voluntarily and responsibly.  Having made this decision, the believer, regardless of denomination, should 
accept self-discipline while also engaging in long-term moral self-improvement, sometimes called 
‘sanctification.’  The preachers urged people to search the scriptures for themselves and apply the 
lessons they found there to their own lives.  Some evangelicals committed themselves to the moral 
reformation of society as a whole ….  Others concentrated attention on the moral standards of their 
own membership as ‘islands of holiness’ in a sea of infidelity and immorality.  The laity, women and men 
together, saw to it that the Second Great Awakening exerted much of its influence through purposeful 
voluntary associations.”  Citizens organized to give Bibles, to rescue prostitutes, to defeat demon 
alcohol, to end debtors’ prison, to free slaves, to give women the vote - the list is endless. 
 

“Other Christian groups picked up where the Methodists left off, notably the Baptists.  It is not easy to 
make generalizations about the Baptists, for they had a strong tradition of congregational independence 
and splintered into innumerable factions ….   But all these groups did agree in rejecting infant baptism 
….   Adult baptism by immersion reinforced the dramatic importance of the conversion experience ….  
The Baptists were the largest of many ‘restorationist’ religious movements seeking to recover the New 
Testament faith and practice that they considered had been lost or corrupted.” 

 

 

22 – Immigration, Emigration, and the Changing Ethnic Composition of Lower Frankford Township: 

 

You have already read that the first settlers to arrive in Lower Frankford Township were largely Scots-
Irish arriving in families from Northern Ireland.  They were later largely joined by Germans who were 
American-born, typically from east of the Susquehanna.  There were settlers of other ethnicities, too.  I 
will present below three maps of the Township from 1750-1765, 1798-1800, and 1858, with each color-
coded for ethnicity, which will substantiate that story.  But I also want to quantitate the turnover in the 
Township.  In any given year, what percentage of the citizenry left?  What percentage newly arrived in 
that year?  In my History, I present the details of the data-collection needed to answer those questions, 
including a 76-page table listing the names of those present each year; there is no way for me to make 
that concise.  From that table, I could deduce when each person arrived; and by using the surname of 
the immigrant, I could determine with reasonable accuracy where that immigrant came from.  After 
deleting those documented to have died, I could also use that table to deduce who had emigrated out of 
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the community.  But I could not say where they went; emigrants did not document their plans with the 
government in order to help historians of the future. 

 

Lower Frankford Township was on the frontier of European expansion into North America.  But the 
quest for land took settlers even farther west – often to Indian lands where such settlement was illegal.  
The first great migration from Lower Frankford consisted of those who simply kept going after briefly 
pausing here, with briefly defined as days to decades.  Many continued on this side of the Appalachians, 
following the Cumberland Valley into the Shenandoah Valley into Virginia or the Carolinas.  Such 
migration into the Shenandoah Valley greatly decreased once, after the Revolutionary War, a slave-
based plantation economy was established there.  But, still, many emigrants travelled south in the 
valleys, now to reach the Cumberland Gap to Tennessee and Kentucky.  Even when Cumberland County 
was young, settlers often chose to go into and over the Appalachians, to western and northern 
Pennsylvania, and later-on to Ohio (after about 1800) and Illinois (after about 1825).  The Cumberland 
Valley, including Lower Frankford, has an (unexpected to me) connection to Natchez, Mississippi, and 
the lower Mississippi River, going back to at least 1802.  This was largely of slave-owning families.  
Pennsylvanians could not, without the enslaved person’s court-verified permission, take their slaves 
(yes, Pennsylvanians were slave-owners for decades after Pennsylvania’s Gradual Emancipation Act of 
1780) out of Pennsylvania; but many elected to move into the newly-settled Old Southwest, where they 
could buy and breed slaves as the cotton economy was in its early development. 

The Irish potato famine of the mid-1840s led to massive immigration of destitute Catholic Irish to the 
United States.  Between 1830 and 1860, a similar number of poor Catholic Germans (as well as those 
fleeing the failed revolution of 1848) arrived.  Between 1840 and 1850, Catholics passed the Baptists, 
Methodists, Presbyterians, and Congregationalist to become the religious community with the greatest 
number of members in America.  This would lead to the rise of the anti-migrant, anti-Catholic “Know 
Nothing” Party, which we will discuss in Chapter 27.  I believe, however, that Lower Frankford Township 
was surprisingly untouched by those migrations (other than politically).  The 1850 and 1860 U.S. 
Censuses asked each person to state where they were born.  Of the 1241 people listed for Frankford 
Township in the 1850 census, all but three were born in Pennsylvania.  One was born in in Germany (and 
probably lived in Upper Frankford), one was born in Poland (and likely lived in Lower Frankford), and 
one was born in Virginia (likely into slavery, and lived as free man who was head of his own household, 
probably in Lower Frankford).  The 1860 Census tells the same story, with only eight of 1241 born 
outside of our state, four in the same family.  The only one in Lower Frankford was born in Maryland.  In 
Upper Frankford, one was born in Ireland, one in France, and the family of four were German (with nine 
younger children born in Pennsylvania).  People were still coming to Lower Frankford, but from 
elsewhere in Pennsylvania, not from Europe. 

 

I present the data in the graph on the next page.  The green line represents the percentage who arrived 
since the previous year.  There was considerable variability, but the trend over 1751 to 1865 roughly 
followed an imaginary line from 20% to 10%.  That was a lot!  Imagine that every year your 
neighborhood gained 10-20% new families.  Similarly, the red line represents the percentage who 
disappeared from the records (but not due to known death).  This also varied considerably, but roughly 
followed an imaginary line from 15% to 10%.  Again, this was a high percentage to lose each year.  The 
turnover in population is impressive.  The black line represents the percentage of heads of household 
(significantly, this is blind to family members; children and wives are not seen here) who died each year, 
perhaps 1%.  The blue line is the percentage increase in population each year.  As expected, this reflects 
the difference between the arrivals and departures represented by the green and red lines, respectively, 
averaging roughly 5%.  Note that there were years when the population actually decreased.  
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Below (and continuing onto page 31) are three maps serving as snapshots of lower Frankford Township, 
representing the ethnicity of its citizens in 1750-65, 1798-1800, and 1858. The colors do not represent 
the years of settlement, as they did back in Chapter 7.  Instead, the colors represent the likely ethnicity 
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of the land-owner, based on surnames.  Scots 
(and Scots-Irish) are blue.  English are red.  
Germans are gold.  Irish are green.  Names 
which are common both in England and 
Scotland are purple.  Names common in both 
Germany and England are orange.  Names 
which are of indeterminate origin or are 
common in many of the nations of our interest 
are grey.  None of these maps accurately 
depicts property lines, acreage, or even 
accurate locations; but each is a reasonable 
portrait of the ethnic makeup of Lower 
Frankford at the time.  Page-filling versions of 
these maps are in my History; but these 
smaller maps are adequate for our purposes in 
this Concise History.   

 

The first map on the previous page shows 
tracts occupied in 1750 in denser colors 

(mainly along the Conodoguinet) and 1765 in less-dense colors (mainly along the McClure’s Gap 
Road/Enola Road route to McClure’s Gap – off the map in Upper Frankford), with outline colors 
reflecting the original owner.  Scots-Irish predominate, with significant English, one (non-Scots) 
Irishman, and no Germans.  Tracts without color had not yet been claimed in 1765.  The second map on 
the previous page shows properties in 1798-1800.  The few blackened tracts were not yet claimed in 
1800.  Many tracts have changed colors, reflecting new owners of different ethnicity than the previous 
owners.  Many Germans have arrived, but there are still substantial Scots-Irish and English.  The map on 
this page is the Bridgens 1858 Map, different in starting point from the other two.  There are no tract 
borders; instead, I surrounded each name on the map with the appropriate color, based on the ethnicity 
implied by the name.  The Scots-Irish have decreased significantly; the Germans have increased; the 
Catholic Irish (but born in America) have slightly increased; and the English have remained steady.  All of 
this visually illustrates the turnover in population (better demonstrated in the graph on the previous 
page) and the expected change in predominate ethnicity from Scots-Irish to German over less than 100 
years. 
 
 
23 – The Industrial Revolution & Internal Improvements: 

 

The industrial revolution was an economic transition that started in Britain in the 18th century and 
spread to the American colonies and to the rest of the world.  Before the revolution, the economy was 
based upon independent individuals performing manual and farm labor with human and animal sources 
of power for personal consumption and local sale.  After the revolution, the economy was based upon 
businesses employing hired labor making and using machines using animal or water power (and 

eventually steam) to more efficiently produce larger volumes of product for more than local 
consumption.  Associated changes in finance, entrepreneurial/ managerial skills, transportation (ports, 
roads, canals, and eventually railroads), and a supportive legal/political environment were more subtle 
but equally important revolutions.  Commerce and income greatly increased.  Freedom from self-
sustaining agriculture freed workers to take non-agricultural jobs.  The spinning wheel and the hand-
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powered loom were replaced by huge textile mills.  Machines were invented that decreased the work 
and time required to make things and increased the efficiency of common jobs.  The concept of 
interchangeable parts was turned into reality.  Manufacturing processes were broken down into many, 
simple, individual steps that could be readily mastered by relatively low-skilled labor, replacing master 
artisans who for each individual item performed every step and adjusted the non-interchangeable parts 
so that they could function together.  There were winners and losers, but for the most part the industrial 
revolution improved lives.  Those who benefitted most were consumers due to the lower prices, 
increased incomes, increased consumption, and the ability to give-up time-consuming, inefficient jobs 
such as making clothes starting with sheep.  Entrepreneurs thrived (and sometimes failed, which is part 
of the weeding process for growth and efficiency) and so did the increasing numbers of skilled office 
workers such as lawyers, bankers, and managers.  Artisans suffered as their knowledge and experience 
lost value because consumers preferred to buy less-expensive, standardized, mass-produced products.  
Becoming a wage-earner was a major change, socially and psychologically.  Americans still embraced the 
values of the Revolution, cherishing freedom.  Working for the boss (and perhaps feeling at times like 
one worked for the machine that one operated), who largely controlled one’s time and activity, forcing 
one to stay focused on a repetitive boring job, and paying relatively little in wages, was no one’s idea of 
freedom.  Men were drawn out of their homes to the workplace and public space.  Women lost many of 
their tedious jobs such as spinning, weaving, soap-making, and candle-making and gained power in the 
home.  Men and women increasingly seemed to have different spheres of activity and command.  
“[W]omen [became] the guardians of manners and morals, the custodians of piety and child training, 
[in] a covenant of love and nurturance of children.”  Marriages arranged by parents were replaced by 
the ideal of romantic love.   

 

Cumberland County’s septennial (every seven years) censuses listed occupations.  Perhaps comparing 
1807 to 1842, we might see change brought on by the industrial revolution in Frankford Township.    In 
1807, 103 (76% of 136) were farmers.  The term “laborer” did not appear in the 1807 septennial census.  
Other occupations were 10 carpenters; 7 blacksmiths; 5 coopers; 4 shoemakers; 2 each of tailors, 
tanners, and weavers; and 1 wagonmaker.  Of the 260 listed in 1842, 130 (50%) were farmers and 49 
(19%) were laborers (and later data from the U.S. Census makes it clear that these laborers were farm-
laborers, not laborers in factories).  Combined, the 179 farmers and farm-laborers represented 69% of 
the occupations in 1842.  Other occupations included 13 carpenters; 10 weavers; 8 blacksmiths; 8 
coopers; 7 shoemakers; 4 millers/millwrights; 3 each of teachers, tanners, and tailors; 2 masons; and 1 
each of cutter (veterinarian), doctor, fuller, gunsmith, housekeeper, merchant, minister, pump-maker, 
and wagon-maker.  Change is evident, but it is not dramatic.  Occupations other than farmer or laborer 
went from 24% in 1807 to 31% in 1842; and the number of different non-farmer/laborer occupations 
rose from 8 to 19, with those occupations appearing to be less directly farm-oriented as previously.  But 
the listed manufacturing and service occupations were in the character of pre-industrial-revolution 
artisans rather than post-revolution laborers working for the boss in an assembly line.  It appears that 
the old economy persisted in rural areas like Lower Frankford.  But farmers themselves would have felt 
the change.  Newspaper advertisements touted new farm machinery, including testimonials by 
Frankford farmers.  Improved transportation would soon allow them to send their grain and even 
produce in quantity to Philadelphia and beyond. 

 
Prominent among the early entrepreneurs of Lower Frankford were the mill operators, who used 
machinery to harness water power to perform work.  There were four major mills on the portion of the 
Conodoguinet passing along the southern border of Lower Frankford.  Alter’s Mill, established between 
1785 and 1788, was located just downstream from the present-day Grahams Woods Road bridge over 
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the Conodoguinet, entirely in West Pennsboro but very close to Lower Frankford.  It served as a grist 
(grain) mill, sawmill, and clover (animal feed) mill, as well as a distillery and a trading post.  Diller’s 
(Heishman’s) Mill, established between 1793 and 1805, was (and still is) located near the present-day 
Old Mill Road bridge over the Conodoguinet, with the millhouse on the West Pennsboro side of the 
creek.  It served as a grist mill, sawmill, and plaster mill, as well as a distillery.  Burgner’s Mill, established 
between 1743 and 1767, was located just upstream from the present-day Burgners Road bridge over the 
Conodoguinet.  It served as a grist mill and fulling mill (in which fuller’s earth is used to degrease freshly 
woven fabric) on the West Pennsboro side of the Creek, and as an oil mill (pressing seeds to extract oil) 
and a wool-carding (a bit like combing) mill on the Lower Frankford side.  Other business at the site 
included cooping (making barrels), fabric dyeing, and carpet weaving; whether or not mill energy was 
used for those latter businesses is unclear.  Hays’s Mill, established circa 1765, was located near the 
Germeyer (Creek to Willow Grove Roads) iron bridge over the Conodoguinet, with the millhouse on the 
Lower Frankford side.  It served as a grist mill, sawmill, plaster mill, and clover mill; in 1847 it had a kiln 
for drying corn for making meal, as well as a cooper’s shop.  The millhouse burned down in 1849 but was 
rebuilt.  These were not the only mills on the Lower Frankford Township run of the Conodoguinet Creek 
or on the streams that flow into the Conodoguinet.  Sawmills were common and often transient.  For 
example, on the Bridgens 1858 map, sawmills were noted on Stine’s Run (Locust Creek) near where 
Opossum Lake Road crosses the creek and again (in what is now Upper Frankford) above Bobcat Road 
on the approach to McClure’s Gap. 

 
The products of the mills – flour, wood boards, oil, cattle feed (clover and grains), plaster, carded wool, 
fulled fabric – were mainly for local consumption, where “local” included the town of Carlisle.  
Middlemen did send barrels of flour and other goods on to Philadelphia and Baltimore (and potentially 
overseas), but the limited and labor-intensive (in an economy marked by a scarcity of labor) 
transportation economically limited the ability to earn money by trading goods out of the nearby area. 
Transportation for non-commercial reasons was also slow and miserable.  Citizens wanted internal 
improvements.  This was a subject of political dispute.  Was spending Federal money on internal 
improvements even constitutional?  Kentucky’s Henry Clay was the most famous advocate of what by 
1824 was called the American System, under which (1) Federal tariffs would protect northeastern 
manufacturers from British competition, (2) tariff money would be used by the Federal government to 
make internal improvements such as roads and canals, (3) farmers would use the improved 
transportation to send their crops to the entire country and even Europe, and manufacturers could use 
those same roads for their products to be made available to be sold to farmers and workers alike.  All 
Americans would benefit.  President Madison was a believer in internal improvements, but he felt that 
an amendment to the Constitution was necessary for such spending of Federal money in individual 
states; he therefore vetoed any such legislation. 
 
The lack of Federal resources slowed the process; but often internal improvements were achieved with 
state and private money.  By the 1820s, Pennsylvania had 2380 miles of turnpikes – leveled, stone-
surfaced, wide roads that could take wagons and stage coaches.  An 1822 advertisement in the Carlisle 
Whig (whose name had nothing to do with the later Whig Party) announced that one could travel 
between Harrisburg and Pittsburgh on the U.S. Mail stagecoach for $12 in five days.  Turnpikes were 
typically financed by having the state legislature charter (at the time special legislative action was 
necessary to establish a corporation) and grant exclusive rights to a corporation to build a certain road, 
with stock sold to investors.  State and local governments commonly helped the financing by buying the 
corporation’s stock themselves; and local people along the proposed route often bought small amounts 
of stock to aid the effort, largely in hopes that the investment would not only provide monetary 
dividends (which were usually a disappointment) but that the road would increase the value of their 
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land.  The most famous and successful internal improvement was the Erie Canal in New York, completed 
in 1825, financed by the state of New York.  Pennsylvania’s more complex (and more expensive to build) 
Mainline Canal from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh was started in 1826 and completed in 1834, just in time 
to be obsolescent due to the rapid construction of railroads.  The 1825 act authorizing the Mainline 
Canal also authorized study for a Cumberland Valley canal linking the Susquehanna to the Potomac 
following the Conodoguinet and Conococheague Creeks; but construction never started. 

 

In 1835, the Cumberland Valley Railroad Company was established.  By August, 1837, the track between 
Carlisle and the Susquehanna was completed, and the 16-mile trip could be accomplished in 57 minutes.  
The track reached Chambersburg by November, 1837; and a bridge over the Susquehanna was opened 
by January, 1839.  Now Lower Frankford Farmers could send their produce to Philadelphia in less than a 
day.  Initially, they went to the Carlisle station, but the more convenient Greason depot opened in 1872. 

 

 

24 – The Era of Good Feelings & Voter Expansion: 

 

A few chapters ago, the War of 1812 had just ended, with the nation rejoicing in victory.  Democratic-
Republican James Monroe was readily elected in 1816 over Rufus King, the last Federalist Presidential 
candidate.  Federalists had their old problem of being seen as out-of-touch, elitist, and rich.  They also 
had opposed the War of 1812 and were therefore tainted with allegations of treason.  Jeffersonian 
Democrats had co-opted many of their programs, such as internal improvements and re-establishing the 
Bank of the United States.  When Monroe climbed Bunker Hill on July 4, 1817 on a goodwill trip into 
traditionally Federalist territory, a “Boston Federalist newspaper welcomed the president’s visit as 
evidence of a new ‘era of good feelings.’  The administration was happy with the expression, and the 
name stuck.  The concept of an era of good feelings that would transcend party conflict expressed some 
of the highest political ideals of the age.  What emerged from the new administration was [however] not 
so much nonpartisanship as one-party rule by a broadly based party.”  Cumberland County (we have no 
numbers specific to Frankford or Lower Frankford) continued to elect Democratic-Republicans to the 
House of Representatives and to County offices by wide margins (although there was no longer a 
national Federalist Party, there were local Federalists, who lost).  However, Congress passed a pay raise 
for themselves that was widely unpopular; as a result, in the 1816 election, 2/3 of the House were either 
defeated or did not run for office.  Among them was the incumbent Representative for the 5th District 
(Cumberland, Franklin, Adams), Democratic-Republican William Crawford of Chambersburg, who 
received only 3% of the vote.  But that did not mean that a Federalist was elected; instead, Crawford 
was replaced by a different Democratic-Republican, Andrew Boden of Carlisle. 

 

The War of 1812 and the prewar years of reduced trade with Europe had been a boon to U.S. 
manufacturers; and the end of the War brought huge European demand for American foodstuffs and 
especially cotton, whose production had exploded with the post-War settlement of the Old Southwest 
(east of the Mississippi and west of the original colonies along the Atlantic coast).  Several families from 
Cumberland County moved there, especially around Natchez.  There was great speculation, borrowing 
money to buy land and slaves.  This all ended with the Panic of 1819.  Oversupply caused the cotton 
price to fall.  European farm production recovered from the war.  European banks tightened their 
lending, which spread rapidly to all levels of banking in the United States.  Collateral for the speculative 
loans lost its value; mortgages failed and businesses went bankrupt; jobs were lost and people could not 
spend.  Monroe was the first President to suffer a depression; surprisingly, he did not suffer politically, 
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easily winning re-election in 1820.  There was no Federalist candidate.  deWitt Clinton received votes as 
an Independent (but no electoral votes); Secretary of State John Quincy Adams received votes as a 
Democratic-Republican (but only one electoral vote, unearned, from an unfaithful New Hampshire 
elector).  Lower Frankford was still in the 5th Congressional District, which continued to elect 
Democratic-Republicans.  It was in 1820 that Lower Frankford’s Isaiah Graham (mentioned in Chapter 
19) unsuccessfully ran for Congress.  It is worth reading an editorial to experience the politic rhetoric 
and issues of the time:  “Was any person in the district, who is unconnected with the office holders and 
who reaps no advantage from the rich harvest of fees and salaries, to have the four candidates set 
before his face, he would immediately draw a line of distinction between the silly grimace of James 
Wilson [not the same person who helped write the Constitution] and the affable manners of Jas. M. 
Sherry, between the vacant stare of Isaiah Graham and the gentlemanly deportment of James Duncan.  
The notoriety of James Wilson[‘]s character, as expressed in the fact of his having been indicted in … 
Adams County, … 1802, for the adulterous connection with a NEGRO WENCH, named Agness Hill ….  The 
numerous offices which [Isaiah Graham] has already filled have been more than sufficient for any one 
man to enjoy the profits of, and since the people have indulged him so long, we see no good reason that 
rotation in office should not for once triumph over official monopoly.  James Duncan, and James 
McSherry … are both men of character and ability, both in favor of domestic manufactures and both 
opposed to the extension of Slavery; and with James Duncan being our fellow townsman [of Carlisle], 
we can say for him that he is a uniform friend to the poor and distressed, the advocate of the widow and 
a friend to the fatherless.” 

 

Democratic-Republican victory in the House (now renumbered the 11th District, but its border 
unchanged) continued in 1822.  But now we have numbers specific to Frankford Township showing the 
victories to be 2:1.  After the War of 1812, many states, with minimal opposition, abolished property 
requirements for voting.  “The widespread change in the conception of the suffrage, from a privilege 
bestowed on an independent-minded elite to a right that should be possessed by all [white] male 
citizens, reflected in part the success in the American Revolution and general acceptance of its natural-
rights ideology.  For the most part, property restrictions on voting declined before the rise of the 
[Jacksonian] Democratic Party, which benefited, rather than fought for, the liberalization of the 
suffrage.”  In the Presidential election of 1824, all candidates were Democratic-Republicans:   Secretary 
of the Treasury William Crawford of Georgia, Secretary of War John Calhoun of South Carolina (who 
dropped out of the race in 1824 and, rather bizarrely from my perspective, was chosen by both Jackson 
and Adams as their Vice-Presidential running mate),  Secretary of State John Quincy Adams of 
Massachusetts, Speaker of the House Henry Clay of Kentucky, and General Andrew Jackson, Senator 
from Tennessee.  Jackson won 42% of the popular vote and 38% of the electoral vote, leading all others, 
but not enough to be chosen by the Electoral College.  As per the Constitution, the election was sent to 
the House of Representatives voting as 24 states with one vote per state; and as per the 12th 
Amendment, the House chose among the top three candidates (the Constitution originally said the top 
five), eliminating Clay.  “Jackson, although he had carried eleven states in the electoral college, received 
the votes of only seven state delegates in the House; he was less popular inside the political community 
than he was with the public at large.”  Crawford won four state delegates.  Adams won thirteen and 
became President.  Both Pennsylvania and Cumberland County gave more than ¾ of their votes to 
Jackson, with Frankford Township voting 100% for Jackson.  Clearly, the Indian-fighting, anti-
establishment (not to mention Scots-Irish) Jackson resonated with the Township.  Jackson received all of 
Pennsylvania’s Electoral College votes; and the Pennsylvania members of the House gave Pennsylvania’s 
sole vote to Jackson.   
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In the election of 1828, Adams would attempt to preach policy and unity; Jackson would focus on the 
”corrupt bargain” by which the political class thwarted the will of the people and gave the 1824 election 
to Adams, specifically that Henry Clay had a secret deal with Adams to influence his House colleagues to 
vote for Adams in return for Clay being chosen to be Secretary of State.  “[T]he presidential campaign of 
1828 was probably the dirtiest in American history.  It seems only fair to observe that while the hostile 
stories circulated about Adams were largely false, those about Jackson were largely true.”  It was neither 
the first nor last time that lies were prominent in an American election.  Frankford Township gave 50 
votes to Jackson and 14 to Adams.  In Pennsylvania, Adams got one third of the votes, and Jackson got 
two thirds, earning all of Pennsylvania’s 26 electoral votes.  Jackson was elected President with 56% of 
the popular vote and 68% of the Electoral College.  During the time-period of this chapter, during which 
there was only one (though internally divided) national party, it is harder to analyze the elections for 
Congressman representing the district that included Lower Frankford, because we have no differing 
party labels to conveniently identify the political positions of individual candidates.  They were all 
Democratic-Republicans.  What information we have suggests that Lower Frankford was solidly populist, 
supporting Jackson and associated lower-level candidates overwhelmingly. 

 

 

25 – Andrew Jackson to Manifest Destiny: 

 
“Although [Jackson, in his inaugural address] invoked a democratic ideology, the new president had 
profoundly authoritarian instincts.  Quick to sense a criticism or slight, he never apologized, never 
forgave, and never shrank from violence.  His towering rages became notorious.  [P]ersonal loyalty to 
the president meant everything ….  For Jackson, such matters were issues not of fact but of his 
authority.  [There was a] spirit of privileging his will over truth ….  The populist rhetoric of Jackson and 
his political associates combined ceaseless condemnation of elite corruption with the antigovernment 
political ideology they had taken over from … the Old [Democratic-]Republicans.  [He] identifi[ed] his 
own will with the voice of the people.”  Although most famous for destroying the Bank of the United 
States, Jackson’s first effort was to remove Native Americans from lands that were theirs by treaty.  He 
brought the spoils system to the Federal government.  Whereas Adams made appointments based on 
merit and dismissed only twelve of Monroe’s appointees, Jackson dismissed more Federal workers than 
all of the Presidents before him combined, used appointments to reward his supporters, and stated that 
consideration of merit was just an excuse for elites to appoint elites.  Corruption was rampant. 

 
We have already seen that the Federalist Party ceased to be a national party.  The Democratic- 
Republicans became the sole national party, but split into the National Democratic-Republicans (soon to 
become the Whig party as described later in this chapter) and the Jacksonian Democrats (although both 
sides continued themselves to use many names).  They were not the only two parties.  The Anti-Masons 
were the first third party to nominate a Presidential candidate.  Their origin relates to a scandalous 
tragedy in which an ex-Mason attempted to publish the secret rituals of Masons and suffered violence 
that culminated in his murder.  Attempts to investigate were thwarted by Masons within the legal 
system.  Justifiably outraged, Anti-Mason movement members hoped to eliminate secret societies, seen 
as part of the self-perpetuating and self-serving elite power structure, at odds with the interests of the 
common, hard-working, law-abiding citizen.  The Anti-Masons held the first national convention to 
choose the Presidential candidate – in a big tent resembling a revival meeting – and the practice was 
rapidly taken up by the other parties.  Pennsylvania was a bastion for the Anti-Masons, although they 
were unable to carry the state in 1832.  Frankford Township gave 55 votes to Jackson and 10 votes to 
Anti-Mason candidate William Wirt (who ironically was himself a Mason).  National Democratic-
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Republican Henry Clay and Nullifier John Floyd received none of our votes, and in fact were not even 
candidates in Pennsylvania.  In their 11th Congressional District vote in 1830 (to choose two 
Congressmen for the district), Frankforders gave 26 and 27 votes to two Jacksonian incumbents and 11 
and 10 votes to Anti-Mason challengers; the incumbents won in the overall district too.  Redistricting for 
the 1832 election brought Lower Frankford into the 13th district (Cumberland, Perry, Juniata Counties, 
now electing just one Representative).  Jacksonian Jesse Miller defeated anti-Mason Thomas Whiteside 
in 1832, including 70-20 in Frankford.  Miller beat Whiteside again in 1834, but this time Frankford voted 
46-47 favoring the Anti-Mason.  I do not have an explanation for this aberration.  In 1834, local 
newspapers listed three tickets for State and County offices:  the Anti-VanBuren Democratic Ticket (or 
the People’s Ticket), the Democratic National Convention Ticket (or the VanBuren Ticket – Van Buren 
was the Vice-President and presumed 1836 Presidential candidate), and the Anti-Mason Ticket.  
Jacksonians lost all of the Cumberland County offices in 1834.  In 1833, Jackson moved to defund the 
Bank of the United States (a fascinating story, too complicated to describe here).  This was felt by many 
to be illegal and unconstitutional; and many Democrats left the party.  “Encouraged by such recruits, in 
the spring of 1834 Jackson’s opponents adopted the name Whig, traditional term for critics of executive 
usurpations[,] likening [themselves] to those who had resisted George III ….”  Perhaps it was this new 
component of Democrats specifically unhappy with Jackson’s anti-democratic, monarchical posturing 
that tipped our Township and County in 1834; a loose anti-Jacksonian coalition was forming, comprising 
National Democratic-Republicans, Anti-Masons, Anti-Jacksonians, and old Federalists.  That coalition 
would eventually become the Whig Party (and later the Republican Party), and the Herald would be its 
mouthpiece.  The Volunteer would become fully Jacksonian, no longer supporting the Nationalist faction 
of the Democratic-Republicans (who had joined the Whigs). 
 
The Whigs were not yet adequately organized in 1836 to choose a national candidate for President; 
instead, each state chose its own candidate.  The Anti-Masons also chose not to have a national 
candidate.  In Pennsylvania, war hero William Henry Harrison was chosen by both the Whig and Anti-
Mason parties as their candidate.  I was unable to find the local vote, but Jacksonian Democrat (and Vice 
President) Martin Van Buren narrowly won Pennsylvania (51% of the vote), which was key to winning 
the Presidency in the national vote (51% of the vote and 58% of the Electoral College).  In the 13th 
Congressional District, the Democratic (presumably Jacksonian) candidate won, including 35-28 in Lower 
Frankford; and Democrats also won all County offices in 1836.  1838 saw victories for Whig candidates in 
Pennsylvania, but not in Cumberland County and Lower Frankford, where Democrats were again 
uniformly elected. 
 
The reason why the Whigs did better in 1838 (although not in Lower Frankford) was the panic of 1837.  
In 1836, as part of his war against banks and paper money (which he saw as designed to feed the elite), 
Jackson ordered Federal land offices to require payment in specie (gold or silver, not paper).  This fed 
American distrust in paper money, led to bank runs as people demanded to withdraw specie, and 
caused land prices to fall resulting in defaults and bankruptcies.  Financial problems in Britain caused 
British Banks to call in loans to Americans, touching off the panic, which the weakened American 
banking system could not handle.  This was exacerbated by the panic of 1839, related to a cotton glut 
similar to that of 1819.  The resulting depression was second only to the Great Depression of 1929 in 
severity and duration.  Pennsylvania defaulted on its loans.   
 
There was no presidential election in 1838; but it was a year of some political excitement in 
Pennsylvania.  Anti-Mason Joseph Ritner was up for re-election, and control of the Pennsylvania House 
was up for grabs.  In north Philadelphia, election fraud apparently gave the seat to a Whig instead of to 
the deserving Democrat; election judges reversed the result in favor of the Democrat.  The seven Whig 
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judges on the Election Board, however, wrote certificates in favor of the Whigs, which were presented 
to the State Senate.  A crowd stormed the Pennsylvania Senate, and key Whigs (including Thaddeus 
Stevens) avoided harm only by slipping out a back window.  Ritner’s request for Federal troops to put 
down the insurrection was denied by President Van Buren, so Ritner called up the State militia, ordering 
that each soldier be given thirteen rounds of buckshot.  That plan was thwarted when rioters took 
control of the militia’s arsenal before arms could be distributed.  The “Buckshot War”, although not 
directly involving Lower Frankford Township, says something about the political division of the time (and 
of our own time). 
 
Although Whig William Henry Harrison was of one of the First Families of Virginia, he created an image 
of himself as a log-cabin-dwelling, hard-cider-drinking, Indian-fighting man of action and man of the 
people, reminiscent of Jackson, and of his opponent, incumbent Democrat Van Buren as a corset-
wearing, French-cuisine-eating, aristocratic dandy.  He also brought campaign events, modeled on tent 
revival meetings, to the nation as a means of rallying the base (rather than converting the undecided or 
opposed).  Local newspapers were full of stories of political meetings, often including the names of 
people from Lower Frankford.  All of this sounds very modern.  The depression probably played the 
more decisive role in Harrison’s victory in 1840.  Lower Frankford (note that although Lower Frankford 
would not become a township until 1920, it was by this time its own voting district) favored the 
Democrat 68 to 52, and favored Democratic candidates for local offices in similar numbers; they would 
win all local offices other than County Sheriff.  Harrison, however, narrowly won Cumberland County 
and Pennsylvania.  Harrison died of pneumonia four weeks into his term, raising Vice-President Tyler (of 
“Tippecanoe [site of a General Harrison victory in the Indian Wars] and Tyler too” fame) to the 
Presidency.  Although Tyler was part of the anti-Jackson coalition, explaining his choice as Vice-
Presidential candidate, he was opposed to most Whig policies.  He became the only sitting President 
expelled from his own party; in return, he removed Whigs from patronage positions, replacing them 
with Democratic states-rights men.   
 
In 1844, Whigs once again chose Henry Clay.  Democrats had many inconclusive ballots between former 
President Van Buren and Lewis Cass; eventually James Knox Polk of Tennessee became the first “dark 
horse” candidate to win nomination.  Polk’s support for adding southwest territories (to be taken from 
Mexico) and northwest territories (also claimed by Britain) was probably key to Polk’s victory, although 
also key were the votes that Clay did not receive because they were given to abolitionist Liberty Party 
candidate James G. Birney.  Those votes would have been enough to have changed the outcome of the 
election by giving New York to Clay.  Pennsylvania also narrowly (50.5% to 48.6%) favored Polk, but 
Birney’s 0.9% was not decisive.  Cumberland County gave Polk a majority (50-60%; I have no more-
defined count).  I have no numbers for Lower Frankford for 1844; but in the 1846 County elections, 
almost all won by Whigs, Lower Frankford voted 3-5 to 1 for the Democratic candidates.  America would 
soon start the Mexican War, a war which Whig Abraham Lincoln described as “a war of conquest fought 
to catch votes.” 
 
Through all of these election cycles, the newspapers were full of reports of political party meetings, 
commonly electing party delegates and making resolutions concerning the issues of the day, many of 
which I included in my History but will not repeat here.  All townships were represented, including 
Frankford; and from the tax records, I could determine which were from Lower Frankford.  Lower 
Frankford Anti-Masons with party positions between 1828 and 1848 included Benjamin Alter, David 
Bloser, Abraham Bowman, and William Zeigler.  Whigs included (note that some of these were former 
Anti-Masons) David Bloser, Abraham Bowman, John Hays, Robert Laird, John McDowell, Samuel 
Marquart, John Oiler, John Watson, and John Winecoop.  Democrats included John Campbell, William 
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Campbell, William G. Gill, Henry C. Hackett, William Logan, Josiah McDowell, Peter Minick, John 
Showalter, Henry Sipe, John Snider, William Swigert, John Umberger, and Abraham Waggoner. 
 
 
26 – Reading and Education: 
 
One of the themes of American history is the increasing power of the common man (although many 
would have considered wage labor as a step in the wrong direction) and the spread of the privileges of 
citizenship to more and more of the population.  To be an informed voter or an active participant in the 
economy required education; rather than limiting voting to the educated, it made sense to bring 
education to the people.  Publicly funded education was one of the internal improvements advocated 
first by workers’ parties (which were not national), then taken up by Nationalist Democratic-Republicans 
and Whigs in the early 19th century.  Pennsylvania’s earliest (1683) laws had demanded that counties 
assure that children “be instructed in reading and writing, so that they may be able to read the 
Scriptures and to write by the time that they attain to twelve years of age”; and Pennsylvania’s 1790 
constitution had called for “the establishment of schools throughout the state”; but laws and actions are 
two different things.  Parents provided much basic education, often aided by books such as Noah 
Webster’s (of later – 1828 - dictionary fame) American Spelling Book (1782).  Churches often provided 
instruction – not just the religious instruction that we now associate with the words “Sunday School” 
but basic reading, writing, and arithmetic (undoubtedly making much use of Biblical stories).  For 
example, somewhere between 1787 and 1810, the congregation of the Salem Stone Church in Lower 
Frankford Township built both a building for worship and a building for schooling.  In 1812, an 
advertisement in the Herald by Frankford Township citizens Joseph Showalter and Peter Fishburn 
sought applicants “to teach Reading, Writing and Cyphering” although no hint was given as to who 
would be paying the teacher and where he (and most early teachers were men) would teach.  More 
fruitful legislation was passed in 1834 as the School Law, providing one dollar of State funding per 
township resident for each 60 cents of township tax per resident for funding of township public schools.   
When the School Law was submitted to the citizens of Cumberland County for vote, only three 
townships voted against it, one of which was Frankford.  However, a notice concerning appointments of 
township school inspectors two months later makes it clear that, somehow, Frankford Township 
accepted the School Law.  The Herald in 1836 reported the findings of an inspection of the County 
country schools by Dickinson students.  About half of eligible children attended school, often only during 
winter months, in one-room schools averaging 30 students, described as “badly ventilated, and lighted, - 
uncomfortable, and generally in the worst locations that could be selected”, with no common textbooks, 
instructed almost solely in the three Rs, by teachers paid less than to people in the poorhouse.  They felt 
that the major impediments to public schooling in the country were parents who valued their children’s 
contribution to the farm over their education, German parents who resisted English-language education, 
and “the baneful influence of party” which I interpret (without evidence) as Jacksonian Democrats’ 
opposition to public spending, to government in general, and perhaps to education itself as a 
characteristic of the hated “elites”. 
 
The 1872 (admittedly, slightly after the time-period of this Concise History, but I have no earlier source 
specifying school districts) F.W. Beers’ map of Frankford Township showed nine school districts in 
Frankford Township, including four predominantly in Lower Frankford (You can see it in Chapter 31).  In 
the southeast corner of Lower Frankford was the Mount Zion School (also known at the time as a less 
kind version of “Negro Hill School”; 259 Campground Road), built in 1830.  It last saw students in 1955; 
and it is still standing today as a private residence.  In the northeast corner was the Stone Church School 
(1814 McClure’s Gap Road) mentioned in the previous paragraph.  In 1820, when the old log church was 
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replaced by the still-in-use-today stone church, school moved from the old log schoolhouse to the log 
former church.  An 1862 brick school burned down in 1870 and was replaced by another brick school, 
which today sits next to the stone church.  Its career as a school ended in 1947; and now it is used by the 
church.  In the south was the Fairview School, more commonly called the Possum Hill School (703 
Opossum Lake Road).  It was present by 1858, but its date of construction is unknown.  It closed as a 
school in 1955, but is still standing, showing more of its original character than the other schools since it 
was never converted into a residence.  In the southwest corner was the Logan School, also known as the 
Stone Schoolhouse, built at an unknown date before 1858 at the corner of Pinedale and Wildwood 
Roads.  It is no longer standing, having been replaced, by 1910, by two new nearby brick buildings, 
Waterloo and Locust Point schools.  Waterloo School (35 Waterloo Road) closed before 1940; it was 
converted into a private residence.  Locust Point School (3521 Enola Road) was in use until 1954; it 
survives as a private residence.   
 
Americans were more literate than their cousins back in Europe.  According to Larkin, in 1800, “The 
substantial majority of white American men – perhaps as many as three- quarters – had acquired 
enough schooling, sometimes with instruction at home, to be able to read.  A slightly smaller number 
could write, the result of traditional practices that taught reading and writing as separate skills.  
American women lagged behind men in literacy; girls were more often kept from schools.  Most 
Americans did not read very much; their cramped houses, scantily illuminated by a candle or two, made 
reading at night difficult.  Books were relatively expensive, and usually bought to fill only pressing needs.  
Bibles, hymn books, primers, spelling books, arithmetics, and almanacs – books which guided worship, 
elementary instruction, and the planting of crops – made almost all of what country store-keepers 
stocked on their shelves and inventory takers recorded of household libraries.”  A half-century later, 
literacy would be almost universal; the 1850 and 1860 U.S. Censuses specifically asked about literacy 
and found it to be widespread with only a handful of people in Lower Frankford Township being 
illiterate.  Perhaps half of households in 1800 owned no books, not even a Bible.  Certainly, the Bible 
would have been the book most commonly owned, and I suspect read often.  Almanacs were probably 
the second most common, printed specific to locations with practical advice and information such as 
planting schedules, court schedules, distances to and mail rates to various towns, and value of various 
coins; weather forecasts that were not always wrong; astronomy and astrology; documents such as the 
new Constitution; and entertainment in the form of poems and prose.  Next most common were 
educational books, especially Webster’s American Spelling Book.  Benjamin Franklin’s Autobiography 
was also quite popular.  Books were available in Carlisle; even the earliest (1780s) editions of the Carlisle 
Gazette had advertisements for books.  The newspapers themselves were sources of reading material.  
They were, of course, sources of news.  I was surprised by how much of this news was international or at 
least national.  Perhaps a quarter to half of each newspaper (typically a large sheet of paper folded in 
two, creating four pages, published weekly) contained paid advertisements and notices.  The 
newspapers became increasingly political to the point of each being a mouthpiece for a particular party.  
Most surprising to me was that about a quarter of each newspaper was dedicated to poetry and prose - 
fictional, descriptive, or philosophical.  They are some challenge to read, with their flowery prose, 
irregular spellings, and bizarre use of punctuation. 
 
 
27 – Slavery and Antebellum America: 
 
Despite “all men are created equal”, America enshrined slavery as legal in the Constitution.  Slavery was 
controversial then; and American politics would increasingly focus on slavery through the 19th century, 
culminating in the Civil War.  There were never any cotton plantations in Lower Frankford Township, nor 
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were there ever large numbers of slaves; but there definitely were slaves and later free blacks here.  
Documentation of slavery in Lower Frankford Township is more difficult than one might expect.  Slaves 
were taxable property and therefore should have been listed in the tax books; but when U.S. Census 
records are compared to tax records, there are often differences, with the tax record tending to under-
report slaves.  There are no surviving tax records from prior to the establishment of Cumberland County 
in 1750; and the tax records of 1751-1764 did not mention slaves.  Enslavers were required to register 
all enslaved people in 1780 – a rare moment when a slave is given a name in the official records.  Until 
1795, we were still part - perhaps 16% by population - of a West Pennsborough Township that included 
for most of those years the present townships of Lower Frankford, Upper Frankford, West Pennsboro, 
Dickinson, Penn, and Cooke; and it is hard to identify those in Lower Frankford from the larger 
population.  Of the 80 slave-owners in the greater West Pennsborough whom I identified, I could link 7 
to Lower Frankford; but based on the above 16% figure and the fact that I could not link 43 of the 80 to 
any specific township, I estimate that there were probably about 13 Lower Frankford enslavers in the 
1765-1799 time-period.  William Geddis owned one slave almost every year from 1765 to 1799; in 1780 
that slave was recorded as being 45-year-old Ham.  Conrod Jumper (a miller) owned one slave in 1778, 
but in no other year.  James Love owned two slaves 1765-1767, then one slave 1768-1769, but none 
subsequently.  John McDowell/McDonald owned a slave 1790-1793.  Alexander Parker owned one slave 
in most years 1778-1790, but none in the registration year of 1780.  James Sharp owned two slaves in 
1790, but his name is not in the records any other year.  Samuel Wilson owned one slave in 1790 (and I 
believe that the slave-owning Samuel Wilson was not one of several with that name in Lower Frankford 
but rather the minister in what is now West Pennsboro).  If we trust the records, Lower Frankford was 
marked by having few slaves in number, each for usually only a few years; but those records are not very 
trustworthy. 
 
Pennsylvanians can and did take some pride in acting against slavery; and it can reasonably be said that 
any abolition was possible only through compromise because Pennsylvania was certainly divided over 
the subject.  Cumberland County representatives voted 5-0 (with two abstentions) in favor of the 1780 
gradual emancipation law.  In the next election, 4 of those 5 were voted out, each replaced by a slave 
owner.  That the compromise led to a historical change was of little solace to those who remained  
enslaved. Some of the details of An Act for the Gradual Abolition of Slavery might surprise you.  Those 
born before 1780 were still enslaved for life; they were not freed.  In addition to perpetuating lifetime 
slavery for those born before March 1, 1780, the act created two new forms of slavery.  Statutory term 
slaves (”servants until the age of 28”) were the children born after 1780 of enslaved women; they were 
slaves until their 28th birthday.  Hereditary term slaves were the children of statutory term slave women 
born before the mother turned 28.  Thus, a statutory term slave could finally be free when she turned 
28, only to find that, on her day of freedom, both her mother and her child were still slaves.  Hereditary 
term slavery was declared illegal by the Pennsylvania Supreme Court in 1826 (after being legal for 46 
years!); but since Pennsylvania did not enforce the law unless the slave initiated court action, hereditary 
term slavery did not disappear in 1826.  Two provisions of the 1780 Act that are helpful to historians 
were that any slave not registered in 1780 would be legally free (providing a strong incentive for 
registration), and that all children born into term slavery also had to be registered at the time of their 
birth.  Although roughly half of the entries of newborns occurred after the formation of Frankford 
Township in 1795, none of the entries after 1795 in the County Register list Frankford as the home of 
the enslaver.  Slavery was disappearing from Lower Frankford. 
 
There were also free blacks in Lower Frankford Township.  Initially, all documented free blacks lived in 
white households, raising questions about how free they really were.  Some might have had an enslaved  
parent, spouse, or child in the same household to cause them to live there.  Later, independent free 
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black households appeared in the records.  Since free blacks living in white households were not 
property, they would not have been recorded in the tax records; but they were listed in the U.S. 
Censuses.  In the 1790 Census, I found 19 white households in West Pennsborough (this was before 
Frankford Township was formed; but at least 4 of the 19 were in Lower Frankford) which included free 
blacks as living there (giving numbers, but no name/age/sex); there was also an enslaved person in 12 of 
those 19 households.  In Lower Frankford, Samuel Bear housed one free black in 1790, as well as a slave.  
Conrod Jumper housed three free blacks in 1800.  John Logan housed two in 1800; Jane Logan – two in 
1830; William Logan – two in 1820 and one in 1840; I wonder if these were all the same free blacks.  
John McDonald and Alexander Parker each housed two free blacks in 1800, along with their slaves.  
George Snider housed one free black in 1800.  Other than “Black Tom” who headed a West 
Pennsborough (pre-Frankford) family of two in 1790, there was no record of black heads of household in 
Frankford Township until 1820.  I found record of 21 independent black families in Frankford between 
1820 and 1853; none were found after 1853.  Presumably, the Fugitive Slave Law and proximity to the 
Mason-Dixon line caused blacks to move to a safer place.  Location within Frankford is impossible to 
determine before 1841, when tax records first separated the Lower and Upper Frankfords.  Of the nine 
(of 21) listings that included an entry on or after 1841, all were in Lower Frankford.  Records suggest that 
those who could be further localized lived in the Mt. Zion/Campground Roads area.  That and other data 
(such as the informal name of Mt. Zion school and the revival meeting mentioned in Chapter 21) suggest 
that there was a black community in the area.  Four of the nine black heads of household in Lower 
Frankford were members of the Sanders/Saunders/ Sanderson family, including Benjamin, Sarah, 
Thomas, and William (plus the many family members in each household).  Others were James 
Alexander, Samuel Drawery, Daniel Hawl, John Mordick (a cooper), and John Perry.  Due to space 
limitations here, go to my History for further details. 
 
Cumberland County’s proximity to the South made it a location to which slaves escaped, either 
independently or with the aid of the underground railroad.  Southern slave-catchers came here to 
retrieve slaves.  Thus, we were one of the areas where the battle over the Fugitive Slave Law (1793) was 
carried out, sometimes physically.  Pennsylvania passed laws resisting the Fugitive Slave Law, some of 
which were reversed by the U.S. Supreme Court.  In 1847, the “McClintock Riot” took place in Carlisle 
when blacks rioted after the Cumberland County Court of Common Pleas granted a slave-catcher 
custody of alleged fugitive slaves.  Dickinson professor John McClintock pointed out to the Court that a 
Pennsylvania law passed three months earlier forbade Pennsylvania officials from assisting the Fugitive 
Slave Act.  Those rioters found guilty were later acquitted by the State Supreme Court.  One of those 
rioters was George Fisher, who in the 1840 U.S. Census seven years previously was a 10-23 year-old 
head of a five-person household in Frankford Township (unfortunately, this was before the 1841 tax 
book in which taxpayers were first identified as living in Lower vs Upper Frankford). 
 
Slavery, of course, was of greatest consequence to those who were enslaved - the blacks whom I have 
discussed so far in this chapter.  It also increasingly became the center of American politics and the 
cause of its great division.  The 1848 Democratic candidate for President was Lewis Cass, the father of 
“popular sovereignty” (later taken up by Illinois’ Stephen Douglas, who famously debated the subject 
with Abraham Lincoln), which would reverse the Missouri Compromise of 1820 that limited future slave 
states to the latitude of Missouri’s southern border, and would instead allow future territories and 
states to decide for themselves whether or not to allow slavery.  Whig candidate Zachary Taylor was a 
slave-owner, but agreed to the Whig platform supporting the old Missouri Compromise.  Ex-President 
Martin Van Buren (surprisingly to me) led the Free Soil Party, advocating “Free soil, free speech, free 
labor, and free men.”  Lower Frankford gave them 75, 42, and 0 votes, respectively, although Taylor won 
the County, the State, and the presidency.  Taylor, however, died in 1850 of food poisoning; and slavery-
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supporter Vice-President Millard Fillmore became President; Whigs apparently had not learned the 
lesson from John Tyler that Vice-Presidential candidates should support the party platform. 
 
In 1852, Democrats tried through 48 ballots to nominate Pennsylvanian James Buchanan, but could not 
reach the necessary super-majority.  Instead, they nominated dark horse Franklin Pierce.  Lower 
Frankford gave 66 votes to Democrat Pierce, 35 to Whig Winfield Scott, and none to Free-Soil Party’s 
John P. Hale nor to Know-Nothing Jacob Broom.  The Know-Nothing Party was, from a modern 
perspective, an odd and somewhat embarrassing story.  They are remembered for their strident anti-
Catholicism, general anti-immigration position, and their name, which relates to what they replied to 
questions – “I know nothing” – when they were a secret society.  They were a reaction to the wave of 
Catholic immigrants from Ireland and Germany.  Although they found little local support in the 1852 
Presidential election, they were a force in Cumberland County, peaking in 1854-1856.  This is hard to 
understand, since data from the U.S. Census show that there were almost no Lower Frankforders who 
were not born in Pennsylvania.  They were accused by Democrats of somehow replacing ballots printed 
by Democrats (there was still no official ballot printed by the government; voters brought their own 
pieces of paper, usually pre-printed by their party) with those of Know-Nothings in Frankford Township. 
 
Several events, however, made northern Americans less concerned about whether Catholics would be 
more loyal to the Pope than to America and more worried about the threat to America from southern 
slaveholders.  They were:  Bleeding Kansas (1854-1861; a violent civil war within that territory reflecting 
southern rejection of previous compromises in favor of no Federal control over slavery), The U.S. 
Supreme Court’s Dred Scot Decision (1857; in which Chief Justice Taney declared that no black person, 
free or slave, was Constitutionally a citizen; that blacks were “beings of an inferior order” who had “no 
rights that the white man was bound to respect” under the Constitution, which was meant for only 
whites; that the Missouri Compromise itself was unconstitutional because Congress never had the right 
to prohibit slavery in a territory), and Uncle Tom’s Cabin (1852; a wildly popular novel which portrayed 
slaves as human beings having the same emotions and family values of white people).  Locally, Know-
Nothings and Whigs united in 1856 to form the Union Party; they united in 1858 on the State level to 
form the People’s Party.  In 1856, on the national level, what would become the Republican Party held a 
convention without using the name “Republican”, instead inviting those “who are opposed to the repeal 
of the Missouri Compromise”, who nominated Californian John C. Fremont to battle against Democrat 
James Buchanan.  Millard Fillmore (who, ironically, was not a member nor supporter of the party) was 
chosen as the Know-Nothing candidate.  There was also an anti-slavery North American Party which 
nominated Nathanial Banks (who was actually a Know-Nothing, and) who accepted then withdrew his 
nomination in favor of Fremont.  In Pennsylvania, Republicans and Know-Nothings agreed to split the 
Electoral College vote between them according to their shares of the popular vote; but even combined 
they were closely outvoted by the Democrats (50%), with the Republicans receiving 32% of the popular 
vote and the Know-Nothings 18%, so Buchanan received all of Pennsylvania’s electors.  Cumberland 
County voted 52% for Buchanan, with Fremont and Fillmore each receiving 24%.  I have no numbers 
specific to Lower Frankford. 
 
In Carlisle, the Herald, which had been a Whig newspaper, supported the “People’s Party”, which 
advocated for a middle path between radical Republicans and Democrats, prioritizing union, willing to 
accept popular sovereignty, and supporting Simon Cameron for President in 1860.  But once the 
Republicans had chosen Lincoln, the Herald supported him (and would continue as the voice of the 
Republican Party).  Lincoln’s views on slavery were not stressed in the newspapers here; instead, his 
honest character and humble log-cabin origins were highlighted.  Democrats did not locally advocate 
slavery; they portrayed themselves as the moderates sitting between radical secessionists and radical 
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abolitionists and as the one path to union, while pointing out that ending slavery would mean that one’s 
daughter would marry a black man. 
 
 
28 – The 1858 Map, the 1859 County Tax Book, and the 1860 Census: 

The map above was produced by Henry F. Bridgens in 1858.  I added the border with Upper Frankford, 
deleted Upper Frankford, and painted the roads blue.  It is the oldest known map showing any details of 
Lower Frankford.  If you are like me, you will look for your home location to see what the neighborhood 
looked like almost 170 years ago; and that is easy to do that because most of the roads are in locations 
familiar to us today.  One difference is that Enola Road was not the east-west through-road that it is 
now; some stretches were missing or different in 1858.  Instead, what is now the central portion of 
Enola Road was part of a road to McClure’s Gap, which unlike today went all the way over the gap (and 
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one could drive over it into the 1930s).  There was no Burgners Road bridge in 1858 (although it would 
be built by 1872, the year of another detailed map); instead, at about the present corner of Mt. Zion and 
Burgners Roads, Burgners Road heading east curved to the right towards the Conodoguinet then 
followed it past the present bridge site to a ford further downstream (the approach to that ford can be 
readily seen on the West Pennsboro side).  Some roads were absent, such as the portion of Easy Road 
where the Township Building now sits, the segment of Old Mill Road between Wildwood and Enola 
Roads, Waterloo Road, Long Lane, and Stone Church Road east of Milwick Road.  Some roads were 
abandoned, most notably (but not on this Lower Frankford portion of the map) the road over McClure’s 
Gap.  Before the construction of the Graham’s Mill Road bridge (which is just beyond our border with 
Upper Frankford) in 1855, one took a ford farther downstream which connected Graham’s Wood Road 
to Old Mill Road.  A covered wooden bridge was built just downstream from the present Old Mill Road 
bridge; the approaches and midstream stone support for this bridge are still present at the site.  An 
overweight truck went through the floor of the bridge in 1961, destroying it, and it was replaced by the 
present Old Mill Road bridge.  The iron bridge now connecting Willow Grove to Creek Road was built in 
1894; previously there was a ford there. 
 
Combining the data from the 1858 map, the 1859 County Tax Book, and the 1860 U.S. Census, I 
identified 264 households or land owners in Lower Frankford.  The average household included slightly 
more than 6 people (a minimal change from 1800 when there were 7 people per household, although 
the number of households had almost tripled in 60 years).  There were 102 for whom acreage was 
specified; the average land-owner had 76 acres, and the median was 60 acres, with a range of 1 to 358. 
This is quite a change from 1798 (see Chapter 19) when the average land-owner had 614 acres. There 
were 110 houses noted (greater than the number of land-owners because a few properties had more 
than one house).  78 were described as “log”, 2 as “log bank”, and 1 as “bank”.  Combining these tells us 
that 74% of the houses were constructed from logs.  13 were “frame” and 1 was “timber”; combining 
these, 13% of the houses were constructed from cut wood, the product undoubtedly of local saw mills.  
Ten (9%) were “stone”.  3 were “brick” and 2 were “log and brick”; combining these, 5% of houses were 
made (entirely or partially) of brick.  Although this represents a significant change from 1798 when one 
house was described as stone and the remainder were all log houses, the fact that ¾ of houses in 1859 
were made of logs is less change than I expected.  These numbers are for all occupied houses, even 
those built decades previously; I suspect (but have no evidence) that newly constructed houses in 1859 
were rarely log, but instead used cut lumber or even masonry.  You might be disappointed (or relieved) 
that we have no record of the number of windows or window panes {“lights”) in these houses, unlike in 
1798, nor of the square feet. 
  
Farmers of German heritage were known for their bank barns.  19 of the 83 barns in Lower Frankford 
were described as “bank” and one as “log bank”, combined making up 24% of the barns.  I did not see 
the term “frame bank”; I believe that all of the bank barns, except the one specified as being log, were 
frame.  There were 11 barns described as “frame” with never mention of “bank”.  Combining these, 30 
(36%) of the barns were frame.  51 (61%) were log; and one was stone.  Other buildings included 23 log 
stables, 1 frame stable, 2 tan yards/houses, and one each of a frame shop, a frame factory, a frame 
sawmill, “mills”, and a stone smith-shop.  Of the 110 properties, 76 were described as “slate”, 22 as 
“gravel”, 3 “slate and gravel”, 2 “limestone and slate”, 3 “woodland”, 2 “meadow”, and 2 “farmland” 
(which is not a descriptor of the soil, but was instead used for land which was farmed but had no 
building).  No one who lives in Lower Frankford today would be surprised by the predominance of slate 
and gravel. 
 
Between the 1859 Tax Book and the 1860 Census, we have occupations for most of the heads of 
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household as well as some others.  In the Tax Book, 24 (9%) of the 264 entries were marked “NR” for 
non-resident – a person who lived in another township (where his occupational tax would be paid and 
occupation listed) but owned land in Lower Frankford that was taxed.  Such a person would not appear 
in the Lower Frankford portion of the Census because the Census was always based on where a person 
resided on a particular day of the census year.  No occupation was listed for an additional 20 (8%); these 
were usually people who appeared in the records only one year.  10 (4%) were described as “invalid” or 
“gentleman”; the two terms were most commonly used for an elderly person, presumably no longer 
doing physical work, although there was considerable variability from year to year in the use of these 
terms in the tax and census listings.  Dismissing the above non-occupation categories leaves 210 people 
with occupations.  98 (47%) were farmers and 55 (26%) were laborers – a total of 73%.  Additionally, 
those with occupations were usually also farmers; and farmers commonly did skilled work.  How many 
skilled jobs did one have to take before it became a taxable occupation?  I do not know.  But 57 (27%) 
workers listed occupations other than farmer or laborer – a significant number for an agricultural 
community.  11 – the highest number - were domestics; these were women listed in the census (not in 
the tax books, since they were not freeholders, freemen, nor tenants) as living and working in another 
person’s household.  There were 9 carpenters, 7 shoemakers, 6 millers/millwrights/mill-owners, 5 
blacksmiths, 3 coopers, 3 teachers, 2 plasterers, 2 masons, 2 tailors, and one each of painter, basket-
maker, saddler, wagon-maker, weaver, veterinary surgeon, and tanner.  This is all similar to the 1842 
data that I presented in Chapter 23. 

 
The 1860 U.S. Census asked some questions that were not asked back in 1800.  For example, Column 10 
asked place of birth.  John Darr was born in Maryland.  No one in the census residing in Lower Frankford  
was born outside the country; in fact, all other Lower Frankforders were born in Pennsylvania.  Column 
13 asked for “Persons over 20 y’rs of age who cannot read & write.”  This was surprisingly rare, with only 
three instances in Lower Frankford - John Stum(p), Peter Thumma, and Samuel Bender – all of whom 
were 50-52 year-old farm-laborers whose wives (or in the case of widower Bender, his son) were 
literate. 
 
 
29 – The Civil War: 
 
There were no Civil War battles fought in Lower Frankford Township; in fact, I read no report of any 
shots being fired here.  But, directly or indirectly, the war affected all who lived here.  Those who went 
to battle in the Army were obviously those most affected.  Each soldier had a family, too.  The war came 
to our part of the country and even to Lower Frankford itself.  Imagine the stress of living here when 
Confederate troops were marching and riding through the valley, commandeering what provisions they 
could find from the farms.  Economic and social life was changed, especially for those farms which lost 
their farmers to the Army.  Enlistment and the draft must have been on the minds of young men, as well 
as their families.   
 
Combining data from the 1858-1860 documents discussed in the previous chapter, the County’s 
Federally-mandated 1862 Civil War Registration book of potential soldiers, and draft lists published in 
the newspapers in 1863 and 1864, I was able to construct a list of draft-eligible men from Frankford 
Township (I was unable to reliably separate those from Lower and Upper Frankford, so my analysis 
includes both).  Data about each man appear in my History, but is too detailed for this Concise History.  
There were 442 men from Frankford Township who were of draft-eligible age (20-45) during the Civil 
War (out of a total population, based on the 1860 U.S. Census, of 1,403 people – including women and 
children – in 262 families, almost equally divided between Lower and Upper Frankford).  I then searched 
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for them in the muster rolls of Pennsylvania companies of soldiers.  It appears that 160 of the 442 – 
more than 36% of those of draft age - served in the Army.  Of those who did not serve, at least 65 (23% 
of 282) had exemptions – 31 had medical excuses, 19 either arranged or paid the government for a 
substitute, 11 were conscientious objectors, and 9 had protected occupations (the total exceeds 65 
because several had different exemptions in different years); but the remainder apparently neither 
enlisted nor were drafted despite having no exemption.  Of the 160 Frankford soldiers, 5 (3%) were 
killed in action and 6 others (4%) died of other causes (including two as prisoners of war – one at 
Andersonville and one at Richmond).  15 (9%) were wounded.  4 (2%) were captured (including the 
above two who died).  17 (11%) were discharged early “on a surgeon’s certificate”; none of those were 
among the wounded, so I suspect that the surgeon was acting as the regiment’s medical officer and was 
sending home someone who had an injury or illness that was not directly related to battle.  6 soldiers 
(4%) were absent at the time of their company’s mustering out due to wounds or illness, often being in a 
hospital.  All of this reminds us that soldiers faced not only the threat of death or wounds directly due to 
the enemy, but also the threat of medical illnesses, the result of bringing huge numbers of young men 
together (along with their infections) in cramped quarters before immunizations (except for against 
smallpox) and antibiotics existed.  Eight Frankford soldiers (5%) deserted.  Nine (6%) had been drafted.  
24 (15%) re-enlisted.  Eight (5%) entered the Veteran Reserve Corps (not included as a re-enlistment), a 
designation for wounded or otherwise limited soldiers who still wanted to serve but were unable to 
perform full soldiers’ duties.  In summary, men from Frankford Township served in large numbers and 
they paid the price.  In addition to the 7% of soldiers who did not survive their enlistment, 24% returned 
with wounds and illnesses, not to mention the uncounted numbers who suffered the psychological 
effects of war. 
 
The 160 men from Frankford Township enlisted into 56 Companies in 36 Regiments.  Most of the 
companies had a small number of Frankforders, but the majority of the men were concentrated in just a 
few regiments, and in just a few companies within those regiments; 15 Companies contained 103 – two 
thirds – of the 160 men.  It appears that men enlisted together, continuing friendships (and perhaps 
family ties) through war.  In my History, I wrote a bit about each of those popular companies, including 
their combat histories, to give a taste of typical wartime service; and I pointed out the names of those 
from Lower Frankford (and less often from Upper).  Certainly, there would have been experiences 
common to all soldiers; but I was impressed by how different companies had very different histories.  
Unfortunately, such detail would have overwhelmed this Concise History so is not included here. 
 
Several times, Confederate troops came north.  The invasion that culminated in the 1862 battle of 
Antietam (Sharpsburg) brought panic to our area because we appeared to be unprotected by the Union 
troops lagging behind Lee’s invasion.  There were massive enlistments of men into the Pennsylvania 
Militia (including one of my ancestors) to fight the invaders, but those green troops did not make it to 
the battle in time.  A few weeks later, J.E.B. Stuart’s Confederate cavalry rode around the entire Union 
Army of the Potomac, raiding as far north as Chambersburg, but not too my knowledge reaching Lower 
Frankford.  In 1864, to draw Union troops away from Richmond/Petersburg, Lee sent troops north led by 
Jubal Early who burned the town of Chambersburg.  Again, I am not aware that any Confederate soldiers 
made it as far as Cumberland County.  But, as most locals know, Confederates decidedly did come here 
in 1863 as part of the Gettysburg campaign.  In that campaign, Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia followed 
the Shenandoah and Cumberland Valleys north to Chambersburg.  Later, the bulk of the army would 
march east from Chambersburg directly to Gettysburg; but a significant force initially continued up the 
Cumberland Valley towards Harrisburg.  General Richard S. Ewell’s Second Corps travelled on both the 
Walnut Bottom Road and the Ritner Pike.  Cavalry came through Newville, picking up 350 head of cattle 
from nearby farms.  They converged on Carlisle, camping mainly at the Carlisle Barracks.  According to 
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the account published in the Volunteer, “Every barn was visited, and poultry and indeed everything 
which could provide a mouthful of food was taken. The foraging parties were in reality marauders, and 
destroyed what they could not make use of.  We hear of one case where the person of a Miss Wolf, of 
Frankford, was outraged by one of the scoundrels.”  I suspect (although there are other possibilities) 
that “Miss Wolf” was Catherine Wolf, a 22-year-old domestic living the home of Lavan and Nancy Wolf, 
near to St. Peter’s Lutheran Church on Brick Church Road in Upper Frankford.  I hope and assume that 
the outrage was entirely verbal and not physical.  After Ewell’s men and associated cavalry had all left, 
having been called to Gettysburg, J.E.B. Stuart’s cavalry arrived, famously bombarding Carlisle, but also 
taking time to forage.  Samuel Hepburn, who owned what would later be called Burgners Mill, 
successfully later filed a claim for reparations for the large amount of cut wood taken by Confederates 
from his mill. 
 
Although the Civil War pitted the North against the South, with the citizens of each side generally 
supporting the war effort, there were strong political divisions within each side.  As the 1861 
Cumberland County local elections approached, Republicans attempted to taint the Democrats with the 
treason of the South; Democrats claimed loyalty to the Union, but criticized the Republicans for 
abolitionism and the conduct of the war.  Republicans nominated John Bowman of Lower Frankford for 
County Treasurer.  He lost 60-36 in his home Lower Frankford voting district, and 3397-3145 in the 
County.  All of the races – all local – were won by the Democrats, both in Lower Frankford and in the 
County.  The 1862 and 1864 elections similarly saw Lower Frankford voting Democratic by wide margins, 
including giving Democrat George McClellan 73 votes to 28 for Union/Republican Lincoln. 
 
 
30 – The Establishment of Lower Frankford Township: 
 
It seems appropriate that a history of the Township should include its official birth, even though that did 
not happen until long after the 1865 end of my History.  Interestingly, Lower Frankford had some 
identity as such long before its status became official in 1920, although I have been unsuccessful in 
finding when that identity was first achieved and in finding any indication of the strength of that 
identity.  On the negative side, among the many newspaper articles that I have read in which a location 
was given for a property for sale, a wandering animal, a death, a marriage, etc., I almost universally read 
“Frankford Township” and not “Lower Frankford Township.”  The sole exception was the Democratic 
Club of Lower Frankford township, which met at the Stone Church School House in 1863.  Nonetheless, 
there were several suggestions of separate Lower and Upper Frankford identities long before 1920. 
 
In 1839, Pennsylvania passed an act requiring county sheriffs to make public notice of general elections, 
including newspaper ads stating the location of polling places.  This is the first evidence that the Lower 
Frankford voting sub-district voted in Carlisle and the Upper Frankford voting sub-district voted in 
Newville.  It is unclear how long this had been going on.  In 1834, the Volunteer published election 
details for both the Carlisle voting district and the Newville voting district; each contained a subdistrict 
labeled “Frankford”.  Starting in 1820, the Volunteer had reported on the vote of the sub-districts – 
including Frankford - within the Carlisle district; but it was not until 1834 that details about the Newville 
district first appeared.  It may be that Upper Frankford also voted in Carlisle prior to 1834 or that they 
voted in Newville; I could find no evidence either way. 
 
Starting in 1842, the Frankford Township portion of the County Tax Book contained two separate 
sections, one for Upper and one for Lower.  The previous year, most taxpayers (but not all) were first 
noted as being from either Lower or Upper Frankford.  Starting in 1853, “East” and “West” Frankford are 
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used instead of “Lower” and “Upper” Frankford.  If one 
compares the names of taxpayers in the East Frankford 
and West Frankford portions of the 1859 County Tax 
Book to the names on the 1858 Bridgens Map, a border 
between East and West can be visualized, which can be 
compared to the present Lower/Upper border.  In the 
upper map on this page, Lower/East Frankford is green; 
Upper/West is red; and the present border is a black, 
dashed line.  This border between green and red, 
however, is not crystal clear.  A large number of names 
in the border area, particularly on the road going north 
to McClure’s Gap (now the northern end of Grahams 
Wood Road) appear on both lists in various years or even in the same year.  It may be that they owned 
land on both sides of the border; or it may be that the border was simply not well defined.  I am not 
aware of any official map or written description of the tax border (nor voting border) between East and 
West Frankford.  
 
In 1860, for the first time, each page of the United 
States Census noted the Post Office serving the people 
listed on that page.  Post Offices served a major social 
role.  There was no home delivery, so individuals had 
to travel to their Post Office periodically to pick up 
their mail and to share news with their neighbors.  
This undoubtedly contributed to the sense of 
community and identity. In the middle map on the 
right, I have used the names appearing on both the 
1858 Map and the 1860 U.S. Census to produce a map 
of Post Office districts, with Bloserville Post Office in red, Carlisle Post Office in green, and Plainfield Post 
Office in blue.  Again, the location of the present Lower/Upper border is approximated by a black 
dashed line.  Note that, because there was no bridge nor ford at the present location of the Burgners 
Road bridge, the area of Lower Frankford near that future bridge was served not by the now-nearby-via-
the-bridge Plainfield Post Office but by the more distant Carlisle Post Office.  Although the Post Office 
districts might have contributed socially, they appear to have had little effect on the future political 
border. 
 
In April 1868, Frankford Township petitioners wrote 
“that the said Township of Frankford from its 
location and size is so situated as to be very 
inconvenient for the transaction of the Township 
business especially in reference to the Common 
Schools, Township roads and meetings, and the 
place for holding the General and Special Elections.”  
I did not find any final decision in the Cumberland 
County archives; but it did not happen.  Frankford 
Township was not divided in 1868.  Since school 
districts were cited as a reason for division, see the 
1872 map of school districts on the bottom of this page, with my addition of an approximation of the 
location of the present Lower/Upper border.  The school district boundaries do a fairly good job of 
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predicting the future political border, with the area of greatest distance being largely unpopulated.  
Certainly, schools would have played a role in developing a sense of community, perhaps of identifying 
as belonging to either Lower Frankford or Upper Frankford.  There was a second petition in 1875 for 
division of Frankford Township, which was rejected by the County Commissioners.  Perhaps the County 
Commissioners had been influenced by a petition the previous year from the Lower Frankford voting 
district requesting that the polling place be transferred from Carlisle to Bloserville, which was granted, 
resulting in a confirmatory vote by citizens.  Did it make sense that citizens would vote to move the 
polling place to Bloserville, in Upper Frankford’s territory, then turn around and say that they did not 
want to share a government with Upper Frankforders?  Instead, in 1888, a petition from Upper 
Frankford was granted to move their own polling place from Newville to Bloserville.  Now both Lower 
and Upper Frankford citizens could vote together at the only significant town in the still-undivided 
Frankford Township. 
 
In 1875 (the earliest of four sequential years for which such documents are available), an audit of the 
Supervisors was titled “Supervisors a/c Upper and Lower Frankford Twp” and listed expenses of the two 
Supervisors separately, by his name and the description “East End” or “West End” suggesting a 
significant administrative division.  After two failures, third time the charm.  In August, 1920, citizens 
again submitted a petition, signed by 45 citizens (who, among them, owned more than a quarter of the 
Township’s real estate, as they had certified), which stated, somewhat vaguely, “That the convenience 
of the inhabitants of said Township will be promoted by a division thereof”, briefly mentioning voting, 
schools, and roads.  The 1920 petition mentioned that there were two voting districts in the Township 
(and that the proposed division should not follow that border but instead should follow school 
boundaries, with some adjustments).  The problem of distance to the polls seems to have been resolved 
and would not be changed by the division.  Submitted documents included a map showing the 
Township’s nine school districts (unchanged since the 1872 map, above); there seemed to be no school-
related reason for dividing the Township.  It is not clear to me why anyone would want to go to the 
effort of dividing the Township, especially a township so sparsely populated.  One suspects unstated 
reasons; but what they might have been is not obvious.  The County Commissioners sent the issue to a 
vote.  Frankford Township citizens on November 2, 1920 voted 143 to 107 in favor of division.  The court 
approved the vote on December 21, 1920; and the division went into effect on December 5, 1921. 
 
 
This completes my Concise History of Lower Frankford Township Up To The Civil War.  I wrote it with 
the intent of having it appear on the Lower Frankford Township website, a role which its parent, Lower 
Frankford Township, Pennsylvania – A History From Plate Tectonics To The Civil War is poorly suited 
due to being almost 13 times longer.  I think that the Concise History serves its purpose adequately, but 
the History is the far-better work.  I am giving several copies to the Township (as well as the Cumberland 
County Historical Society and Bosler Library) with the intent that they be loaned by the Township to 
interested citizens.  I also grant to Lower Frankford Township the right to print the History for sale at 
their discretion.  But that right is not exclusive, as I reserve the right to print copies myself; and it does 
not include the right to edit (unless with my permission) the History (nor the Concise History) in any 
way, a right that I reserve to myself. 
 
Keith Senecal 
November, 2024 


