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PREFACE 

 I first encountered the Loockerman family of colonial Dover in the summer of 

2004 as an undergraduate intern at the Biggs Museum of Art in Dover, Delaware. The 

museum’s founder, Sewell C. Biggs, took a great interest in the decorative and fine 

arts of Delaware and used family wealth made in Delaware’s once-flourishing peach 

industry to collect the objects of his home state. That summer, the museum was 

expanding rapidly, as it had been since its opening a decade earlier. Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr.’s three-quarter length portrait (Figure 1) moved to its current place of 

honor, centered on the longest wall of Gallery One. It became the focal point of 

visitors’ attention as they entered the museum’s first gallery. Below his wigged visage, 

some of his possessions – seven chairs and a dressing table – serve as material 

reminders of seventy years of Loockerman family prosperity in Dover, where two 

Loockerman houses, probate records and business papers, and a surprisingly intact 

eighteenth-century cultural landscape also survive. That summer, as I used 

Loockerman family probate inventories to teach summer visitors about the importance 

of primary sources, and led Independence Day tours to worship at the scant surviving 
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material fragments of Caesar Rodney’s life, I wondered why scholars had spent little 

time studying a family that had left so many tangible clues to its past.1  

Four years later, as a graduate student in the Winterthur Program in American 

Material Culture, I returned to the Biggs Museum in search of several Delaware 

silversmiths. I passed Vincent’s portrait, and determined to know more, asked curator 

Ryan Grover for references to secondary works on the Loockerman family. He had 

none to recommend. Thus, my thesis was born. After an exciting year of combing 

through the Delaware Public Archives, examining decorative arts in repositories from 

Washington, D.C. to Philadelphia, and traipsing through Loockerman houses and the 

marshes and cemeteries around them, I hope my findings will add another facet to 

Delaware’s eighteenth-century history and to our understanding of rural life in 

colonial North America.  

The Confines of Chronology and Geography 

My research has focused primarily on the three generations of the Loockerman 

family in eighteenth-century Dover based on the houses its members built, the objects 

they commissioned and purchased, and the documents they created between 1720 and 

                                                
1 Caesar Rodney (1728-1784), commemorated on Delaware’s state quarter, is 

famous for his “midnight ride” to Philadelphia on the night of July 1-2, 1776 to tip 
Delaware’s Continental Congress delegation in favor of independence. He signed the 
Declaration of Independence, wrote and received volumes of letters and appeared as a 
character in the 1969 musical 1776, but few of his possessions are known today. A 
silver sauceboat, made by Philadelphia silversmith John David circa 1770, survives as 
a testament to his material existence in Dover. See Sewell C. Biggs Museum of Art, 
The Sewell C. Biggs Collection of American Art: A Catalogue (Dover, Del.: The 
Museum, 2002), cat. 123, 1:157.   
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1800. The first Loockerman in Delaware, Nicholas Loockerman (1697/8-1771), came 

to Dover in the early 1720s with only a small land inheritance on the Eastern Shore of 

Maryland. He married well, purchased land and established a largely self-sufficient 

plantation about three miles east of Dover’s eighteenth-century town center. His son, 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr. (1722-1785), continued to acquire land and married well 

twice. Based on several surviving account books from the 1760s, Vincent, Sr. 

provided luxury and utilitarian textiles, foodstuffs and alcohol to his neighbors, 

maintained connections between wholesalers in both Britain and America, and 

commissioned decorative arts from artisans in Dover, Wilmington and Philadelphia. 

Vincent Loockerman, Jr. (1747-1790), in improving the plantation founded by his 

grandfather, built a large brick, Georgian-style house on the property and probably 

also commissioned new furnishings from both local and metropolitan artisans. 

The affluence and social success the Loockermans of Dover enjoyed was, at 

least in part, the product of a previous century of successful business dealings, wealth 

accumulation and advantageous marriages in both New Amsterdam and Maryland. 

The family’s gradual move from New Amsterdam, through Maryland and east into 

Delaware illustrates the process of self-fashioning occurring among the gentry 

throughout the American colonies.2 It also reflects the efforts of a family to maintain 

its status and gentility in an ever-changing colonial economy. By 1760, Nicholas, and 

                                                
2 Bushman asserts that this gentrification process began in America around 

1690. Richard Bushman, The Refinement of America: Persons, Houses and Cities 
(New York: Vintage Books, 1992), xii.  
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even more so, his son Vincent, Sr., had created a family empire based on extensive 

agricultural land holdings, the exploitation of slave labor and, for Vincent, Sr., far-

flung mercantile connections. Along with Vincent, Jr., they would struggle to maintain 

their established way of life through British taxation and mercantile disruption, 

Revolutionary unrest, and postwar inflation.    

The 80 years between 1720 and 1800 conveniently limit this study. The 

beginning date represents Nicholas Loockerman’s appearance in Dover. The latter 

roughly corresponds to Vincent Loockerman, Jr.’s death in 1790, only five years after 

his father, at the age of 43. Because Vincent Loockerman, Jr. died intestate, the 

administration of his estate and the provision for his minor children lasted well into 

the next decade. Although members of the Loockerman family continued to live in 

both New Amsterdam (renamed New York in 1664) and Maryland, I have chosen to 

limit my examination to objects, documents and architecture connected to the Dover 

branch of the family. I have, however, used documents from New York and Maryland 

as far back as 1630 to reconstruct the wealth and social expectations of the family 

prior to its arrival in Delaware.   

A Note on Spelling and Usage 

Because I am working with the Delaware branch of the family, I have chosen 

to use the common Dover spelling, “Loockerman,” pronounced LOCK·er·man.3 In 

                                                
3 “Loockerman” is the spelling family members used to sign documents. The 

state sometimes used “Lockerman” in official documents, which were then signed by 
various members of the family using “Loockerman.” See, for example, Kent County 
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seventeenth-century New Amsterdam and New York, however, the name was often 

spelled Loockermans, and in Maryland, the family had adopted the spelling 

“Lockerman” by the early eighteenth century. The modern spelling of the family name 

is “Lockerman.” A few secondary sources also use “Locquerman” or “Louckerman,” 

probably in an effort to spell phonetically the Dutch pronunciation.  

 Local histories frequently refer to Vincent Loockerman (1722-1785) as “the 

Elder,” while his son, Vincent (1747-1790) is “the Younger.” This nomenclature is 

only occasionally supported by primary sources. Frustratingly for scholars, when one 

Vincent is mentioned, the name does not usually have a suffix. When both are 

included, for example, on the list of the 1775 Committee of Safety, the older Vincent 

is usually listed without a suffix, and the younger Vincent is usually “Vincent 

Loockerman, Junr.”4  To avoid drawing undue, and perhaps anachronistic, attention to 

names, I have chosen to use the equally prevalent “Sr.” and “Jr.” over “the Elder” and 

“the Younger” when it is unclear to which Vincent Loockerman I am referring.  

There were also two Nicholas Loockermans in the family. The first Nicholas 

came to Dover in the early 1720s. His grandson was also Nicholas (1783-1850). 

                                                                                                                                       
Orphans Court, “Richard Lockerman (dec’d.) Orphans Court Case Record,” 1778, 
RG3840.006, Delaware Public Archives, Dover. Also see Figure 22, where Nicholas 
Loockerman (the Younger) added another “o” to a printed bookplate that reads 
“Nicholas Lockerman” in his 1794 schoolbook.  

4 See Delaware Public Archives Commission, Delaware Archives Vol. II, 
Military and Naval Records (Wilmington, DE: Press of Mercantile Printing Co., 
1912), p. 986 for the election of the Kent County Committee in 1775. 
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Because these two men were not father and son, I will call the former Nicholas 

Loockerman the Elder and the latter Nicholas Loockerman the Younger when my 

meaning may be unclear.  

Primary Sources 

I have unprecedented access to primary source material related to the 

eighteenth-century Loockerman family. There are survivors from three sets of chairs 

(Figures 2-4), a corner chair (Figure 5), a dressing table (Figure 6) and a Pembroke 

table (Figure 7) at the Biggs Museum of American Art in Dover, Delaware. Two other 

sets of chairs (Figures 8-9) and a circular tea table (Figure 10) survive in the 

Diplomatic Reception Rooms of the United States Department of State, and a square-

topped tea table is owned by the Philadelphia Museum of Art (Figure 11). A chest-on-

chest (Figure 12), two dining tables (Figure 13), and a tall case clock are in private 

collections. Two houses in Dover also survive. The first is a townhouse built in the 

1750s by Vincent Loockerman, Sr. half a block from Dover’s Courthouse Square, the 

political and social center of town (Figure 14). The other is a Federal plantation house 

about three miles north of town and now on the campus of Delaware State University 

(Figure 15). It was probably built for Vincent Loockerman, Jr. in the 1770s shortly 

after he inherited the plantation property from his grandfather, Nicholas Loockerman. 

Some of the eighteenth-century cultural landscape around the Loockerman houses also 

remains intact. Although most buildings now on Courthouse Square were built in the 

second half of the nineteenth century, the plan itself remains. The original, core street 
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plan is much the same, and Christ Episcopal Church and its cemetery border the 

Loockerman townhouse to the south. The Church, of which all of the most prominent 

members of eighteenth-century Dover society were members, survives in much the 

way it did when it was built in 1734.  

I also have government documents associated with the family. For the two 

generations of Loockermans living in seventeenth-century New Amsterdam and 

Maryland, court documents and probate records are all that remain of their lives. 

Between 1771 and 1790, three generations of the Loockerman family died in Dover. 

All three men left extensive probate inventories, and Nicholas and Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr. died with wills. Records of the family’s land ownership also appear 

in deed books, and the Kent County court minutes suggest the numbers of people the 

Loockermans sued for considerable debts owed. Loockermans also appear 

infrequently in the minutes of the Delaware Assembly. Finally, the records of the Kent 

County Orphans Court provide evidence of an otherwise unknown brother and nephew 

of Vincent Loockerman, Sr. When Vincent Loockerman, Jr. died in 1790, he left 

minor children but no will. His Orphans Court file includes maps of his land holdings, 

as well as descriptions of the condition of his main plantation and several tenant farms. 

Because most of the surviving decorative arts descended in the family of Vincent, Sr., 

the Orphans Court documents have been invaluable in understanding Vincent 

Loockerman, Jr.’s material existence. Non-governmental documents include surviving 

letters written by members of the Ridgely family about the everyday details of Dover’s 
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social and political life in the century between 1750 and 1850. In the hectic months 

leading to the outbreak of conflict in the American Revolution, the Loockermans also 

appear frequently in letters to Caesar Rodney from his impetuously patriotic brother, 

Thomas. The two Vincents, it seems, were frustratingly slow to support American 

independence.5 

Finally, I have a relatively new source of information still held privately, the 

Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. They include deed copies, account books, and 

legal and business records from the families into which the Loockerman family 

married. Perhaps most importantly, they include a set of ledgers dating from the late 

1750s to the early 1770s. One belonged to Vincent Loockerman, Sr. and attests to his 

mercantile activity and the involvement of his son in the business. There are also 

ledgers for Robert Gordon, a tailor, William Martin, a tavern owner, and John Lock, a 

Philadelphia merchant who plied the Delaware River and its tributaries between 

Philadelphia and Dover. Taken together, they represent the sheer variety of luxury 

                                                
5 Delaware probate records (wills and probate inventories) for this period 

(RG3545.000), Levy Court Minutes and Proceedings (RG3200.000), and Kent County 
Orphans Court Minutes (RG3840.000) are available at the Delaware Public Archives, 
Dover. The Ridgely letters are indexed in Delaware Public Archives Commission, A 
Calendar of Ridgely Family Letters, ed. Leon de Valinger, Jr., 3 vols. (Dover, DE: 
Published privately, 1948-61). Many of these letters, though not many of those 
concerning the Loockermans, are included in their entirety in What Them Befell: The 
Ridgelys of Delaware & Their Circle in Colonial & Federal Times: Letters 1751-
1890, ed. Mabel Lloyd Ridgely (Portland, Maine: The Anthoesen Press, 1949). The 
originals are at the Delaware Public Archives (RG9200-R). Thomas Rodney’s 
frustrated letters are catalogued in Letters to and from Caesar Rodney, 1756-1784, ed. 
George Herbert Ryden (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania for the Historical 
Society of Delaware, 1933).   
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goods available to, and purchased by, southern Delawareans before the American 

Revolution. The 1760s were truly the Golden Age of Dover. It is perhaps significant 

that, besides the single ledger book, the only other document written by the hand of a 

Loockerman before 1790 is a court deposition saved by another family with whom the 

Loockerman family intermarried. The Loockerman family does not seem to have been 

particularly interested in keeping and organizing its own records and correspondence.6   
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ABSTRACT 

This thesis explores ideas of gentility, family dynasty and social power 

through the material experience of the Loockermans, a family that would make its 

home in Dover, Delaware in the second quarter of the eighteenth century.  

The family’s prosperity in central Delaware was built on a foundation of 

wealth and status initiated a century earlier. The first Loockerman in America, Govert 

(1633-1670 or 1671), worked as the American agent for an Amsterdam trading 

operation. Capitalizing on the heady growth of seventeenth-century New Amsterdam, 

he died one of America’s wealthiest merchants. His son, Jacob (1652-1730), followed 

the promise of tobacco profits south to the eastern shore of the Chesapeake Bay. In the 

next generation, as economic conditions began to favor cereal grains over tobacco, one 

of Jacob’s younger sons, Nicholas Loockerman (1697-1771), left Maryland for Kent 

County, Delaware. There, land was readily available and the soil not yet exhausted.  

As the first of three generations that would call central Delaware home, 

Nicholas created a virtually self-sufficient plantation on the foundation of which his 

son, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. (1722-1785), operated a lucrative mercantile business, 

inhabited a substantial townhouse and acquired the finest decorative arts he could 

afford. His son, Vincent Loockerman, Jr. (1747-1790) returned to the rural plantation 

life of his grandfather, but like his father, continued to use material culture to 

communicate his wealth and lengthy American pedigree. The unique material choices 

made by each generation reflected that generation’s local social aspirations as well as 
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the emerging colonial trading networks that linked the increasing demand of rural 

Dover to the expanding supply of luxury goods from across the Atlantic world.  
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Chapter 1 

INTRODUCTION 

This thesis explores ideas of gentility, family dynasty and social power through 

the material experience of the Loockermans of Dover, Delaware. Overlooked for more 

than two centuries, their experience as merchants and plantation owners can help us 

understand the relationships between people and their possessions in both the local 

world of Dover and the expanding world of colonial trade.  

Streets in Dover, Delaware and Poughkeepsie, New York and elementary 

schools in Baltimore and Denton, Maryland bear the name “Loockerman.” The New 

York Stock Exchange and the campus of Delaware State University stand on former 

Loockerman family property. Sotheby’s and Christie’s hold auctions including 

Loockerman family objects. The Biggs Museum of American Art in Dover, Delaware, 

the Philadelphia Museum of Art and the Diplomatic Reception Rooms of the United 

States Department of State in Washington, D.C. own decorative arts with a 

Loockerman provenance. Beginning in seventeenth-century New Amsterdam, the 

Loockermans traced a wide trajectory across the Anglo-North American colonies, yet 

few historians are familiar with their history. A member of the family became the one 

of the wealthiest merchants in Kent County, Delaware in the mid-eighteenth century, 

yet a Loockerman is rarely mentioned in traditional histories of Delaware.  
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Secondary Historiography 

Little secondary work has been done on the Loockerman family. This may be 

because the remnants of its existence are primarily material, not documentary. And 

although the family owned at least two houses and substantial property in Kent County 

(of which Dover is the county seat) and the Eastern Shore of Maryland, its patriarchs 

never held major political office.  

Due in large part to the recent interest in seventeenth-century New Amsterdam, 

however, the Loockerman family has achieved an almost mythical status in national 

history. Govert Loockermans, the first Loockerman to emigrate from Amsterdam in 

the 1630s, makes several appearances in Washington Irving’s satirical 

Knickerbocker’s History of New York first published in serial form in 1809. He is 

portrayed as a foul-mouthed, obstinate “Dutch skipper of few words but great 

bottom,” who refuses to lower his ship’s flag for anyone but the Prince of Orange.8  

By the time of the United States Centennial, the Dover branch of the family 

appeared in numerous well-meaning, but often inaccurate, local histories that continue 

to have resonance today. In a Delaware history published in 1870, for example, the 

                                                
8 Washington Irving, Knickerbocker’s History of New York, Vol. II, Van 

Twiller Edition (New York: G.P. Putnam Sons, 1894), 24-27. This event is based on a 
primary source in which Loockermans allegedly refused to lower his flag in deference 
to the patroonship of Rensselaerswyck, set up in defiance of and in competition with 
the Dutch West India Company’s declining monopoly. A more accurate and eminently 
readable narrative history of New Amsterdam is Russell Shorto, The Island at the 
Center of the World: The Epic Story of Dutch Manhattan and the Forgotten Colony 
That Shaped America (New York: Doubleday, 2004).   
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Loockermans were exulted as an example of the “hearty stock” of American 

“knickerbocker” families. Francis Vincent, author of an 1870 Delaware history, 

includes an appendix with a detailed genealogy of the Loockerman family, because “it 

not only shows the number of generations, link by link, that has existed in the State 

since its first settlement, but also the fortunes of a prominent and representative 

Delaware family.” A half century later, John Hammond focused on Loockerman 

possessions surviving in the family’s homes, emphasizing their beauty as ironclad 

proof of their English construction.9 Annie Jump Cannon, the noted Harvard 

astronomer and native Doverite, wrote an article on the Loockerman plantation house 

in 1892, which was published posthumously in 1948. Cannon’s article, prompted by 

the establishment of the forerunner of Delaware State University in the house, pulsates 

with patriotic fervor but is often factually inaccurate.10  

                                                
9 On the legacy of Delaware knickerbocker families, see Francis Vincent, A 

History of the State of Delaware From Its First Settlement Until the Present Time 
(Philadelphia: John Campbell, 1870), 471-3. Henry C. Conrad lists Nicholas 
Loockerman as a coroner between 1745 and 1755, traces the history of the 
Loockerman’s first land patent, and gives Vincent, Jr. credit for donating land to the 
Methodist Church in 1782 in History of the State of Delaware From the Earliest 
Settlements to the Year 1907, Vol. II (Wilmington, DE: Published by the Author, 
1908), 610, 631, 637. In Volume III, he includes the Ridgely family as an “influential 
Delaware family,” see pages 898-903. Also, John Martin Hammond, Colonial 
Mansions of Maryland and Delaware (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott Company, 1914). 
Most of these early analyses derive from the perennially useful and all-encompassing, 
but frequently inaccurate, J. Thomas Scharf, History of Delaware: 1609-1888, Vol. II 
(Philadelphia: L.J. Richards & Co.), 1081-2.   

10 Annie Jump Cannon, “The Loockermans Manor House Near Dover,” 
Delaware History III. no. 2 (September 194): 97-104. Despite its title, Cannon spends 
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The myths continue to the present. As late as 1971, when the Loockerman 

plantation house was added to the National Register of Historic Places, the two-story, 

central hall brick dwelling with keystones and an elaborate cornice was dated 1730, to 

correspond with Nicholas Loockerman’s arrival in Delaware. Stylistic architectural 

and documentary evidence, however, indicate that the house could not have been built 

before 1770.11  

Since the publication of these early antiquarian books, the Loockerman family 

has largely vanished from secondary literature. This is particularly evident in scholarly 

histories of Delaware, where the Loockermans are sometimes used as examples to 

illustrate a minor point, but never as the primary subjects of research. Vincent 

Loockerman, Jr., for example, sometimes appears among the members of a Kent 

County committee. A list of Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s possessions is often used to 

demonstrate the material consumption of southern Delawareans.12  

                                                                                                                                       
only about two pages of an eight-page article discussing the house and its Dover 
inhabitants and instead focuses mostly on the family in New Amsterdam.  

11 “Loockerman Hall,” National Register of Historic Places Inventory-
Nomination Form, 21 June 1971.   

12 Vincent Loockerman, Jr. appears in the list of members of the Philadelphia 
Society for Promoting Agriculture in John Munroe, The Philadelawareans and Other 
Essays Relating to Delaware (Newark: University of Delaware Press, 2004), 39 and 
Munroe, Federalist Delaware, 1775-1815 (Newark, DE: University of Delaware, 
1954), 119. In this volume, Munroe also mentions Vincent Loockerman as a frequent 
visitor to Philadelphia via shallop. The Loockerman family does not appear in 
Munroe’s History of Delaware (Newark: University of Delaware, 1954) or Colonial 
Delaware: A History (Millwood, NY: kto Press, 1978). Harold B. Hancock, Delaware 
Two Hundred Years Ago: 1780-1800 (Wilmington, DE: Middle Atlantic Press, 1987), 
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John Munroe’s and Bruce Bendler’s works on Delaware history have been 

useful in setting the family in a state and local context. In coining the phrase 

“Philadelawareans,” John Munroe underscores the close social, political, and 

economic ties between Philadelphia and Delaware. In this light, the equally close 

connections between Kent County, Delaware and the Eastern Shore of Maryland 

deserve more study. Munroe also emphasizes the ease with which Delaware, as a 

small territory appended to Pennsylvania for most of the eighteenth century, was able 

to subvert trade regulations.13 Recent scholarly interpretations of Delaware political 

history suggest that the Loockerman men, like many of their wealthy neighbors, may 

have avoided serving in federal offices because they could more effectively 

accumulate wealth and influence politics by attending to their farms and business in 

Dover.14  

                                                                                                                                       
30 lists a number of objects from Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s inventory in a discussion 
of the demographics of southern Delaware.  

13 See Munroe, “The Philadelawareans: A Study in the Relations between 
Philadelphia and Delaware in the Late Eighteenth Century” in Philadelawareans: 29-
51. Trade disputes and the Crown’s attempts at more stringent regulation dominate 
Delaware history before the American Revolution. In their introduction to Munroe’s 
Colonial Delaware, Milton Klein and Jacob Cooke observe that “no other American 
colony more successfully contrived to run its own affairs” (xiv). Piracy was rife in the 
seventeenth century, and in 1700, after difficulty with enforcement in Kent County, 
the General Assembly (of Pennsylvania and its Three Lower Counties on the 
Delaware River) passed legislation against piracy and smuggling. The acts provided 
for a customs agent stationed on the St. Jones River to curb the thriving illicit tobacco 
trade between Kent County and Scotland. See Munroe, Colonial Delaware, 109.  

14 This idea will be discussed further. See John Munroe, “Revolution and 
Confederation,” in Henry Clay Reed, Delaware: A History of the First State (New 
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These sources tend to focus on New Castle County and provide an economic 

and social analysis of southern Delaware as a sparsely populated rural enclave with 

little economic activity beyond small-scale farming. On the eve of the American 

Revolution, John Munroe characterizes Dover as “neither a port nor a manufacturing 

center.” Cantwell’s Bridge (now Odessa) and Duck Creek Crossroads (renamed 

Smyrna in 1806), he maintains, “were trading centers between New Castle and 

Dover.”15 The existence of an extensive trading network around Vincent Loockerman, 

Sr., and activity along the St. Jones River from Lebanon to Little Creek and Dover, 

suggest this assessment needs revision. 

Much of the most recent work on Delaware’s past has come from architectural 

historians and cultural anthropologists and archaeologists. Although he defines 

“central Delaware” as southern New Castle County, Bernard Herman’s Architecture 

and Rural Life in Central Delaware, provides agricultural context and architectural 

parallels for Loockerman architecture.16 Rebecca Sheppard’s work on the material life 

of Delaware agriculture has also been helpful in understanding the field to city 

                                                                                                                                       
York: Lewis Historical Publishing Company, Inc., 1947), 116-17. See also Bruce A. 
Bendler, Colonial Delaware Assemblymen 1682-1776 (Westminster, MD: Family 
Line Publications, 1989), 72-3 and The Emergence of Rural Federalism: Political 
Culture in Delaware, 1760-1812, Ph.D. diss., University of Delaware, Spring 2000.  

15 John Munroe, “The Eve of Revolution,” in Henry Clay Reed, Delaware: A 
History of the First State (New York: Lewis Historical Publishing Company, Inc., 
1947), 82.  

16 Bernard L. Herman, Architecture and Rural Life in Central Delaware, 1700-
1900 (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1987).    
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networks along the Delaware Bay.17 Finally, Lu Ann De Cunzo’s A Historical 

Archaeology of Delaware shaped my thinking about the ways objects and landscapes 

are central to the study of rural agriculture in Delaware and around the country. Her 

discussion of the wealthy farmer-merchant as culture broker, exploiting his trading 

networks to bring cultural goods to his community, informed my view of Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr. and his associates in Dover.18  

The “discovery” of much of the Loockerman family’s furniture in the late 

1960s, still installed in one of its Dover homes, created a stir that caught the attention 

of dealers, including Albert Sack, and representatives from major art and decorative 

arts museums (Figure 16). Since then, museum and auction catalogues have 

competently analyzed pieces of the family’s material life in Dover. I am indebted to 

their contributions. The Biggs Museum of American Art in Dover holds one of the 

largest collections of Loockerman family furniture, and its catalogue, published in 

2002, includes some of the first scholarship, provided by Philip Zimmerman, on 

furniture made in rural Delaware since Charles Dorman’s study of archival material 

related to Delaware craftsmen.19 The United States Department of State also has a 

                                                
17 Rebecca Jean Sheppard, “Making the Farm Pay: Persistence and Adaptation 

in the Evolution of Delaware’s Agricultural Landscape, 1780-2005” (Ph.D. diss., 
University of Delaware, 2009).  

18 De Cunzo, xiii.   

19  The Sewell C. Biggs Collection of American Art, Vol. 1 Decorative Arts 
(Dover, DE: Biggs Museum of American Art, 2002). Charles G. Dorman was a major 
collector of Delaware furniture (he owned several Loockerman chairs and the 
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catalogue of its collection, which includes several Loockerman pieces. The catalogues 

published by Sotheby’s and Christie’s when Loockerman pieces were included in 

auctions are an invaluable resource for objects in private collections.20 These works 

focus on small groups of objects in isolation, however. As a result, biographical 

information often needs correction and several institutions claim to have the same 

piece of furniture as listed on one of the Loockerman probate inventories. At his death 

in 1785, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. owned no fewer than 35 chairs; at least two 

institutions claim to have the “6 old Leather Bottomed Walnut Chairs @ 6/ [six 

shillings]” inventoried in the parlor. My thesis strives to look at all the available 

scholarship and heretofore-unavailable primary sources to interpret the eighteenth-

century Loockermans in their totality.  

                                                                                                                                       
distinctive, five-drawer dressing table at the Biggs Museum) and author of Delaware 
Craftsmen and Allied Artisans, 1655-1855 (Wilmington: Historical Society of 
Delaware, 1960). The book is a listing of Delaware artisans based on the written 
documentation in which they appear during the period. Harold B. Hancock takes a 
similar approach in “Furniture Craftsmen in Delaware Records,” Winterthur Portfolio 
9 (1974): 175-212. No pieces have yet been attributed to a particular Dover furniture 
maker.    

20 Clement Conger, Mary K. Itsell and Alexandra W. Rollins, eds., Treasures 
of State: Fine and Decorative Art in the Diplomatic Reception Rooms of the U.S. 
Department of State (New York: H.N. Abrams, 1991). The Philadelphia Museum of 
Art featured its Loockerman tea table in Philadelphia Museum of Art, Three Centuries 
of American Art, Philadelphia: Bicentennial Exhibition, April 11-October 10, 1976 
(Philadelphia: Philadelphia Museum of Art, 1976). The most useful auction catalogue 
is Sotheby’s Important American Furniture: The Contents of “Langdon” Sale 5295 
(February 2, 1985). The owners of Langdon, a restored plantation house outside of 
Easton, Maryland, purchased a number of Loockerman pieces that were sold at this 
auction. The Loockerman chest-on-chest was sold again at Christie’s in the James L. 
Britton Collection of Americana (Sale 9068) on January 16, 1999.     
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Several seminal sources on the economy of British America have also been 

helpful in putting events in rural Delaware into the context of Britain’s expanding and 

increasingly affluent, North American Empire. John J. McCusker and Russell R. 

Menard’s The Economy of British America, 1607-1789 provides the economic 

framework for this study. For my purposes, their examination of regional approaches 

to economic history was particularly useful in reconstructing the economic system in 

which the Loockermans and their fellow merchants operated.21 If a bit dated, Thomas 

Doerflinger’s A Vigorous Spirit of Enterprise: Merchants and Economic Development 

in Revolutionary Philadelphia provides a solid introduction to the creation of a 

mercantile class and, as Dover’s economy was very much tied to the fortunes of 

Philadelphia, an understanding of merchants’ reactions to the outbreak of the 

American Revolution.22 More recently, Diane E. Wenger’s study of storeowner 

Samuel Rex in Schaefferstown, Pennsylvania between 1790 and 1807 has helpfully 

affirmed many of my conclusions about Dover’s numerous storekeepers. While the 

                                                
21 McCusker and Menard’s discussion of the staples approach of focusing on 

market analysis based on foreign exports, and the frontier approach, defined by its 
study of internal demographics and the effects of human migration, was informative. 
See John J. McCusker and Russell R. Menard, The Economy of British America, 1607-
1789 (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 1985), 10-13. For 
discussion of the Middle Colonies (New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and after 
1776, Delaware), see pages 189-208.    

22 Thomas M. Doerflinger, A Vigorous Spirit of Enterprise: Merchants and 
Economic Development in Revolutionary Philadelphia (Chapel Hill, NC: University 
of North Carolina Press for the Institute of Early American History and Culture, 
1986).   
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traces of the Loockermans’ are primarily material, Samuel Rex’s business records 

survive almost completely intact. Both prove that early American merchants created 

complex trade networks linking backcountry farmers to prominent Philadelphia 

suppliers. Wenger describes an epiphany much like my own: “I soon discovered that 

Rex sold far more than the necessities of rural life.” She also suggests that for-profit 

retail ventures and the creation of community need not be completely at odds.23 Both 

Rex and Vincent Loockerman, Sr. were simultaneously community members and 

astute businessmen.  

Finally, Richard Bushman’s Refinement of America has been helpful in 

understanding the ways the Loockermans sought to establish and define their gentility. 

The Loockerman family, in turn, both supports and challenges some aspects of 

Bushman’s definition of refinement. Certainly, they had enormous financial resources 

at their disposal and stimulated the market for luxury goods both as suppliers and 

consumers, but they were not as politically active as many of their neighbors in Kent 

County, and from what little survives of Loockerman documentary evidence, they do 

not seem to have been particularly well educated. Interestingly, although Bushman 

spends several chapters examining gentility in Kent County, Delaware, he mentions 

the Loockermans only once in his book, and uses their less-affluent, but more 

                                                
23 Diane E. Wenger, {A} Country Storekeeper in Pennsylvania: Creating 

Economic Networks in Early America, 1790-1807 (University Park, PA: The 
Pennsylvania State University Press, 2008), 2-3. I am indebted to Ritchie Garrison for 
directing me to this useful work.    
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politically active and literate neighbors, the Ridgely family, in extensive case 

studies.24  

Approach and Organization 

 I have chosen not to make this work primarily a catalogue of Loockerman 

possessions. I have not had access to all pieces with known Loockerman provenance, 

and I am discovering more everyday. Instead, I attempt to place members of the 

Loockerman family in their local cultural milieu and the wider business network of 

farmers, craftsmen, mariners, agents and merchants who made possible their 

accumulation of wealth and material goods. I use their goods to reconstruct their local 

story, and, in doing so, tell a larger story about the connections – both economic and 

cultural – to the region at large. Their similarities with their neighbors are striking. 

The Loockermans managed farms and rented to tenants, certainly, but at least one of 

them, Vincent, Sr., also dealt in luxury goods. To be successful, he needed, as Menard 

and McCusker emphasize, the demand of the local community. In the 1760s, for 

example, Dover supported no fewer than four merchants with many more to the north 

and east in Little Creek and Duck Creek Crossroads (now Smyrna). They could not 

exist in a vacuum, but brought together suppliers in faraway Philadelphia and 

consumers in nearby southern Delaware and eastern Maryland. In the process, they 

accumulated the wealth to stimulate demand for luxury goods themselves. Each 

                                                
24 Bushman, The Refinement of America, 14. He includes Nicholas 

Loockerman’s arrival in Dover in 1723 in a larger list of Maryland’s landed gentry 
migrating to Delaware in the first half of the eighteenth century.  
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generation faced different challenges, but several characteristics were shared by all. In 

each generation, the men married well, usually more than once. They exhibited astute 

business acumen, particularly Vincent Loockerman, Sr., and an acute awareness of the 

larger political climate in which they moved. They also possessed a dynamic ability to 

reflect their social status through the objects they commissioned and used.  

 This paper is organized by a general chronology. The second chapter briefly 

examines the family’s origins in seventeenth-century New Amsterdam and early 

eighteenth-century Maryland. The trade-driven metropolis of New Amsterdam and the 

fertile soils of the Chesapeake Bay’s eastern shore provided the capital that financed 

Nicholas Loockerman’s forays into Delaware land ownership and marriage. The 25 

years between 1720 and 1745 mark the first years of the Loockerman’s lives in Dover, 

when Nicholas Loockerman, like many of his contemporaries, arrived from Maryland. 

He purchased land within a few years and married well to establish himself in Dover 

society. From his plantation east of Dover, he laid the foundations of a family empire 

based on farming, milling and tanning. From the middle of the century to the onset of 

the American Revolution, Nicholas Loockerman continued as a successful plantation 

owner until his death in 1771. Meanwhile, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was buying his 

own land (he inherited almost none from his father) and making great profits in trade. 

The 1760s were a Golden Age for Dover. About 50 years old, the town could support 

several taverns, at least four importing merchants, and a number of craftsmen. Its 

cultural landscape was largely taking shape; the Green formed the political and social 
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center of town while a main street, running north-south, bisected Courthouse Square. 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr. built his brick house along this main thoroughfare, called 

King Street (Figure 14). During this period, Vincent, Sr. also commissioned objects 

from both local artisans and well-known Philadelphia cabinetmakers such as Benjamin 

Randolph and Thomas Affleck. In Dover, the 1760s were a period of great activity for 

its merchants. Retailers in Dover made tremendous demands on their Philadelphia and 

London suppliers while, at the same time, accumulating enormous debts to pay. When, 

at the beginning of the next decade, in 1771, Nicholas Loockerman died, he left most 

of his real estate to his grandson, Vincent Loockerman, Jr. A new period was 

beginning for both the country and the Loockerman family. 

 The third Dover period, from 1774 to Vincent Loockerman, Jr.’s death in 

1790, witnessed major changes for the family. Vincent Loockerman, Sr., lost his first 

wife, Susannah Beswicke Loockerman, in 1773. The next year, at the age of 52, he 

married a woman thirty years his junior, whose father was a neighbor and fellow 

merchant. Probably in celebration of this marriage, he amassed a £38 debt with 

Philadelphia craftsman Benjamin Randolph. Vincent Loockerman, Jr., older than his 

father’s new wife, was constructing a new plantation house on his inherited property 

east of Dover. He had been widowed twice and finally married the daughter of 

Dover’s Presbyterian minister. They had a son, also Vincent, just before Vincent, Jr.’s 

death in 1790.  
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Despite good fortunes in Dover, the Loockermans were not immune to colonial 

events. With the onset of the American Revolution, every influential person – whether 

politically active or not – was forced to take a stand. Loockerman business interests in 

trade impacted their actions. A modern historian of Caesar Rodney dubbed Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr. “vacillating Vincent.”25 Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was an outspoken 

critic of the first acts of Parliament to tax American trade, despite the distinct 

possibility that cutting ties with Britain would jeopardize the lucrative trade that had 

made him a wealthy man and supported his standard of living. With this uncertainty, 

however, it is significant that in a county known throughout the colonies for its 

Loyalist community, both he and his son eventually joined the American cause. Both 

men served locally on Kent County committees and later in Delaware’s upper 

legislative house, the Council. Wealth never completely rebounded for the family; 

their tax assessments were decidedly lower on the later side of the Revolutionary 

divide, and merchants’ receipts reflect the enormous inflation of the post-

Revolutionary period.  

The final chapter also briefly examines the Loockerman legacy in Dover. 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s only son from his second marriage inherited the 

townhouse. His daughter and grandchildren (Vincent Loockerman, Jr.’s children) 

married into prominent families in Wilmington or Philadelphia. More documentation 

                                                
25 Jane Harrington Scott, A Gentleman as Well as a Whig: Caesar Rodney and 

the American Revolution (Newark: University of Delaware Press, 2000), 76.  
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is available for these generations, as they went away to school, attended balls and 

wrote beautifully conceived letters the way people in Richard Bushman’s conception 

of refinement should. Nevertheless, members of the family continued to return to the 

home of their ancestors, and a descendant named Loockerman Street as he expanded 

Dover’s town center north on former Loockerman farmland. It became the town’s 

central artery until the establishment of Route 13. Much of the eighteenth-century 

furniture remained in the house until the late 1960s. In an ironic twist, Vincent 

Loockerman, Jr.’s country house, the nexus of an exploitative plantation operation, 

became the first building to house the Delaware State College for Colored Students 

when it was created under the Morrill Act of 1890. To this day, Loockerman Hall 

remains an imposing building on Delaware State University’s campus.  

 The Loockerman family, then, is remembered by the public, but it is generally 

ignored by scholars. I suspect that its exclusion from traditional Delaware history may 

be because, beyond a few business records and one court deposition in Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr.’s hand, members of the Loockerman family left little documentary 

evidence of their lives. There are ledger books and receipts for goods, but very few of 

the personal letters and none of the diaries that tend to draw the attention of the 

historians. What does survive from the Loockerman lives – furniture, portraits, houses, 

and the remains of an eighteenth-century cultural landscape in Dover – cannot be 

housed in an archive. As my research progressed, I realized that numerous 

distinguished decorative arts scholars and auctioneers had studied or at least heard 
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about the family’s furniture and appreciated it for its compelling visual qualities and 

its value in today’s art market, but no one had put the pieces together to tell the 

family’s story. In looking at both documents and objects, I have had the rare, and very 

special, opportunity to do that.   

In 1978, John Munroe lamented the lack of attention paid to Delaware’s mid-

eighteenth-century history.26 It is my hope that the Loockerman/Bradford Family 

Papers and their associated material culture can help fill that void, particularly for a 

geographic area that has been so often ignored.  

   
 

 

                                                
26 Munroe, Colonial Delaware, xv-xvi: “Although other good studies [of 

Delaware after the Revolution] are noted in the bibliography, great dark gaps remain 
in the colonial history of Delaware, particularly for the mid-eighteenth century, where 
surviving records await analysis.” 
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Chapter 2 

AMERICAN BEGINNINGS, 1630-1720 

In 1649, a document entitled Vertoogh van Nieu-Nederlandt (Representation of 

New Netherland), written in New Amsterdam by Adrian Van der Donck, arrived in 

Amsterdam addressed to the States General. The remonstrance blamed the Dutch West 

India Company’s tyrannical running of New Netherland for the haltingly slow growth 

of the colony, implicating Director-General Peter Stuyvesant in its mismanagement.27 

One of the signers of this document was merchant Govert Loockermans. In a letter to 

Andries Hudde, his commissary on the South [Delaware] River, Stuyvesant called the 

signatories nothing more than “false libels, calumnies and slanders against the 

honorable directors and their officials.” He continued, “Govert Loockermans and his 

friends have acted as hypocrites and deceivers towards me and the Company, may 

God forgive them.”28 The particular mention of Loockermans attests to his success as 

a merchant and civic leader in New Amsterdam. He had arrived in the colony only 13 

                                                
27 Jaap Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland: A Dutch Settlement in 

Seventeenth-Century America (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2009), 82-3.  

28 Letter from Peter Stuyvesant, New Amsterdam, to Andries Hudde, South 
[Delaware] River, 1650, in Charles Gehring, ed. and trans. New York Historical 
Manuscripts: Dutch Vols. XVIII-XIX, Delaware Papers, Dutch Period – A Collection 
of Documents Pertaining to the Regulation on the South River of New Netherland, 
1648-1664 (Baltimore: Genealogical Publishing Co., Inc., 1981), 31 (18:10). 
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years before as a bound sailor on a West India Company ship, and like many of his 

fellow signatories, his rise to prominence had been rapid. 

The American story of the Loockerman family began in seventeenth-century 

New Amsterdam, and continued in Maryland. This early period established the 

foundation of Loockerman prosperity in Delaware a century later. Almost ninety years 

before Nicholas Loockerman moved to Dover, the family’s progenitor, Govert 

Loockermans (c. 1617-1670/1) arrived in what would become the bustling metropolis 

of New Amsterdam with little but the clothes on his back. With his skill in trade and 

business, fortuitous connections to the West India Company and two important 

marriages, he became one of the most prominent merchants in New Amsterdam, 

leaving an estate that would remain in dispute for twenty years after his death.  

Govert Loockermans was born in 1617 in Turnhout, a small city in Belgium 

about 25 miles northeast of Antwerp in the predominantly Catholic, southern 

Netherlands. Now Belgium, the southern Netherlands were then controlled by the 

Spanish Hapsburgs.29 It is uncertain why Loockermans left Europe, but Turnhout was 

in Brabant, a border zone between the forces of the Protestant United Provinces (now 

                                                
29 Some antiquarian sources assert that Loockermans’s family was Catholic. I 

have not found evidence to corroborate this. Loockermans was married for the first 
time in the Reformed Church in Amsterdam and all of his children were baptized in 
the Reformed Church in New Amsterdam. This ecumenical ambiguity, however, 
would remain a theme in the Loockerman family’s experience in America. See, for 
suggestions of Catholicism, William Brower Bogardus, “Dear Cousin”: The Charted 
Genealogy of the Descendants of Anneke Jans Bogardus (1605-1633) to the 5th 
Generation and of Her Sister Marritje Jans (Wilmington, OH: Anneke Jans and 
Everardus Bogardus Descendants Association, 1996), 192.  
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the Netherlands) to the north and the Spanish Hapsburgs to the south. His homeland 

was a place of bitter contention between the two factions. It served as a gathering 

place for the Flemish army made more dangerous by roaming, unpaid soldiers seeking 

retribution.30 Whatever the reason, Loockermans moved to Amsterdam and departed 

for New Amsterdam in 1633. About 16 years old at the time, he was a ship’s cook’s 

mate aboard the yacht St. Martyn, and historians have long hailed his experience as a 

quintessentially American rags-to-riches story.31 Loockermans’s story in America was 

one of constant and rapid advancement, and his migration was the first of many 

leading to the family’s settlement in Dover.  

In the early 1630s, New Amsterdam was a fledgling colony run primarily for 

the profit of the Dutch West India Company that had sent the ill-fated Henry Hudson 

in search of a northwest passage. Hudson never made it to Asia, but he did explore a 

region from the Delaware Bay north to the westward reaches of the Hudson River, 

which formed the boundaries of seventeenth-century Dutch claims in North America. 

In 1633, New Amsterdam was still a struggling outpost attempting to establish its 

mother country as a major player in the European colonization of the Americas. It had 

an arcade of five shops on Manhattan Island, dozens of private homes, soldiers’ 

                                                
30 Donna Merwick, The Shame and the Sorrow: Dutch Amerindian Encounters 

in New Netherland (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2006), 150. This 
conflict was part of the 30 Years’ War.  

31 For more detail on Govert Loockermans’s life see David M. Riker, “Govert 
Loockermans: Free Merchant of New Amsterdam,” De Halve Maen 59, no. 60 
(September 1989): 4-10.    
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barracks and a Dutch Reformed Church, where Loockermans’s three children were 

baptized. True to its maritime heritage, Manhattan also had a boathouse and sail 

maker’s loft.32 New Amsterdam was expanding quickly as a free trade port in the 

Americas, and it was the perfect place to begin life as a trader.33   

Fortunately for Loockermans, Wouter van Twiller (d.1654, fl. 1633-38), the 

newly-appointed successor to Peter Minuit as the Director-General for New 

Netherland and the Dutch West India Company (WIC), arrived in New Amsterdam in 

the same year. Van Twiller’s leadership, while generally considered by his 

contemporaries and by modern historians to have been minimal and non-effective, did, 

nonetheless, provide Loockermans with a position as a clerk for the WIC, which 

served as a middleman between traders in the New World and buyers in the Old.34 

Bound to the Company for his passage, Loockermans worked as a WIC clerk until 

1639, when he became a freeman.35  

 In the years after Loockermans’s arrival, the monopoly of the WIC declined, 

and family-based trading operations emerged, the largest of which was established by 

                                                
32 Russell Shorto, The Island at the Center of the World: The Epic Story of 

Dutch Manhattan & the Forgotten Colony that Shaped America (New York: 
Doubleday, 2004), 82-3.   

33 Ibid., 64-5.   

34 In his defense, Van Twiller had no experience leading a colony. He was the 
nephew of Kiliaen van Rensselaer and had been a Company clerk in Amsterdam. See 
Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland, 44.   

35 Riker, 4.   
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brothers Seth and Gillis Verbrugge in the early 1640s.36 In 1641, Loockermans 

married Ariaentje Jans, a member of the Verbrugge family, in the Reformed Church in 

Amsterdam.37 He was also chosen as senior factor (agent) of the Verbrugge’s trading 

house in New Amsterdam. Though certainly selected, at least in part, for his previous 

experience in the colony, his marriage ensured his loyalty and importance to the 

operation. Ariantje Jans’s mother was sister-in-law to Gillis Verbrugge.38 

Loockermans, with his new wife, returned to New Amsterdam on board a ship rented 

by the firm and filled with trade goods.39 On the journey, Ariaentje gave birth to a 

daughter, Marritje.40 This journey marked the beginning of a successful trading and 

political career in New Amsterdam.  

                                                
36 Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland, 47.   

37 Ibid., 4.  

38 Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland, 47.   

39 Loockermans’ sister, Anneken, who later married Oloff Stephensen van 
Cortlandt, was also on board. She lived with her husband in what is now Brooklyn and 
at her death, in 1684, was eulogized by Henricus Selyns (1636-1701), the minister of 
the Dutch Reformed Church in Brooklyn. See Julia Spicher Kasdorf and Michael 
Tyrell, eds. Broken Land: Poems of Brooklyn (New York: New York University Press, 
2007), 15. Two brothers, Pieter and Jacob Loockerman settled around this time near 
Fort Orange (present Albany). It is uncertain if they were related to Govert and 
Anneken, but on April 16, 1658, the Council received a petition from Govert 
Loockermans for the payment of his brother “Peter,” a boatswain for the WIC. See 
E.B. O’Callaghan, ed. Calendar of Historical Manuscripts in the Office of the 
Secretary of State, Albany, NY (Albany: Weed, Parsons and Company, Printers, 1865), 
195.   

40 “[November] 3 At half past two o-clock in the night the wife of Govert 
Loockemans [sic] gave birth to a daughter. Thus was our number increased; God be 



 
 
 

 22 

 Little evidence survives of Govert Loockermans’s material existence. He 

acquired vast tracts of property within and without the city walls on both Manhattan 

and Long Islands. In 1642, shortly after his return to New Amsterdam, he jointly 

purchased a farm just north of the city walls along the East River.41 The next year, he 

and New England merchant Isaac Allerton were granted two lots “on the east side of 

the great highway on the Island of Manhattan.”42 Perhaps his most valuable piece of 

land, however, he earned through his second marriage to Marritje Jans in 1649. She 

had been most recently widowed by Tymen Jans, who came to New Amsterdam as a 

                                                                                                                                       
praised.” See “Journal of Antony de Hooges on his voyage to New Netherland in den 
Coninck David (V.R.B. Mss 24 Journael gehouden opt Schip den Coninck David, 
gedestineert near Nieuw-Nederlandt Anno 1641) July 30-November 29, 1641, in Van 
Rensselaer Bowier Manuscripts Being the Letters of Kiliaen van Rensselaer, 1630-
1643, And Other Documents Relating to the Colony of Rensselaerswyck , trans. and 
ed. A.J.F. van Laer (Albany: University of the State of New York, 1908), 597. Also 
Thomas Grier Evans, ed. Collections of the New York Genealogical and Biographical 
Society Vol. II Baptisms from 1639 to 1730 in the Reformed Dutch Church, New 
York (New York: Printed for the Society, 1901), 12. Anneken was a witness at the 
baby’s baptism at the Dutch Reformed Church in New Amsterdam.  

 
41 Loockermans purchased the property with Cornelis Leendertsen, who seems 

to have been a lifetime associate. Charles Gehring, ed. and trans., New York Historical 
Manuscripts: Dutch Vols. GG, HH, II [Land Papers] (Baltimore: Genealogical 
Publishing Company, 1980), 14 (GG 47).  

42 Ibid., 19 (GG 62). Isaac Allerton, a Mayflower passenger, left Plymouth 
Colony and began a lucrative trading operation from Marblehead, Massachusetts to 
Virginia. In this period, he was living in New Haven, and Govert Loockermans was 
often his factor in New Amsterdam. 
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ship’s carpenter in the WIC.43 Because Dutch inheritance laws, unlike those of the 

English, allowed the widow to keep all of the couple’s property until she remarried, a 

Dutch widow could be quite wealthy in her own right.44 Marritje’s late husband had 

been granted a patent for land on the River Road (now Pearl Street) near the city 

wall.45 Loockermans’s property bordered modern-day Wall Street to the north and 

Pearl Street to the east, near present-day Hanover Square. The New York Stock 

Exchange stands today northeast of the property.  

 Surviving court documentation gives some indication of what Loockermans 

built on his property. His large house, along what is now Hanover Square, was 

included on the Duke’s Plan of New Amsterdam, a map published in 1664. 

Incidentally, a copy of this same map hung in the back room of the Loockerman 

townhouse in Dover more than two centuries later (Figure 17).46  

                                                
43 Marritje seems to have been a colorful character. She appears often in the 

surviving records of New Amsterdam. She allegedly committed “adultery…not for 
money but for otters and beavers.” See Shorto, 83.  

44 After she remarried, half of the estate went directly to her children and she 
entered the marriage with the other half. See Firth Haring Fabend, “‘According to 
Holland Custome’: Jacob Leisler and the Loockermans Estate Feud,” De Halve Maen 
67, no. 1 (1994): 1-8.   

45 Loockermans sold of pieces of this property throughout his life. See 
Gehring, (Book II), 112-13. See also Riker, 7.   

46 The map in Dover has a handwritten note on it indicating that the British 
Library verified its accuracy in the mid-nineteenth century.  
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In an August 1654 court case, Cornelis Willemsz was examined thoroughly 

and subsequently banished for breaking into Govert Loockermans’s “residence.” 

According to Willemsz’s confession, he entered through an open gate and proceeded 

to break a window to visit the maid. Loockermans pursued and imprisoned him. The 

Council found most of Willemsz’s story improbable “because the gate was locked 

with a night bolt and even was secured below with a door bar.” Instead, they 

determined that he climbed over the high wall near the gate with inside assistance: 

“From the layout of the place and the height of the fence it is deduced and [  ] that he, 

the prisoner, [   ] help…had first to climb over a high fence before he could reach the 

glass.”47 Loockermans also had a brew house on his property, because in September 

1653, he sued Claes Pieterson Kos for breach of contract to “make the roof of a brew 

house, for the want of which great damage might ensue.”48 Because he was so heavily 

involved in trade and does not appear to have singly owned a warehouse elsewhere, he 

                                                
47 This investigation is covered in the Council Minutes dated 24 August 1654 

(5:338-339) and 2 September 1654 (5:365). In Charles Gehring, ed. and trans. New 
York Historical Manuscripts: Dutch Vol. 5 (Council Minutes, 1652-1654) (Baltimore: 
Geneaological Publishing Co., Inc., 1983), 169-70, 181-2. According to Gehring, 
Stuyvesant was particularly upset about this incident because it happened during a 
night of celebration “when the bonfires were burning in celebration of the peace and 
alliance between the states of Holland and England.” Willemsz was questioned no 
fewer than three times and once threatened with being examined “more closely and 
severely” (nauwer en scherper), which Gehring interprets as torture (n. 172). 

48 The Records of New Amsterdam From 1653 to 1674, Vol. 1, Minutes of the 
Court of Burgomasters and Schepens, (New York: Knickerbocker Press, 1897), 121.  
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may also have had a warehouse on the property. This would explain the need for the 

heavy fortifications Cornelis Willemsz breached.49  

 In the ensuing decades, Loockermans served in a number of civic positions. By 

this time, he had been the factor of the Verbrugge trading house for nearly a decade. In 

1653, when the Council needed to raise money for the defense of the city, 

Loockermans’s tax assessment was 150 guilders. Of the 42 men listed to contribute, 

only 12 were assessed for contributions of 150 guilders or more.50 In February of 1653 

and for several years thereafter, Govert Loockermans was appointed one of two 

firemasters “to inspect, whenever they please, all houses and chimneys in the 

jurisdiction of this City and there to do for the prevention of fires.”51 He also served as 

a churchwarden of the Dutch Reformed Church, schepen and burgomaster.52 

Throughout these years, he was often called upon to be an arbitrator in civic disputes. 

In July 1664, he was described as an “old schepen of this city” when ordered by the 

                                                
49 J.H. Innes, New Amsterdam and Its People: Studies, Social and 

Topographical, of the Town under Dutch and Early English Rule (New York: Charles 
Scribner’s Sons, 1902), 238.   

50 Assessed amounts ranged from 50 to 200 florins. Fernow, The Records of 
New Amsterdam, Vol. 1, 66.  By comparison, in the 1640s, the Director of the WIC 
made about 250 guilders per month; the average trading factor made between 50 and 
75 guilders. See Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland, 183. 

51 Ibid., 22.   

52 Jaap Jacobs defines a schepen as a “member of the municipal court of 
justice” and a burgomaster as an “executive urban magistrate.” See Jacobs, The 
Colony of New Netherland, 293.    
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Court to resolve a dispute over ambergris for a London trading house.53 At his death in 

the winter of 1670 or the spring of 1671, he was a Lieutenant in Captain Martin 

Kregier’s regiment.54  

Despite, or perhaps because of, his civic engagement, Loockermans’s 

relationship with Director-General Peter Stuyvesant (d. 1672, fl. 1647-64) was 

volatile. Loockermans was generally a dependable ally entrusted with great 

responsibility as a civic leader and state trading representative. Trade took him from 

New England to Virginia, including several voyages to settlements along the South 

[Delaware] River, an area claimed simultaneously by the Dutch, Swedish and English. 

Loockermans spoke several Native languages, and often carried official 

correspondence to other colonies or Native nations. He was never, however, far from 

suspicion of, often violent, misconduct. In the fall of 1647, a Minquas leader brought 

charges to Peter Stuyvesant against Loockermans for killing the leader’s brother. In a 

telling incident of European-Native diplomacy, Stuyvesant instructed his commissary 

                                                
53 Court Minutes, 9 July 1664, in Berthold Fernow, ed. The Records of New 

Amsterdam from 1653 to 1674 Vol. 5 Minutes of the Court of Burgomasters and 
Schepens, Jan. 8, 1664 to May 1, 1667, Inclusive, (New York: Knickerbocker Press, 
1897), 92.   

54 Court Minutes of New Amsterdam, 16 May 1671: “Capt. Martin Kregier 
appearing in Court requests in substance: - That the court would be pleased to order, 
how and in what manner the nomination should be made of a person for Lieutenant of 
his Company in place of Govert Loocquermans decd.” In Berthold Fernow, ed. The 
Records of New Amsterdam From 1653 to 1674 Vol. VI, Minutes of the Court of 
Burgomasters and Schepens May 8, 1666 to Sept. 5, 1673, Inclusive (New York: 
Knickerbocker Press, 1897), 299.  
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at the South River: “You will please inquire diligently into the circumstances and truth 

of the matter, and should you [find] Govert Loockermans to be at fault, conceal it so 

that on our part the Indians are given no occasion for new discontent.”55 Loockermans 

claimed he had merely threatened the man for injuring his skipper. 

The next year, Loockermans was accused by Swedish Governor Johan Printz 

of contraband trade in powder, guns and lead to the Native peoples of the Delaware 

Valley. In June 1648, Stuyvesant wrote to Andries Hudde, his commissary on the 

South (Delaware) River, asking him to investigate the allegations and, if true, to hold 

Loockerman in custody. From that point, Hudde closely tracked Loockermans’s pelts 

and confiscated those without provenance.56 Loockermans’s reputation was apparently 

so widespread that in 1648, a minor trader named Govert Aertsen applied for 

documentation from the Council of New Amsterdam to present to the magistrates in 

New England certifying that he was not, in fact, Govert Loockermans.57 At the same 

time, Loockermans must have had other interests than business. He was admonished 

                                                
55 Bracketed sections are missing; bracketed words are the hypotheses of 

translator Charles Gehring. Petrus Stuyvesant to Andries Hudde, [1647?] in Charles 
Gehring, ed. and trans. New York Historical Manuscripts: Dutch Vols. XVIII-XIX, 
Delaware Papers, Dutch Period – A Collection of Documents Pertaining to the 
Regulation on the South River of New Netherland, 1648-1664 (Baltimore: 
Genealogical Publishing Co., Inc., 1981), 22 (18:10).   

56 Peter Stuyvesant to Andries Hudde, 15 June 1648 in ibid., 26.   

57 Resolution in Council Minutes, 25 May 1648. E.B. O’Callaghan, ed. 
Calendar of Historical Manuscripts in the Office of the Secretary of State, Albany, NY, 
(Albany: Weed, Parsons and Company, Printers, 1865), 117.  



 
 
 

 28 

in March 1648 by the Verbrugges for writing “one-and-half page full of news, such as 

[the journey of] our little ship to the north and further about the situation of the land, 

which is unnecessary as we learn that sufficiently orally from the captain and the 

passengers, but the trade, that really concerns us.”58 His employers, more so than their 

agent, wanted to focus on trade.   

Whether legal or not, the trade in material goods – primarily beaver pelts – 

made Govert Loockermans the man he was. In a rebuke to Loockermans for being 

among the signatories of the Representation of New Netherland in 1650, Cornelius 

van Tienhoven wrote, “This Loockmans [sic] ought to show gratitude to the Company, 

next to God, for his elevation, and not advise its removal from the country.”59 

Loockermans died intestate in 1670 or 1671 as one of the wealthiest men in the 

colony. He had married twice and left two biological daughters, Marritje (b. 1641) and 

                                                
58 24 March 1648, Stuyvesant-Rutherford Papers 3-2, New York Historical 

Society in Jacobs, The Colony of New Netherland, 143.  

59 “Answer to the Representation of New Netherland, by Cornelis Van 
Tienhoven, 1650” in J. Franklin Jameson, ed. Narratives of New Netherland, 1609-
1644 (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1909), 376. When Stuyvesant learned 
about this “Representation of New Netherland, he wrote to his commissary on the 
South (Delaware) River, “on the contrary [they are nothing else] than false libels, 
calumnies and slanders against the honorable directors and their officials. Govert 
Loockermans and his friends have acted as hypocrites and deceivers towards me and 
the Company, may God forgive them.” Letter from Petrus Stuyvesant to Andries 
Hudde, 1650 in Gehring, New York Historical Manuscripts: Dutch Vols. XVIII-XIX 
Delaware Papers, 31. Nevertheless, Loockermans was thereafter chosen for numerous 
government posts.   
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Jannetie (b. 1643), from his first marriage, and one biological son, Jacob (1652-1730) 

and a stepdaughter, Elsie, from his second marriage.60  

 Govert Loockermans saw many changes in his lifetime. New Amsterdam grew 

from a small trading post to a diverse, permanent, and coveted city. For most of his 

life, the place had been New Amsterdam; in 1664, the English took control of the city 

and changed its name to New York. This cultural shift caused particular difficulties for 

the administration of Govert Loockermans’s will that would affect later generations of 

his family.  

 The administration of Loockermans’s estate lasted more than twenty years – 

until 1692 – with Loockermans’s two biological daughters and their affluent husbands 

pitted against Jacob Loockermans and his half-sister Elsie. After being widowed once, 

Elsie had married Jacob Leisler, a prominent merchant and one of the city’s largest 

landowners, who seized control of the government of New York in 1689, ostensibly 

for the newly-crowned King William and Queen Mary of England. Two factions 

formed – one was pro-Leisler and the other against. Leisler’s control lasted less than 

two years; he was executed for treason in 1691.  

Historians continue to look for satisfactory reasons for why the factions formed 

the way they did – from ethnicity and national origin to religion and socioeconomic 

                                                
60 The most accurate genealogy of the Loockerman family may be found in 

“Genealogies of Four Families of Dorchester County: Harrison Haskins, Caile, 
Loockerman,” Maryland Historical Magazine 11, no. 1 (March 1916): 193-202, 295-
300.   
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status – but have found no simple way to distinguish the two groups.61 Few historians 

have considered how Govert Loockermans’s death and the settling of his estate may 

have helped to precipitate the conflict.62 Shortly before his death, in 1664, the English 

took control of New Amsterdam. Many of its most prominent citizens, including 

Govert Loockermans and his sons-in-law Hans Kierstede and Jacob Leisler, took the 

oath to “bee [sic] a true subject, to the King of Great Brittaine [sic]” in October 

1664.63 With this allegiance came a promise that Dutch customs, including those of 

inheritance, could be maintained. In the Dutch tradition, in the absence of a prenuptial 

agreement, property was held by both husband and wife in a “community of goods.” 

When a person died intestate, as Govert Loockermans and many others did, the 

surviving spouse retained half of the deceased’s property and the children inherited the 

                                                
61 Megan Lindsay, “Leislerian and Anti-Leislerian Political Ideologies in an 

Atlantic Context,” (paper presented at Cities in Revolt: The Dutch-American Atlantic, 
ca. 1650-1815, Columbia University, New York, New York, November 13-14, 2009).   

62 Notable exceptions to this are Lawrence H. Leder, “The Unorthodox 
Domine: Nicholas Van Rensselaer,” New York History 35 (April 1954): 166-176; Firth 
Haring Fabend, “‘According to Holland Custome’: Jacob Leisler and the Loockermans 
Estate Feud,” De Halve Maen 67, no. 1 (Spring 1994): 1-8; and David E. Narrett, 
Inheritance and Family Life in Colonial New York City (Ithaca: Cornell University 
Press, 1992).   

63 “A Catalogue Alphabeticall of ye Names of such Inhabitants of New Yorke 
&c as tooke the Oath to bee true subjects, to His Majesties, October the 21st, 22nd, 24th 
and 26th dayes 1664…” in E.B. O’Callaghan, ed. Documents Relative to the Colonial 
History of the State of New York; Procured in Holland, England and France, by John 
Romeyn Brodhead, Esq., Agent Vol. III (Albany: Weed, Parsons and Company, 
Printers, 1856), 76.  
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other half. In contrast, English primogeniture prized the eldest son over the widow and 

the other children.64  

In the newly English city, these two inheritance practices conflicted. When 

Jacob Leisler became his stepmother’s attorney, he chose to follow both selectively, 

enraging Govert’s biological daughters and their husbands. Jacob Loockermans, 

Govert’s only son and about 20 years old at the time, received all of his father’s real 

estate. Several conditions complicated his inheritance, however. Govert had been 

married before, his daughters were from that previous marriage, and they also could 

claim land from the marriage. In addition, Govert’s second wife, Marritje, had been 

herself married twice before she married Loockermans. It is hardly surprising, then, 

that in 1674 – the year the Dutch briefly regained power over New York – Govert’s 

two biological daughters, Marritje and Jannetie and their husbands, sued Govert’s 

widow. On June 26, 1674, the two husbands, Balthazar Bayard and Hans Kierstede 

sought “a repartition and division of the estate of the late Govert Loockermans with 

his widow.” Widow Marritje, feigning ignorance of the proceedings, requested a six- 

to eight-week delay “until the return home of Sieur Jacob Leyslar.”65 The case does 

                                                
64 Fabend, 4. Fabend, in fact, suggests that because Dutch custom was so 

entrenched, writing a will was, in many cases, “superfluous” (5).  

65 Court Minutes, 19 and 26 June 1674, in Berthold Fernow, The Records of 
New Amsterdam From 1653 to 1674 Anno Domini Vol. VII Minutes of the Court of 
Burgomasters and Schepens Sept. 11, 1673 to Nov. 10, 1674, Inclusive and 
Administrative Minutes March 8, 1657 to Jan. 28, 1661, Inclusive (New York: 
Knickerbocker Press, 1897), 99 and 103.  
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not, in fact, reappear in the court records, but when widow Marritje died in 1677, she 

left her entire estate equally to her three biological children, only of one whom, Jacob, 

was Govert’s child. Her estate was considerable. In an addition to her will dated 

November 1, 1677, she lists her most precious material objects. She left a “golden ear 

iron,” a “great” Bible, a silver bodkin, three silver spoons, a silver chain with keys, 

and a silver chain “with a Case and Cushion.” Jacob Loockerman, her only surviving 

son, inherited her “Diamond Rose Ring.”66  

Maria’s will, however, omitted her two stepdaughters, who by Dutch 

inheritance practice, were entitled to a share of the estate that had once belonged to 

their father. The two parties returned to court several times over the next 15 years. The 

battles were in many cases acrimonious, with Jacob Leisler, fighting for his wife’s 

rights and the large debts owed to him from the couple’s estate, on one side, and 

Balthazar Bayard, husband of Govert’s daughter Marritje, on the other.67 Incidentally, 

when Jacob Leisler took power in Leisler’s rebellion in 1689, his principal adversary 

                                                
66 Will of Mary Jansen [Loockermans], 7 May 1677 (with additions 1 

November 1677), New York County Surrogates Court, 1:393-399. The house where 
she and Govert Loockermans had lived, near Hanover Square, was apparently sold to 
the infamous William Kidd by 1695 (Riker, 10).      

67 An undated (after 1742, probably mid-eighteenth-century) document in the 
Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers suggests that the Bayard side even produced a 
false land patent suggesting that Loockermans’s land in the city had been given to him 
by the English Governor Nicholls, not inherited from Marritje Loockerman’s previous 
husband, and that his biological children were the rightful owners of it. “Narrative of 
the right setting & planting The several Lots & Houses in Hanover Square New York 
_,” undated, Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover, Delaware.  
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was Nicholas Bayard, Balthazar Bayard’s brother. The still-unresolved inheritance 

dispute must have strained matters further. Govert Loockermans’s estate remained 

unsettled even after Leisler’s execution in 1691. In September of that year, only three 

months after Leisler’s death, Bayard became the administrator of Loockermans’s 

estate.68 The parties finally agreed, a year later, to resolve the conflict by Dutch 

custom. They appraised Govert and Marritje Loockermans’s property as one and 

divided it in half with one-half for Govert’s children and one half for Marritje’s 

children.69 Only Jacob Loockermans, who had originally been given the entire estate, 

stood to lose.  

It is uncertain why Jacob Leisler, as Marritje Loockermans’s attorney, 

continually favored his brother-in-law Jacob Loockermans in the estate proceedings. It 

may have been because Elsie and Jacob had the same mother, while Jacob’s other 

half-sisters did not. Two documents in the Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, 

however, may shed new light on this issue. A 1758 copy of a 1679 transfer of property 

from Jacob Loockerman to Jacob Leisler reveals that Loockerman was indebted to 

Leisler for 40,000 pounds of tobacco. According to the transfer, Jacob Loockerman 

was living in St. Mary’s County, Maryland. The transfer names him as “Jacob 

Lokerman of St. Maries County in the Province of Maryland Chirurgion [surgeon].” In 

                                                
68 Fabend, 7-8.   

69 Narrett, 92. This document is footnoted in Narrett’s book as Legal 
Document number 5810 at the Museum of the City of New York. It could not be 
located. It may be at the New York Historical Society.   
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payment of this debt, he released all his claims to real and personal property “within 

the Government of New-York or the Precincts thereof.”70 Another undated document 

confirms this and adds that Jacob Loockerman was sent to Maryland to trade on 

Leisler’s behalf: “Jacob Lookerman [sic] being fond of Trade Leisler Sent Him a 

trading to Maryland with a Cargo where He Stay’d a while and not being able to make 

Returns…conveys to Jacob Leisler All his Estate…in this Province in Consideration 

of forty Thousand Weight of Tobacco.”71 Leisler was a major creditor to the estate of 

Jacob’s mother as well; at Leisler’s execution, Marritje Loockermans’s estate owed 

him £36,010.72   

 Whether it was debt or the rapidly changing political climate of New York 

City, Jacob Loockerman was living in St. Mary’s County, Maryland by 1678. Drawn 

perhaps by the prospects of large expanses of fertile land to grow lucrative tobacco, he 

applied for naturalization there in November 1678 “to have hold and Enjoy any Lands 

Tenements Rents or Hereditaments within this Province” and to be able to sue in 

                                                
70 “1679 Transferral Jacob Loockerman to Jacob Leisler,” 18 October 1679 

(1758 Copy). Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives. 
According to a note on the reverse, the original from which this copy was made was 
found among the papers of Elsie Leisler’s daughter, Mary Governeur in March of 
1742. All of the papers then passed to her daughter, and Jacob Gaoler[?] certified this 
copy on November 10, 1758. Interestingly, this document was witnessed in Maryland 
by “Robert Ridgly,” possibly an ancestor of the Ridgely family that would be the 
Loockerman family’s neighbor in Dover.  

71 “Narrative of the right setting & planting,” undated, Loockerman/Bradford 
Family Papers.  

 
72 Fabend, 7.   
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court.73 He witnessed several wills and married Ellinor Keiting, whose father owned 

property in St. Mary’s County, Maryland and in Ireland. Governor Calvert and Lord 

Baltimore were also in debt to him, the payments of which he left to his children, 

Thomas and Ellinor.74 Within a few years, however, Jacob Loockermans moved east, 

where he purchased land in Dorchester and what would become Caroline Counties on 

the eastern shore of the Chesapeake Bay (Figure 18).  

Dorchester County, carved from Talbot County in 1669, was bounded by the 

Nanticoke River on the south and the Choptank River to the north. It was nearly twice 

its modern size. At that time, there were about 500 settlers in the newly formed 

County.75 By the mid-seventeenth century, little land was left to claim in St. Mary’s 

County, but counties to the east were ripe for development. In addition, boundary 

disputes with William Penn over the location of the east-west boundary of Maryland 

                                                
73 Petition for Naturalization of James and Magdalene Peane and Jacob 

Lookerman, Proceedings and Acts of the General Assembly, November 1678 (Liber 
W.H.&L., 159) in William Hand Browne, ed. The Archives of Maryland Vol. VII, 
Proceedings and Acts of the General Assembly of Maryland, October 1678-November 
1683 (Baltimore: Maryland Historical Society, 1889), 79.  

74 Will of Nicholas Keiting, 20 April 1657, Maryland Prerogative Court, 
1:150. Keiting died in 1661.    

75 This history and geography of Dorchester County is taken from Christopher 
Weeks, ed. Between the Nanticoke and the Choptank: An Architectural History of 
Dorchester County, Maryland (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press and The 
Maryland Historical Trust, 1984), 12-16. The largest tract in Dorchester County, in 
fact, was 6,000 acres along the Nanticoke River and called Nanticoke Manor surveyed 
for Lord Baltimore in April 1664.   
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and Delaware forced the Lords Baltimore to make settlement on the eastern shore of 

the Chesapeake Bay a particular priority.   

In 1682 and for several subsequent years, Jacob Loockerman served as a 

commissioner of Dorchester County.76 In the 1690s he served as county sheriff and 

was named part of a committee for the laying out of districts and parishes in 

Dorchester County.77 In 1696, as one of the “military men of Dorchester County,” he 

signed the “Association Address” presented by the people of Maryland to King 

William after hearing of his survival of an assassination attempt.78 Like his father, he 

died a colonel in the local militia.   

To support his civic activity, Loockerman needed to accumulate land and 

cultivate it. When he arrived in Dorchester County in the late 1670s or early 1680s, the 

County was still being settled by gentry migrating from Virginia and western 

                                                
76 “Addition to the Dorchester County Commission,” Proceedings of the 

Council of Maryland, 13 May 1682(Liber R.R.R., 249) in Archives of Maryland XVII, 
406; Proceedings of General Assembly, 31 August 1685, (Liber W.H., 252) in 
Archives of Maryland VII, 612. Also Proceedings of the Council of Maryland, 15 May 
1686 (Liber B) in William Hand Browne, ed. The Archives of Maryland Vol. V, 
Proceedings of the Council of Maryland, 1667-1687/8 (Baltimore: Maryland 
Historical Society, 1887), 503.  

77 See Archives of Maryland XIX, 202 and XX, 67. These parish lines were 
informed to a large extent by the Choptank River and its tributaries, a primary 
waterway for trade to the Chesapeake Bay. The committee divided the county into two 
parishes, Great Choptanke and Dorchester.  

78 See “The Humble and Loyall Address of yor Mats Subjects the in yor  Mats 
Province of Maryland,” Proceedings of the Council of Maryland 1693-1697 (Lib. 
H.D., 28) in The Archives of Maryland 20, 545.   
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Maryland for larger land grants. Dorchester County’s first town, Cambridge, on the 

south side of the mouth of the Great Choptank River, was laid out in 1686. The 

Choptank River and its tributaries, running west from what is now Kent County, 

Delaware and into the Chesapeake Bay at Cambridge, provided the necessary water 

routes to transport agricultural products away from the plantation and into the Atlantic 

trading world. It was important enough that it appeared on several seventeenth-century 

maps of the colony.79 Jacob Loockerman’s landholdings were perfectly placed along 

tributaries of the Choptank River to take advantage of both the water route to the 

Chesapeake Bay and one of the County’s only successful seventeenth-century towns.  

Jacob Loockerman died in 1730 in possession of more than 1000 acres in the 

watershed of the Choptank River. Not coincidentally, he owned extensive property on 

both major southern tributaries of the Choptank, Cabbin and Hunting Creeks, as well 

as on the Honga River. In 1681/2, Loockerman appears in the deed books as the 

purchaser, from John Alford, of “Addition,” on the south side of the Little Choptank 

River, near Hudson River in Figure 18.80 He also owned a tract of land called 

                                                
79 See “A Draught of the Sea Coast and Rivers, of Virginia, Maryland and 

New England,” London, 1672 reprinted in Weeks, 5. The Choptank River is included 
along with the Chester, Patuxent, James and York Rivers.  

80 Addition was “att the South Side of little Choptank River and on the 
westerne side of a Creeke Called Tobacco Stick Creeke.” Patent, John Alford to Jacob 
Loockerman, 16 March 1681/2, Maryland Land Records, 29:102. This patent is dated 
1681 (Old Style), but would be in 1682 in the New Style. Until the 1750s, the English 
remained on the Old Style (Julian) Calendar in which the year began on March 25. 
The Dutch and most of the rest of Europe had abandoned this calendar and 



 
 
 

 38 

Wenhams Rest “in the marshes at the head of Hunger [Honga] River,” which runs 

between Hooper’s Island and the mainland west of Cambridge.81 He did not own this 

property at his death in 1730, but by then, he had acquired several other tracts in the 

County. His 1730 will indicates that his “dwelling plantation” was on a 1,000-acre 

tract of land called “Regulation” west of Cambridge.82 He also owned “Taylors 

Promise,” located on Hunting Creek, near present-day Preston, Maryland. It would 

later come to be known as Loockerman’s Manor after the family that inhabited it for 

several generations.83 Jacob’s youngest son was to get an additional 400 acres lying on 

Cabbin Creek, another southern tributary of the Choptank.84 In total, at his death, 

Loockerman owned 2400 acres in eighteenth-century Dorchester County. This was 

significant, but certainly not extraordinary for a county in which the original land 

                                                                                                                                       
transitioned to the New Style (Gregorian) Calendar in which the year begins on 
January 1.  

81 Resurvey of Wenhams Rest for Jacob Loockerman, 2 May 1682, Maryland 
Land Records, 24:459.   

82 Will of Coll. Jacob Loockerman, Maryland Prerogative Court, 1 July 1729 
(proved 27 October 1730), 20:109. Originally part of a larger tract called “Foulkes 
Content,” “Regulation” is now part of the “West End” of Cambridge. See also Calvin 
Mowbray, First Dorchester Families (1984, reprint, Westminster, MD: Heritage 
Books, 2007), 89. 

83 Ibid. In Jacob Loockerman’s 1730 will, Nicholas Loockerman received 500 
acres (half of the tract) of Taylors Promise “lying in Dorset [Dorchester] County at the 
Head of a Creek called Hunting Creek.” Hunting Creek is a southern tributary of the 
Choptank River with its mouth near the town of Choptank, Maryland.  

84 See Coll. Jacob Loockerman Will. This property was probably west of 
present-day Hurlock, Maryland.  
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patents were for up to 6,000 acres. Within two generations, however, Jacob 

Loockerman’s children and grandchildren who remained had married into Dorchester 

County’s largest landowning families, including the Ennalls, Allen and Woolford 

families.  

Not surprisingly in marshy Dorchester County (and Loockerman’s land at 

“Regulation” between Cambridge and the Chesapeake Bay must have been 

particularly wet), Jacob Loockerman’s house does not survive.85 Based on the 

inventory taken at his dwelling on September 5, 1731, Loockerman probably lived in a 

two-story, hall-parlor plan house, a plan common in the Mid-Atlantic region.86 His 

inventory shows evidence of an educated man with some means at his disposal. He 

had several books and pieces of silver, but his inventory contained primarily farming 

and cooking implements, tools and livestock.    

Perhaps because the inventory was taken almost a year after his death, it is 

difficult to determine which room – the hall or parlor – had the more public function. 

The goods in the parlor had a higher value. Most of the textiles were there, including 

20 linen napkins, two linen (diaper) tablecloths and 14 diaper napkins, and a 

                                                
85 Cary Carson et al., “Impermanent Architecture in the Southern American 

Colonies,” Winterthur Portfolio 16 (1981), 173. 

86 Gabrielle M. Lanier and Bernard L. Herman, Everyday Architecture of the 
Mid-Atlantic: Looking at Buildings and Landscapes (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 
University Press), 16-19. 
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“Huccabak [sic] Table Cloath and 4 napkins.87 The parlor also contained two calico 

coverlets, an “old” looking glass, 11 chairs, and two punch bowls with four glasses 

valued at five shillings. There were also two comparatively inexpensive bedsteads, 

two feather bolsters and one feather bed in the parlor. The room was heated; there 

were “old Small Books on ye Mantlepiece” worth three shillings. The parlor closet 

concealed Jacob Loockerman’s most expensive possessions besides his clothing 

(£7.3.6), “Seaven Silver Spoones, 1 Do. Cupp” worth £6.6.7. The hall, however, had 

more furniture, including a desk worth £3 and a “long Table of black Walnut,” valued 

with a form, at £1.5.0. Jacob Loockerman’s professional tools were also in this room. 

A “Chirurgeons Chest with Some Bottles and Gally Pots” worth £1 as well as “1 Case 

of Pockett Silver Instruments” (£1.15.0) and a pewter syringe worth a shilling.88 The 

hall closet contained case bottles, various cooking implements, two funnels, an 

“Urinall Glass,” two earthenware chamber pots and two old cases of knives and forks.  

 The chambers above reflect the large size of Loockerman’s family; he had six 

children and five bedsteads upstairs. The parlor chamber had one bed valued at 

£4.13.0 along with £0.9.0 for the “bedstead Matt & Cord.” The hall chamber had two 

other beds, including the most expensive in the house valued at £5.10.0 and another 

worth £3.16.0. An “Inward Chamber,” inventoried after the parlor chamber but before 

                                                
87 All of these textiles are figured linens. See Florence M. Montgomery, 

Textiles in America, 1659-1870 (New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 2007).   

88 A gally pot is an earthenware vessel typically used by apothecaries to mix 
ointments. See “gallipot,” Oxford English Dictionary.  
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the hall chamber, had yet another bed and two bedsteads. At his death, Jacob 

Loockerman owned six beds and seven bedsteads.  

The Kitchen was inventoried after the two downstairs rooms but before the two 

upstairs, suggesting that perhaps it formed an addition on the house. It held 115 

pounds of “Prety [sic] good Pewter” worth a considerable £4.15.0. As would be 

expected, the kitchen also included cooking utensils and vessels, but no furniture at 

all. The only two outbuildings mentioned are a “Store” and “Cyder House.” The store 

held 10 Barrels of Indian corn – the only agricultural product in the estate – worth £3. 

The rest of the inventory included ten slaves, either very old or very young, who had 

not been already bequeathed in Loockerman’s will, and livestock. Loockerman’s 

possessions were worth £189.2.6; including his debts “Sperate and Desperate,” his 

estate was worth £280.5.0.89 This was a considerable estate, but when his son, Jacob 

Loockerman, Jr. died the next year, his estate, inventoried in both Dorchester and 

Talbot Counties, was worth four times that of his father.90  

Perhaps more importantly for the history of the Loockermans in Dover, Jacob 

Loockerman, Sr. also left five sons and a daughter. Although he divided his sizeable 

                                                
89 Probate Inventory of Coll. Jacob Loockerman, Maryland Prerogative Court, 

5 September 1731, 16:369.   

90 Probate Inventory of Jacob Loockerman, Jr., Maryland Prerogatives Court, 
15 September 1732 [Dorchester County] and 18 September 1732 [Talbot County]. It 
seems likely, based on the large numbers of items in his inventory that already Jacob 
Loockerman, Jr. was involved in mercantile activity. His “store” held, among other 
things, 16 pounds of thread, 54 yards of fine “Lancaster linnen,” 48 dozen coat 
buttons, and 38 dozen vest buttons.   
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estate among them, Jacob his eldest son, inherited most of his father’s property. Under 

the English custom of primogeniture, the other children – John, Thomas, Govert (his 

children, because Govert predeceased his father), Nicholas and Mary – got smaller 

portions of the estate. Nicholas inherited 500 acres of Taylor’s Promise in northern 

Dorchester County, a slave named Davie, five shillings and one-sixth of his father’s 

personal estate.91 His inheritance probably could not have provided him the life to 

which he was already accustomed and would prove inadequate to keep him in 

Maryland.92 Even before his father’s death, then, young Nicholas Loockerman set out 

60 miles northeast along the Choptank River to find his fortune in the newly 

established town of Dover, Delaware. His experience growing up as the son of landed 

Maryland gentry and the grandson of an affluent Dutch merchant, however, launched 

him quickly into the social and economic scene of Kent County, Delaware. 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

                                                
91 Will of Coll. Jacob Loockerman, 1 July 1729.   

92 See Bushman, 11.  
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Chapter 3 

THE FIRST YEARS IN DOVER, 1720-1745 

 On November 20, 1722, a young Nicholas Loockerman (1697-1771) witnessed 

a deed between Robert Dickinson, wheelwright of Kent County, Delaware and his 

cousin, Samuel Dickinson, merchant of Talbot County, Maryland.93 For the sum of 

£300, Robert Dickinson gave his cousin Samuel, soon to be the father of framer John 

Dickinson, several pieces of property bordering Samuel Dickinson’s already-extensive 

land holdings along the St. Jones River in Kent County, Delaware. Although Nicholas 

Loockerman was merely a witness to this transaction, he must have understood the 

financial and social value of land in the fertile mid-Atlantic. As estates in Maryland 

became too small to divide among many children, Samuel, like many other 

landholders on the Eastern Shore of Maryland, began to consolidate land holdings in 

comparatively rural southern Delaware. By his death, Dickinson owned almost 2400 

acres of land southeast of modern Dover. His property stretched from the St. Jones 

River across the County to the Delaware Bay.94  

                                                
93 The deed lists Robert’s home as Kent County, Pennsylvania. The modern 

state of Delaware was the “three lower counties” of Pennsylvania until 1776. This 
deed is in Kent County Land Record, G:642.  

94 Milton E. Flower, John Dickinson: Conservative Revolutionary 
(Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1983), 5. According to Flower, 
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 Nicholas Loockerman’s father, Jacob, had not had the same foresight, perhaps 

because he lacked the means to do so. Even before Jacob’s death, Nicholas had left the 

tobacco-growing region of Maryland for the wheat-growing soils of Kent County. 

According to the English laws of primogeniture, his eldest brother stood to inherit the 

majority of his father’s real and personal estate, while he and his three other brothers 

and one sister would get significantly less.95 Of his father’s approximately 2400 acres, 

Nicholas received 500 acres in Dorchester County at the head of Hunting Creek, a 

major southern tributary of the Choptank River. He also inherited a slave, five 

shillings and a sixth of his father’s personalty.96 As early as 1720, therefore, with few 

material possessions but almost certainly specific expectations of how a man of his 

pedigree should live, he left Dorchester County for Dover, Delaware (Figures 18 and 

19).  

For his father, the Choptank River had been an outlet for agricultural products 

and trade goods; for 23-year-old Nicholas, it was an avenue by which he would create 

                                                                                                                                       
Dickinson also had 9,000 acres along the northern reaches of the Choptank River in 
Maryland (6).   

 
95 Nicholas’s siblings were Jacob, Govert, John, Thomas and Mary. Their birth 

order is somewhat uncertain, although from his name and inheritance, it seems likely 
that Jacob was the eldest. See Will of Coll. Jacob Loockerman, Maryland Prerogative 
Court, 1 July 1729 (proved 27 October 1730), 20:109.    

96 Ibid. Jacob Loockerman owned three tracts of land in 1730 (see chapter 2): 
Regulation, Cabbin Creek (400 acres), and Taylor’s Promise (1000 acres). It is 
uncertain exactly how large Regulation was at his death. Nicholas’s portion was part 
of Taylor’s Promise, near present-day Preston, Maryland and the border with 
Dorchester and Caroline Counties.  
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the foundations of a family dynasty in Kent County. After nearly a century of episodic 

moves from New Amsterdam to western Maryland and east to Dorchester County and 

Kent County, Delaware, Nicholas would plant the beginnings of more than a century 

of economic and social success in Dover. Like his progenitors, he settled near a 

navigable waterway, married well and focused on building a largely self-sufficient and 

inheritable plantation. His acquisitions in the first generation – land, an exploitable 

labor force and an agricultural infrastructure – suggest a desire to establish 

permanence.   

 In many respects, Nicholas Loockerman’s experience reflected larger patterns 

of migration into Delaware. It mirrored those of many of his neighbors, including the 

Dickinson, Ridgely, Chew and Read families, who used wealth made on Chesapeake 

tobacco to establish themselves as rural gentry in the sparsely settled “lower counties” 

of Pennsylvania. Nicholas Loockerman arrived in Kent County at an opportune 

moment, as members of other leading families consolidated land holdings and started 

new lives. Nicholas Loockerman first appeared in Kent County in November of 1721 

as a witness to a deed.97 He appeared almost exactly a year later, in the deed 

mentioned earlier, when he helped Samuel Dickinson acquire land from his cousin in 

Kent County. Within two decades of this deed, Samuel Dickinson had left his sizeable 

Maryland plantation to his eldest surviving son, Henry, and settled in Kent County 

permanently with his wife, Mary Cadwalader Dickinson, and eight-year-old John 

                                                
97 Kent County Land Record G:554.  
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Dickinson in tow. In a story surprisingly similar to Nicholas Loockerman’s own, 

Nicholas Ridgely (1694-1755) inherited 547 acres of his father’s estate in Anne 

Arundel County, Maryland, an inadequate portion for establishing his own family 

dynasty. As a younger son, he left Maryland, married in New Castle, Delaware in 

1723 and subsequently settled at Eden Hill, a farm west of Dover, in 1748.98      

 As this new population began to arrive in the early 1720s, Dover was still a 

fledgling town. Although William Penn had established provisions for a Kent County 

town called Dover in the 1680s, his orders were neglected for more than a decade. In 

1694, the Provincial Assembly bought 200 acres to situate the town, and a courthouse 

was built there in 1697.99 Prior to this, the political activity of Kent County had been 

centered further to the east, where the land was low-lying and predominantly marshy 

near the Delaware Bay. Until the 1690s, the County court met at Towne Point, the 

home of one of the Justices of the Peace, near the mouth of the St. Jones River.100 

Perhaps for this reason, Kent County’s earliest plantation owners, including William 

                                                
98 Richard Bushman summarizes the Ridgely family’s migration to Delaware 

in The Refinement of America: Persons, Houses, Cities (New York: Vintage Books, 
1992), 11. More detailed history is included in Delaware Public Archives 
Commission, A Calendar of Ridgely Family Letters, ed. Leon de Valinger, Jr., 3 vols. 
(Dover, DE: Published privately, 1948-61).  

99 Bushman, 12-13.  Prior to Penn’s renaming of Kent and Sussex Counties 
(previously, they had been St. Jones and Whorekill, respectively), the area around 
Dover had been called Canterbury. Canterbury is now the name of a crossroads about 
8 miles south of Dover on State Route 13 (Dupont Highway).   

100 Harold B. Hancock, A History of Kent County Delaware (Dover, DE: 
Dover Litho Printing Company for the Delaware Bicentennial Committee, 1975-6), 6.    
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Rodney, Caesar Rodney’s grandfather, and, later, Samuel Dickinson also inhabited 

plantations there. When Nicholas Loockerman arrived in the early 1720s, plans were 

being discussed to move the Kent County Courthouse to the eastern end of Courthouse 

Square.   

  The town of Dover itself, however, did not follow the Courthouse until 1717, 

when the property was surveyed. The town was a small area anchored by Courthouse 

Square with the remaining land divided into lots to be sold.101 Unlike Elkton, 

Maryland or Newark, Delaware, which grew informally around the junctures of major 

roads, Dover was a planned community, like its much larger counterpart to the north, 

Philadelphia.102 Rather unimaginatively, the town was bordered by the surviving 

North, South, East and West streets.103 Town lots, however, were not particularly 

popular, and most of the town commissioners charged with selling the lots died before 

                                                
101 Until 1722, the Kent County Courthouse occupied the same place on the 

southeastern corner of King [State] Street that it occupies today. From 1722 to 1874, it 
was located on the site of the present Old State House, which occupies the entire 
eastern side of the Square. Dover has always been the county seat of Kent County, but 
it did not become Delaware’s state capital until 1777 when the pressure from the 
British in Philadelphia forced the Delaware legislature to move the capital inland from 
New Castle.   

102 Bushman, 13.   

103 In modern terms, eighteenth-century Dover stretched from the Schwartz 
Center to the north and Kent General Hospital to the south, and from the railroad 
tracks west of Dover to about a block east of the Old State House on the Green. I am 
indebted to Margaret Dunham of the Delaware Public Archives for explaining Dover’s 
earliest town plan.   
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they were all sold. It was not until the 1740s, as Dover’s population began to grow in 

earnest, that interest in the town center increased.  

After witnessing a number of wills and presumably renting a dwelling place, 

Nicholas Loockerman purchased 600 acres of “The Range,” a 1000-acre property on 

the northeast side of the main branch of the Dover (or St. Jones) River.104 He would 

continue to purchase parts of The Range, as well as property to the southwest, called 

Stone Hive, near present-day Hazlettville.105 In 1723 alone, he purchased some 1400 

acres of land at a net expense of more than £50.106 The rapidity with which he 

purchased property in these early years suggests that he had moderate financial 

resources at his disposal; the lengthy periods for which he held it indicates his 

aspirations to permanence.   

Loockerman’s finances and future aspirations explain his marriage to Sarah 

Emerson before November of 1723 when the couple sold Benjamin Shurmer more 

                                                
104 Deed from Andrew Caldwell and Benjamin Shurmer to Nicholas 

Loockerman, 14 February 1723 (acknowledged 25 February 1723), Kent County Land 
Record H:96. This deed refers to an agreement of 14 August 1723, but was signed and 
acknowledged in February of the same year (1723 Old Style). Because Caldwell sold 
this to Nicholas Loockerman without consulting Shurmer, a quitclaim of 5 shillings 
was paid to Shurmer. This property is the current site of Delaware State University, 
about 3 miles northeast of Dover’s town center. Eventually Nicholas’s property would 
stretch up to about Delaware Technical and Community College’s Terry campus and 
across Route 13 to the site of the present Dover Downs.   

105 See Andrew Caldwell to Nicholas Loockerman, 12 March 1723, Kent 
County Land Record H:202. Caldwell sold Loockerman 200 acres on the southwest 
side of Stone Hive Swamp in “Motherkill [Murderkill] Hundred” for £100.   

106 See transactions in Kent County Land Record H:96, 118, 202.   
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than 80 acres of Brinkley’s Range on the southwest side of the Dover River.107 

Marrying Sarah Emerson was a prudent choice for a young man with few connections 

in the area. Her father was Vincent Emerson, a prominent landowner in Kent County, 

who served as sheriff in 1713.108 In his will, written on June 4, 1720, Vincent 

Emerson identifies himself as a “gentleman.” When her father died early the next year, 

Sarah Emerson, as yet unmarried, served as sole executrix and primary beneficiary of 

her father’s will. Except for the fifty acres of land he bequeathed to Elizabeth Hall, he 

left Sarah “the whole of ye residue of my estate personal and real after my just debts 

be paid.”109 Based only on what was sold in her own lifetime, she inherited more than 

200 acres, the size of the eighteenth-century town of Dover.110 When Nicholas and 

                                                
107 Nicholas and Sarah Loockerman to Benjamin Shurmer, 12 November 1723. 

Kent County Land Record H:100. Shurmer paid £50 pounds for 110 acres. In these 
early deeds, St. Jones River, St. Jones Creek and Dover River are used 
interchangeably.  

108 Named as sheriff in Kent County Land Record D:120. In August of 1715 
(Kent County Deed Record D, 109), Vincent Emerson bought 315 acres, “being most 
of Brinkcloes Range” for £20. This Emerson family should not be confused with the 
Quaker Jacob Emerson family, who were members of Duck Creek (now Smyrna) 
Meeting.  

 
109 Kent County Register of Wills, Wills and Probate Inventories, Vincent 

Emerson, 15 April 1721. 

110 See Kent County Land Records H:67, N:133.   
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Sarah had their first child in 1722, they named him Vincent, most likely to 

commemorate Sarah’s late father.111  

When Sarah Emerson Loockerman died sometime around 1745, Nicholas 

married again, this time to Hester Shurmer, a daughter of Benjamin Shurmer. Like 

Nicholas’s former father-in-law Vincent Emerson, Benjamin Shurmer, a native of 

Bristol, England, was a large landowner and involved public servant. In the early 

1720s, he was one of three commissioners charged with selling lots in Dover. Despite 

his apparent ineptitude, he was also a clerk of Kent County during the 1720s, when he 

famously took several years of court records home where they perished in a fire. 

According to a 1735 note in the Kent County records, “A Great part of the Records of 

the said county is wanting as well as many whole Books all the original Deeds and 

Wills which in Custody of said Clerk…from the beginning of the government till 

                                                
111 Vincent Loockerman’s 1722 birth date is a hypothesis. Based on Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr.’s gravestone, which says he was 65 when he died in 1785, he would 
have been born in 1720. We know, however, that Sarah Emerson was not married 
when her father drafted his will in June of 1720. Therefore, it is almost certain that 
Loockerman was born later, and 1722 is the traditional date given for his birth. See for 
example, Ames, “Genealogies of Four Families,” 198.  

Nicholas Loockerman also had a son, Richard, who is named in his father’s 
will of 1765. Richard Loockerman died in 1778 with a minor son, Nicholas, over the 
age of 14, so born sometime before 1764 (“Richard Lockerman, (dec’d.),” Kent 
County Orphans Court Case File, RG3840.000, Delaware Public Archives. In Orphans 
Court, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. and his son, Vincent Loockerman, Jr. were named 
guardians. Nothing more is known about this Richard or Nicholas. I assume, based on 
the approximate age at which Hester Shurmer married Nicholas Loockerman, that, like 
Vincent, Richard was Sarah Emerson’s child.   
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about the year” 1724.112 Nicholas seems to have followed his fathers-in-law into 

public office. For much of the 1730s, he was the county’s coroner, which appears to 

have been a lucrative position. He was paid about £3 per inquisition.113   

Very little but court documentation survives from the life of Nicholas 

Loockerman, however. Because he continued to accumulate property around the 

Range for much of the rest of his life, he may have settled there early, and he was 

living there at his death in 1771.114 The location and access to transportation were 

ideal. The Range was located along the main road from Dover to Duck Creek 

Crossroads, the pattern of which is roughly preserved in Route 13, beginning where 

Kings Highway joins it north of Dover.115 More importantly, however, like his 

neighbors to the west, the Ridgelys, and his neighbors to the south, the Dickinsons, the 

Range was also located on the Dover River (now called the St. Jones River). At all of 

these plantations, the fertile soil of the Coastal Plain was used to cultivate cereal 

grains, including Indian corn, barley and wheat. It was perhaps fortunate that Nicholas 

                                                
112 Kent County Recorder of Deeds – Misc. Folder, Delaware Public Archives, 

Dover. In First State Heritage Park, “The South Side of the Dover Green,” 
unpublished manuscript, 9.  

113 Kent County Levy Court Minutes, 1732, 2.  

114 The death date inscribed on Nicholas Loockerman’s tombstone is March 6, 
1769, but I have chosen to use 1771. Loockerman added a codicil to his will on March 
5, 1771 and signed in a barely legible, shaking hand. His tombstone claims he died at 
age 73 in 1769. If born in 1697, however, he would still have been 73 in early 1771.  

115 Duck Creek Crossroads became Smyrna in 1806. This should not be 
confused with a tract of land called “Smirna,” located south of Dover.  
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left Maryland; with its fine, sandy loam, southern Delaware had some of the colonies’ 

best soil for growing wheat, and during this period, the price of wheat was rising, and 

Philadelphia was the largest market for it.116 Kent County wheat, it was said, was the 

best for ship’s biscuits, which needed to keep for long periods at sea.117 And the St. 

Jones River, covering 73 stream miles from Kenton (northwest of Dover) to the 

Delaware Bay, was the ideal way to transport bulky agricultural products to 

Philadelphia.118 In the early eighteenth century, it was said that a 200-tun vessel could 

navigate the twelve miles to Dover’s town wharf.119 The river also must have 

provided power for a mill that is listed on Loockerman’s property at the Range as 

                                                
116 Bushman, 14.  

117 David J. Grettler, “The Nature of Capitalism: Environmental Change and 
Conflict Over Commercial Fishing in Nineteenth-Century Delaware,” In 
Environmental History 6, no. 3 (July 2001), 452. American geographer Jedidiah 
Morse reportedly said that Delaware wheat was “in such perfection as not only to be 
particularly sought throughout the union…[but] distinguished for its superior qualities 
in foreign markets.”   

 
118 Jim Daimus, “A Look at the St. Jones River,” unpublished manuscript, St. 

Jones Reserve, Dover, DE, 20. Although all roads also led to Philadelphia, water 
travel was far more reliable. See Munroe, The Philadelawareans, 31-34.  

119 Ibid., 21. In front of John Dickinson’s plantation house, a dwelling clearly 
oriented to the importance of the St. Jones River, it may have been at least a half-mile 
wide. Munroe maintains that most of the tributaries emptying into the Delaware Bay 
could accommodate vessels of 50-100 tuns. John A. Munroe, “The Eve of the 
Revolution,” in The Philadelawareans And Other Essays Relating to Delaware 
(Newark, DE: University of Delaware Press, 2004), 58.    
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early as 1723.120 It was probably a sawmill, as the sparsely populated, inland parts of 

Kent County were heavily forested with hardwoods such as oak, walnut, chestnut, 

hickory and maple that had to be cleared to access the fertile soil beneath. Ironically, it 

was this very deforestation that has contributed to making the St. Jones River the 

sluggish creek it is today. It is no longer viable, but 250 years ago, Nicholas 

Loockerman used it to power his mill and to ship agricultural products from his 

plantation to a bustling wharf on the Delaware Bay. One of the busiest in the second 

half of the eighteenth century was Little Creek Landing, where the sleepy hamlet of 

Little Creek, Delaware is today. From there, it was less than a day’s journey up the 

Delaware River to Philadelphia.     

Based on the inventory of his possessions taken at his death in 1771, Nicholas 

Loockerman seems to have focused primarily on building a sustainable presence in 

Dover and less on the acquisition of luxury goods. Throughout the late 1730s and 

early 1740s (the earliest years for which tax assessments are complete), Loockerman 

was assessed for property worth £40 in Dover Hundred, one of the highest in the 

county, behind only the likes of Samuel Dickinson and Samuel Chew, who were both 

consistently assessed at around £60.121 Yet even by his death thirty years later, 

                                                
120 Nicholas Loockerman and Sarah Emerson Loockerman to Benjamin 

Shurmer, November 12, 1723, Kent County Land Record H:100. Shurmer bought a 
parcel of land that had belonged to Vincent Emerson and was southwest of Dover 
River “near Loockerman’s mill pond.”   

121 Kent County Tax Assessments to 1742, Delaware Public Archives. The 
modern greater Dover area was composed of two eighteenth-century hundreds, 
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Loockerman owned few luxury goods. When he wrote his 1765 will, he identified 

himself as a “farmer” living in Kent County. From the inventory taken at his death, it 

appears that he lived in a four-room, hall and parlor house with two upstairs rooms. As 

most of the houses in the area were, it was probably made of wood.122 The inventory 

lists possessions in an “ante room up Stairs [sic],” “Inner Room Below Stairs,” and 

“Outer Room Below.” A number of goods are listed without a room at the beginning 

of the inventory, suggesting that these were in an inner room upstairs. The outer room 

downstairs had a closet filled with “trumpery.” Visitors presumably entered the house 

through this room and most were entertained here as well. The room had 18 rush-

bottomed chairs, and three tables of varying shapes and sizes. The inner room 

downstairs had no furniture at all, except an “old pine Chest,” worth along with “some 

Thread,” £0.7.6. The “ante room” upstairs must have been for sleeping at some point; 

it had two old feather beds and a bedstead valued at £3.123  

                                                                                                                                       
Murderkill (also Murtherkill or Motherkill) and Dover. Murderkill Hundred covered 
the area southwest of the St. Jones River, and Dover Hundred covered the area 
northeast of it. I am indebted to Margaret Dunham of the Delaware Public Archives 
for this information. See also Figure 19.    

122 Contrary to much published wisdom, this house does not correspond to the 
large brick house that survives on the property (now Loockerman Hall and Figure 15). 
Nicholas Loockerman’s house probably bore more resemblance to his father’s than it 
would to his grandson’s.   

123 All of this information is taken from Kent County Register of Wills, Wills 
and Probate Inventories, Nicholas Loockerman, 15 March 1771.  
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In addition to the house, Loockerman’s dwelling plantation had another 

tenement with unnamed tenants, a smokehouse, a “smiths shop,” “smiths house,” and 

an “outhouse,” which appears to have housed slaves. It held “6 Negro beds, bedsteads 

+ coverings” as well as a number of utilitarian cooking implements and furnishings.124 

A separate kitchen is not specifically listed in the inventory; this structure may also 

have served as the kitchen.  

Had it needed to be, Nicholas Loockerman’s plantation could have been 

virtually self-sufficient. His most valuable possessions were his farm animals and 

agricultural products. He had 30 pigs, five yoke of oxen, 15 colts, nine horses and four 

beehives. His 60 acres of wheat then in the ground and under cultivation were worth 

£43 at 15 shillings per acre. He also had corn blades, “a small parcel of flax,” hay and 

200 pounds of tobacco. These were probably products of his farms. One of his most 

expensive agricultural tools was his “Dutch fann” valued at £3.10.0. The Dutch fan, 

which appeared in Virginia probate inventories as early as 1734, eliminated the need 

for a threshing barn when processing wheat. The fan’s rotation created a light wind 

while the grain was fed into a container between the fan and an opening in the case. 

Upon coming in contact with the wind, the chaff blew away, and the good wheat 

                                                
124 Interestingly, however, according to the inventory, this “outhouse” also 

housed two gold rings and a pair each of silver shoe buckles and knee buckles worth 
in total about two and a half pounds. Unlike the appraisers who would complete his 
son’s probate inventory in 1785, these men did not seem particularly concerned with a 
room-by-room delineation of his possessions. It is possible that these were omitted 
elsewhere and inserted here, at the bottom of an entry.    
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remained.125 At his death, Nicholas Loockerman had stored 1181 tons of pork and 60 

pounds of beef, collectively worth £30.13.10, to feed his plantation. 

A stable, enslaved, and at times quite skilled, labor force was necessary to 

cultivate profit from the land. The diversity of their skills enabled Loockerman to 

support himself and leave his children and grandchildren sizeable inheritances. He had 

“complete” sets of blacksmithing, shoemaking, and tanning and currying tools. “3 

Hides in the Tan pitts wt. 80½ lb.” were worth £1. The most valuable single asset in 

his inventory was “a Negro man [document torn] a Blacksmith Tools etc” “found” in 

the Smiths Shop and appraised at £100. This man must have been a trusted, and 

essential, part of the plantation administration. He had £3 on his person when the 

appraisers encountered him, and he likely lived at the “Smiths House,” which was 

furnished with a bed, bedstead, table and two chests. He may also have had the care of 

a cow, heifer and horse. At his death, Nicholas owned about 15 slaves. Indicating what 

was most important to his success, he specifically bequeathed his slaves and his real 

estate, but, unlike his son, he did not leave legacies from his personalty.126  

Nicholas’s decorative arts were less remarkable. Most of his furniture was 

described as “old.” He did have a “riding chair” worth £10 and inventoried with “2 

                                                
125 Harold B. Gill, Jr. “Wheat Culture in Colonial Virginia,” Agricultural 

History 52, no. 3 (July 1978), 392.  

126 Along with some farm animals, he did bequeath his grandson Nicholas (son 
of Richard), “one feather bed and furniture.” See Kent County Register of Will, Wills 
and Probate Inventories, Nicholas Loockerman, 15 March 1771. 
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Crossbent Saws.” Although he had 11 damask napkins worth ten shillings, he also had 

12½ yards of “home Spun Cloath” valued at four shillings per yard and no yardage of 

the luxury fabrics in which his son would trade. He had several beds, but the most 

valuable – including furniture, bolster, pillows, a pair of sheets, a blanket and a rug – 

was worth only £8. The next best bed with the “Best Stead” and all attendant textiles 

was valued at £6.10. His most valuable and prevalent luxury objects were silver. He 

had silver shoe buckles, knee buckles, six silver tablespoons (£5), six silver teaspoons 

and a pair of tea tongs (£0.19.6), and a silver watch (£5). The silver tankard, his most 

valuable silver object, was appraised at £10. As most of Nicholas Loockerman’s other 

possessions were, silver was an expedient investment. Certainly, its luster was a highly 

visible form of wealth for visitors to his house, but it also held its value. It was more 

durable than textiles, and because of its low melting point, it could be easily melted 

down to liquidate its value or create anew in the most fashionable style. The £10 

tankard and £10 in silver spoons were beautiful tablewares that also had immediate 

monetary value.  

The silver watch, worth £5, is perhaps more complicated. In Kent County, 

Maryland and Chester County, Pennsylvania, where extensive study of probate 

inventories has been undertaken, less than half of even fashionable households owned 

watches in the 1760s.127 A number of reasons have been posited for eighteenth-

                                                
127 See Table X in Paul G.E. Clemens, “The Consumer Culture of the Middle 

Atlantic, 1760-1820,” The William and Mary Quarterly 3rd Ser., 62, no. 4 (October 
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century watch ownership on both sides of the Atlantic. Paul Clemens suggests that 

watch ownership was more prevalent in areas without ready access to stationary case 

clocks.128 Some scholars, particularly those of the industrialization of the second half 

of the eighteenth century, point to an increasing preoccupation with telling time by 

hours and minutes. Others emphasize the function of watches, particularly those of 

silver, as portable communicators of status or as stable, easily liquefied assets.129 The 

latter two explanations are probably more useful in explaining Nicholas Loockerman’s 

watch ownership. In Kent County, Delaware, an area with a total population of about 

5,000 in 1742 and an economy based on agriculture, the need to know the time, 

                                                                                                                                       
2005), 598. Fewer than 20% of all surveyed households in Kent and Chester Counties 
owned watches.  

128 Clemens, 596. Clemens suggests that there was an inverse relationship 
between the ownership of watches and the accessibility of tall case clocks, but he does 
not discuss the implications of the desire to own a timepiece in any form. The 
Loockerman history of clock ownership is curious. Nicholas Loockerman (d. 1771) 
did not own a tall case clock. A clock made by Duncan Beard (d. 1797) of 
Appoquinimink Hundred (Odessa) and dated circa 1775 descended in the second 
family of Vincent Loockerman, Sr. and is still owned privately. A clock does not 
appear in Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s inventory taken in 1785 or in his lists of legacies 
to his children. A tall clock does, however, appear in Vincent Loockerman, Jr.’s 
inventory in the “Back Dining Room” worth £12.10.0. See Kent County Register of 
Wills, Wills and Probate Inventories, Vincent Loockerman, Esquire [Jr.], 18 May 
1790. This could be the clock. See Tall Case Brass Dial Clock, accession no. 
1975.0733, Decorative Arts Photographic Collection, Winterthur Library, Winterthur, 
Delaware.         

129 Although in an eighteenth-century English context, John Styles’s 
discussion of the importance of watches is useful in The Dress of the People: 
Everyday Fashion in Eighteenth-Century England (New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 2007): 96-107. Styles also notes a dramatic increase in watch theft (and thus 
watch ownership) among the urban working classes in the mid-eighteenth century. 
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beyond what could be gleaned generally from the sun, was probably minimal. The 

need to adorn oneself and simultaneously make prudent investments, however, was 

optimal.130  

When Nicholas Loockerman died in 1771, his estate was valued at £1026.6.2, 

making him one of the wealthiest men in Kent County.131 He had property, land under 

cultivation, a skilled and enslaved work force, and several plantation industries 

including milling, blacksmithing, tanning and perhaps even weaving. These would be 

the stable investments on which his son, Vincent Loockerman, Sr., would build. 

Beyond a few pieces of silver, however, Nicholas did not put his wealth into the 

luxury goods his son and grandson would. If, as Richard Bushman argues, gentility is 

“the visible expression of gentry status,” Nicholas Loockerman, though stable and 

wealthy, was not yet genteel.132  

                                                
130 The population figure here comes from Hancock, A History of Kent County, 

Delaware, 7. Twenty years later, the population had grown to about 7,000. I have not 
been able to definitively identify any of Nicholas Loockerman’s possessions among 
the pieces surviving in the Loockerman family, although there is certainly a possibility 
that some of Nicholas’s objects, such as his silver tankard and spoons or glasses, were 
inherited by his son or grandson and incorporated into their estates.  

 
131 Richard Bushman studied Kent County estates in 1755, the year that 

Nicholas Loockerman’s neighbor, Nicholas Ridgely died. In that year, the median 
personal estate was worth £75-£86. Neither Ridgely, whose personal estate in 1755 
was worth £648, nor Loockerman were deemed “gentlemen” in their probate records. 
The only two men who died in the 1750s with such distinction were Charles Hillyard 
(£1,026) and Nathaniel Luff (£1,102). See Bushman, 17.  

132 Bushman, xv.   
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Chapter 4 

THE LOOCKERMANS IN DOVER’S GOLDEN AGE 

 In the spring of 1774, John Pryor, Dover merchant and new father-in-law to 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr., paid “Woodcock for Mr. Loockerman 1/3.” It was not 

uncommon for merchants to make payments on another’s behalf while in Wilmington 

or Philadelphia. In this case, Pryor’s note referred to a payment he made to 

Wilmington silversmith Bancroft Woodcock for “Mr. Loockermans Silver Spurs.” 

According to the note in Pryor’s memo book, their total cost would be £3.10.0 and 

they were to be decorated with “The Two First Letters of Mr. Loockermans Name on 

the inside of Each Spur.”133 Not surprisingly, these spurs do not survive. If they were 

used, the soft silver would surely have disintegrated quickly under the pressure exerted 

by Loockerman’s foot against the side of his horse or, even if they never controlled a 

horse, the wear of the silver on Vincent’s boots must have been damaging. Their 

intended use was immaterial; they had other, potentially more important, functions.  

Like his other material possessions, the spurs and their procurement represent 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s (1722-1785) social aspirations, his mercantile connections 

                                                
133 Daybook of John Pryor (one of three), 1770-1776, Small Manuscripts, 

Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. Bancroft Woodcock (1732-1817) was a 
silversmith working in Wilmington, Delaware in the last half of the eighteenth 
century. 
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both in Dover and further away in larger cities, and his ability to marry well. By 1774, 

Vincent, Sr. was 52 years old; he had lived in Dover’s political and social center for 

more than 25 years, married twice and successfully managed both plantations and a 

mercantile business. He was smart, virile and wealthy. Dover was still small – all of 

Kent County had only about 7,000 people - so presumably everyone in Dover knew of 

him.134 Further afield, where he was not as well known, his appearance conveyed 

important messages about his status and purchasing power. The spurs communicated 

perfectly; they would have been at eye level for someone standing at street level 

watching Loockerman pass on horseback. Even standing without his horse, he 

reminded viewers that he owned at least one horse and that he could afford to put 

silver at his feet. No one could mistake, or forget, his affluence, and his spurs changed 

their meaning depending on the context in which they were viewed.135  

In procuring the spurs, Loockerman employed fellow merchant John Pryor to 

make an installment payment to silversmith Bancroft Woodcock. John Pryor was not 

only a colleague and neighbor in Dover, however. He was also Loockerman’s 

upwardly mobile father-in-law, the father of Loockerman’s new seventeen-year-old 

wife, Elizabeth Pryor. The year 1774 was, indeed, a good one for Vincent, Sr.; he had 

recently married Elizabeth, and his property was valued at £230 in the tax assessments 

                                                
134 Hancock, A History of Kent County, 7.   

135 I am indebted to Professor J. Ritchie Garrison for complicating my 
understanding of these powerful objects.    
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of that year. As he did throughout his life, he commemorated life successes with 

material goods from both local and international craftsmen.  

  Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was, by far, the most successful in his family at 

accumulating and retaining wealth. He lived more sumptuously, cultivated 

connections from Dover across the Atlantic to London and Bristol, and engaged in 

limited civic affairs at the local level. His goods, inventoried at his death in 1785 and 

referred to in documents from the Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, reflect his 

business acumen, good marriages and ever-increasing wealth in the middle decades of 

the eighteenth century. As economic historians have ably demonstrated, the 

merchants’ material successes were a tribute to the growing demand for grain in large 

ports like Philadelphia, the increasing regularization of overseas trade, and a local 

demand for goods.136 These conditions – productive years of grain cultivation, 

navigable waterways, and demand for luxury goods in Dover – were all in place in the 

Dover of the 1760s. The life of the merchant was financially dangerous, but for taking 

the risk, good businessmen were amply rewarded. Using the discriminating taste 

developed by years of mercantile experience, Vincent Loockerman turned his profits 

                                                
136 See McCusker and Menard, 10: “It is often the interaction between the pull 

of external markets and the push of internal population pressures that best clarifies the 
chief processes [of colonial economic growth]…Almost the entirety of colonial life 
was linked with overseas trade. The colonists wanted goods imported from abroad; to 
buy them they had to produce goods for which an export market existed abroad…The 
fully self-sufficient yeoman farmer of colonial America is largely mythical: almost all 
colonists were tied to overseas trade.”   
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into products, and in turn, these goods created new networks of patronage and 

exchange in both their procurement and their use in genteel hospitality.  

Vincent’s father, Nicholas, had built a stable infrastructure of property, and 

agricultural land remained Vincent’s economic foundation. Vincent, Sr. accumulated 

more than 4000 acres of land in Kent County, on both sides of the County from 

Hazlettville in the southwest to Forest Landing near present-day Lebanon in the 

east.137 In contrast to his father’s probate inventory where only one property was 

appraised, Vincent’s inventory included goods and structures on five other properties, 

called “plantations.” It appears that Vincent, Sr., like most of his counterparts in 

wealth and status, did little farming or farm management himself. Instead, he rented 

his property to tenant farmers who paid him in bushels of grain or currency for the use 

of his land. He and his children continued to make a living from the rents charged to 

tenant farmers, but they also refined and augmented the lifestyle they inherited from 

their predecessors.138 Nicholas Loockerman acquired silver as a safe, liquefiable 

investment. For his son, silver was a disposable, and not always precious, material.   

                                                
137 This calculation was done by Margaret Raubacher Dunham of the 

Delaware Public Archives and graciously shared with me in Margaret Raubacher 
Dunham, “The Loockerman/Bradford House During the Eighteenth Century,” 
unpublished manuscript, 1999, 3. According to Dunham, Loockerman also owned 
most of the property northwest of the historic town (ie, north of North Street) from 
present-day Loockerman Street, north to Walker Road and east to State Street. It is 
often difficult to track his property, because, at times, he bought and sold very quickly.  

138 Because a few large landholders controlled most of the property in Kent 
County, tenant farming continued to be very profitable well into the 19th century. 
Records do not survive from Vincent, Sr.’s lifetime, but a rent book from 1785-1790, 
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 Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s townhouse was one of his first acquisitions and 

amply demonstrated his aspirations to urban financial and social success.139 As 

mentioned in Chapter 2, town lots in Dover became more popular in the 1740s as the 

population of Kent County grew large enough to support a commercial and social 

center. Vincent Loockerman eventually owned five lots in Dover, but his most 

important – and enduring – property was his lot on the northeast corner of Water and 

King Streets. Covering more than two acres, it stretched from King Street to East 

Street, and along King Street, occupied the southern half of the block between 

Courthouse Square and Water Street. The location was ideal and situated Vincent, Sr. 

and his family at the geographic nexus of Dover society.140 It was less than a block 

from Courthouse Square, the town’s political and social center. Since the 1690s, the 

                                                                                                                                       
the years just after his death, does. It shows a number of tenants, including some who 
had been residing on the same property since Vincent, Sr.’s death. Henry Wrench, for 
example, began renting in January of 1790 (probably about 100 acres) for 1 bushel of 
corn and 1 bushel of wheat or £45 in cash. It was his choice. Most of these rent 
contracts also stipulated that agricultural products should be brought to one of the 
landings along the Delaware Bay. Loockerman’s tenants, then, cultivated the land, 
harvested the crops and freighted (or paid for their transport) to a shipping point. 
Single women, most likely widows, also rented houses without land for a few pounds 
per annum. See Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, 
Loockerman Property Rental Book, 1785-1791. 

139 I use the word urban here not to suggest that Dover was at all comparable 
in size to major colonial cities like Philadelphia, or even by the end of the century, 
Wilmington, but merely to distinguish Vincent, Sr.’s town life from that of his father’s 
and son’s on a large plantation outside of the town center.   

140 King Street, which formed part of the main road between Lewes and Duck 
Creek Crossroads (Smyrna), was one of those laid out in the 1717 plan and formed 
Dover’s main north-south thoroughfare. It became State Street after the Revolution.   
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Kent County Courthouse had been seated there, and in Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s 

lifetime, Dover also became the capital of Delaware. Markets and government 

business were conducted on Courthouse Square. It was the site of several taverns, 

including the Golden Fleece Tavern on the northeast corner of the Square, where 

Delaware became the first state to ratify the US Constitution in December 1787. The 

King George Tavern, run by three generations of the Bell family, sat on the southeast 

corner of the Green, and the Bell property ran along the northern boundary of the 

Loockerman property.141 To the south, across Water Street, sat Christ Episcopal 

Church, of which all prominent Doverites were members. Vincent, Sr. and his first 

wife, Susannah Beswicke Loockerman, as well as Vincent’s father and sons were 

buried in the cemetery there. To the east, was the town wharf near present-day 

Legislative Hall where sizeable vessels plied the then-navigable St. Jones River. With 

the Courthouse and town square to the north, Christ Episcopal Church to the 

immediate south and water transport to the Delaware Bay and beyond to the east, 

Loockerman was, quite literally, at the crossroads of eighteenth-century Dover’s 

social, political and economic activity.  

                                                
141 The Bells had owned that property since the late 1720s. John Bell (I), a 

Philadelphia “waryman,” purchased the property from innholder John Reed in 1727. 
First State Heritage Park, 10. The unassuming, frame structure currently on the 
property at 43 The Green probably dates from the middle of the eighteenth century 
and could be one of the oldest surviving workshops in America. Preservation 
treatment, coordinated by First State Heritage Park, began on the building in late 
February 2010. See “Restoration of John Bell House Uncovers History,” The News 
Journal, B1, 27 February 2010.  
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It is unclear from the deeds exactly what buildings stood on the lot prior to 

Loockerman’s tenure, but it seems likely, based on its style and Loockerman’s future, 

that he built the brick house that stands there today, probably sometime in the very late 

1740s, or, more likely, in the early 1750s. In 1750, he was nearly thirty years old, and 

ready to make an aesthetic mark on the town of Dover. If, as Richard Bushman writes, 

building a house was social performance, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was on center 

stage.142 

                                                
142 There are a number of prescient points about the two deeds leading up to 

Loockerman’s purchase of the property (David Rees to Edmund Kearney, 11 February 
1741, Kent County Land Records, M-1-147 and Edmund Kearney to Vincent 
Loockerman, Sr. 12 November 1747, Kent County Land Records, N-1-185). In the 
1741 deed, Kearny is described as a “merchant” of Kent County; by 1747, he was a 
“gentleman.” In the 1741 deed, Kearney receives “a Certain Messuage or Tenement & 
two Lotts of Land.” The 1747 deed, however, does not mention a building on the 
property. “Tenement” could refer either to a house or a land holding (see “Tenement,” 
Oxford English Dictionary Online). If there were a dwelling on the property in 1747, it 
probably was not the brick house surviving there today. Such a substantial, brick 
structure would certainly have merited mention. The house is traditionally dated to 
1742, however, which roughly corresponds to the year Kearney took possession of the 
property. Kearney was also a merchant, so the access from the outside into the cellar 
and the large garret for storage would have served him as well as it presumably served 
Loockerman. It seems unlikely, though, that Kearney would invest such fine materials 
and craftsmanship into a property to be sold in just six years.  

The property value had also increased dramatically, which may have reflected 
the increased demand for town lots. In 1741, Kearney paid £47 and assumed the 
outstanding mortgage of £53 for the 2.7-acre lot; in 1747, Loockerman paid £235. 
About building as a “social act,” see Bushman, 15. Regardless of who built the house, 
Loockerman was in possession by 1747 and living at the center of Dover before the 
age of thirty.  
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The King Street house is a five-bay, two-pile structure with two full stories, a 

garret and a cellar. It was constructed of brick but is now stuccoed (Figure 14).143 Its 

exterior Georgian symmetry belies its interior post-medieval plan, common in central 

Delaware in this period.144 Besides physically announcing his arrival into Dover’s 

cultural milieu, Vincent, Sr.’s home provided a place to conduct business and a way to 

order his life and control his visitors’ access. The house is built up from street level to 

allow light into the cellar as well as access to the cellar from the outside. This access 

allowed Loockerman to load goods from the street directly into cellar storage. Because 

the house was raised, it gave the family some privacy; passers-by could not look into 

                                                
143 According to family history, the door and transom above are original. The 

pedimented entry and split entrance stairs are twentieth-century modifications.   

144 This stylistic ambiguity is perhaps best expressed in the room labels on 
Loockerman’s 1785 inventory, where the best downstairs room is called the parlor, 
and the front room off of the “entry” is the “hall.” This house was never built in a 
strictly hall-parlor configuration. For Loockerman’s inventory, see Kent County 
Register of Wills, Wills and Probate Inventories, RG3545.000, Vincent Loockerman, 
30 August 1785, Delaware Public Archives, Dover, DE. The Ridgely House on 
Courthouse Square (Dover’s Green), built by Thomas Parke in 1728 and inhabited by 
Dr. Charles Greenberry Ridgely by the late 1760s, lacked an entrance hall and opened 
from the Green into the parlor of the oldest part of the house. Aspendale, another 
Georgian House west of Dover in the Kenton vicinity, appears from the outside to be a 
classic, 2-bay Georgian house, but it also opens into a front parlor or hall with the 
staircase in one corner. See Harold Donaldson Eberlein and Cortlandt V.D. Hubbard, 
Historic Houses and Buildings of Delaware (Dover: Public Archives Commission, 
1963), 93. The Huguenot House in Appoquinimink Hundred (present-day Odessa 
vicinity), constructed at around the same time, was built originally as a two-story, hall-
parlor plan with a side passage and also bears some similarity to the Loockerman 
townhouse. See Herman, Architecture and Rural Life, 30.  
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the windows. The front door, however, did open from the bustling eighteenth-century 

thoroughfare of King Street into a square entrance hall.145  

The entrance hall articulates Loockerman’s two interconnected uses for his 

house as both a storage and office space for his business and as a domestic space for 

raising his family and entertaining visitors. The cellar, with its access from the street 

mentioned earlier, and the garret provided storage space for mercantile goods. Storing 

luxury goods required security, and Loockerman’s house is full of locked doors and 

concealed spaces. The entrance hall itself could be closed off from the downstairs 

parlor by a door with two circular windows for constant surveillance. The addition of a 

lockable door to enclose the space created by the rise of the stairs suggests that the hall 

was an area of frequent traffic.146 Indeed, when Loockerman died in 1785, “the Store 

Closet” held alcohol. It had seven bottles for Cherry Bounce, four of which were 

                                                
145 Without the current twentieth-century stair configuration, figures standing 

at the door could be easily seen by passersby. Merchant John Pryor, who lived a block 
south of Loockerman on King Street, records passing the house shortly after his minor 
daughter married the 52-year-old Loockerman. He recorded in his notebook in 1775: 
“I was Going up Town + Passing by Mr. V Ls Dore [sic] my D Was Standing + when 
she saw me she Run in for fear.” This theme, recorded in several episodes in the fall of 
1775 in one of Pryor’s memo books, is curious and appears to detail some physical 
violence perpetrated by “Mr. V L” on “my [Pryor’s] D.” He writes, for example, after 
seeing the figure at the door, “^V L^ worked his Elbows in my D sides when he was 
hurting me,” and on October 16, 1775, “Pinched my D at Brake of Day To make her 
Git up.” See Daybook of John Pryor (one of three), c. 1775, Small Manuscripts, 
Loockerman/ Bradford Family Papers. 

146 I am indebted to Professor J. Ritchie Garrison for pointing out that the door 
accommodates the chair rail in the hall, suggesting that the door was not an original, 
integral part of the house. This may also help to explain, in addition to a desire to 
preserve exterior symmetry, why there is an exterior window in this space.   
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filled, another large bottle, eight bottles of gin valued at £1.4.0, four empty gin bottles 

and “1 Jin Case.” The square case illustrated in Figure 20 is probably the case to 

which the 1785 inventory refers. Probably used to transport large glass bottles from 

one of the landings along the Delaware Bay, it survives to this day filled with five 

empty bottles. In 1785, the entry itself was furnished sparsely and inexpensively, 

primarily with seating furniture for waiting guests. It had an inexpensive leather couch 

and six Windsor chairs in addition to an “old” walnut dressing table with a broken 

cover. The total value of the room was valued at a comparatively low £4.10.0.147  

From the entry, visitors could be classified by purpose and directed to the 

social rooms of the house or, alternatively, into Loockerman’s office. The proper right 

side of the house was devoted at least partially to business. In an urban version of the 

processional landscape described by Dell Upton, business visitors were kept in the 

relatively public entrance hall until they could be directed to the right, into Vincent 

Loockerman’s office, denoted by the location of the desk and bookcase.148 The 

“Hall,” the name for the office in Loockerman’s 1785 inventory, had Loockerman’s 

desk and bookcase valued at £6 as well as “6 old Leather Bottom Chairs” and a 

                                                
147 Unless otherwise noted, all furnishing information is provided by Kent 

County Register of Wills, Wills and Probate Inventories, Vincent Loockerman, 7 
September 1785.   

148 For “processional landscapes” on plantations, see Dell Upton, “White and 
Black Landscapes in Eighteenth-Century Virginia,” reprinted in Material Life in 
America, 1600-1800, ed. Robert Blair St. George (Boston: Northeastern University 
Press, 1988): 357-369.  
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matching armchair for seating visitors. Of the five sets of chairs listed in 

Loockerman’s inventory, these are the least expensive chairs and probably correspond 

to those pictured in Figure 2.149 The Hall also had several pieces of china, and at least 

                                                
149 Five sets of chairs (not including the Windsor chairs) are listed in 

Loockerman’s 1785 probate inventory. Representatives of all five sets survive in 
museums across the country. In the 1785 inventory, the upstairs “Parlour Chamber” 
had “6 Walnut Chairs with Damask Bottoms @ 35/” with a matching armchair, the 
“Blue Room up Stairs” contained “6 Leather Bottomed Walnut Chairs (old) @ 15/” 
with an armchair, the “Front Room up Stair” had “6 Leather Bottom Chairs @ 15/” 
(no armchair listed), the downstairs “Parlour” had “6 Mahogany Chairs with Damask 
Bottoms @ 42/6” with a matching armchair, and the “Hall” (Loockerman’s office) had 
the least expensive set of “old Leather Bottom chairs @ 6/” with a matching armchair.  

The written documentation suggests that Loockerman had two sets of walnut 
chairs, one set of mahogany chairs and another two sets too old to merit a wood 
identification attempt. Three sets of the chairs were labeled “old,” or out of fashion. 
Surviving chairs suggest, however, that two of these inventoried sets were mahogany 
with the other three made of walnut. Because walnut and mahogany are easily 
confused, it is possible that any of the sets of chairs could be misidentified. 

My hypothesis for the chairs’ location in the house in 1785 follows based on 
style, wood type, and a mathematical process of elimination. One surviving set does 
not have a known armchair (Figure 3), which suggests that these chairs are the “6 
Leather Bottom Chairs @ 15/” in the front room upstairs (directly above the entry 
hall). As mentioned in the text, the simple back splat and trapezoidal seat suggest that 
the chairs pictured in Figure 2 are the “6 old Leather Bottom chairs @ 6/” in 
Loockerman’s office (the “Hall”). The most expensive chairs, in the front parlor 
downstairs, were mahogany and worth 42/6. These are probably from the set 
illustrated in Figure 9. Family history confirms this hypothesis. The last two sets left 
in the inventory, then, are the “old” walnut chairs worth only 15/ each in the “Blue 
Room up Stairs” and the damask-bottomed walnut chairs worth 35/. The two sets left 
are those illustrated in Figures 4 and 8, one set (Figure 4) is mahogany and the other 
(Figure 8) is walnut. Stylistically, the “older” set in 1785 would be those in Figure 8, 
which are walnut. With ball-and-claw feet, shell-carved knees, fluted stiles, they are 
heavily influenced by the Chippendale (Rococo) style, which was “old” by 1785. This 
leaves the chairs illustrated in Figure 4 as the mahogany chairs with damask seats in 
the upstairs parlor and worth 35 shillings each.        
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three tables crammed into the small space. It is possible that, as Vincent aged and had 

less use for an office, the area was used more and more for storage.  

Once admitted to the office, visitors could go few other places in the house. 

They could continue into a diminutive back room, but from there, could only retrace 

their steps back into the office and thus return to the entrance hall. The function of this 

“back room” is unknown, but in 1785, it contained all of the necessaries for a simple, 

but well-furnished, life.150 It is possible that this was a room for live-in servants, or 

because it was isolated from the house’s other living spaces and most closely 

connected to Loockerman’s office, it may have housed clerks who assisted with the 

mercantile business. No documentary evidence has yet been found to corroborate this. 

In any case, whoever used this space was both effectively isolated from the family and 

easily supervised by Loockerman. The doorway currently opening from the back room 

into the best parlor is not original and was probably added later as future generations 

adapted the house to their lives; it is much smaller than the house’s other doorways 

and it corresponds exactly to the distance between wall supports.151 Business and 

leisure, in Vincent, Sr.’s house, were unequivocally separate.  

                                                
150 In 1785, the “Back Room” contained a bed with a bedstead, a trundle bed 

with furniture, a walnut chest-on-chest, a walnut desk, cupboard, an “old” pine table, 
fire accoutrements, “5 chairs,” a small looking glass, a few table textiles worth, in 
total, £9.9.6, a set of Queensware (an English ceramic with the same composition as 
creamware) and about a dozen “common” knives and forks. None of the surviving 
Loockerman furniture has been identified as having come from this room.  

151 Thank you to Dr. Garrison for pointing this out.  
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On the other side of the house, an important social visitor may have been 

directed from the entrance hall back to the best parlor (Figure 16). It had the most 

accomplished woodwork and paneling, two beaufets filled with “red and white” 

ceramics and glass, and the largest number of luxury objects. Its contents totaled more 

than £55 and included the two “Large Mahogany Dining Tables” (Figure 13), a 

mahogany “Chinia Table” (Figure 7) worth £1.15, a mahogany tea table (probably 

Figure 11) worth £3.15, and two “Window Cushings” for the window seats on the 

easternmost wall. The parlor is also the only room, besides the entry halls on each 

floor and Loockerman’s office, without at least one bed.  

The entry hall also provided access, via a winding staircase with two landings, 

to the upstairs. Each of these rooms had a bed. The large rear room, over the parlor 

downstairs, had the three most expensive objects in Loockerman’s 1785 inventory – 

two beds worth £18 and £16.10.0, and a mahogany chest-on-chest appraised at 

£18.10.0 (Figure 12), as well as the unique “large Walnut Dressing Table with 5 

drawers old” (Figure 6). In the parlor chamber, the “Window Curtains with the Pullies 

&c.” were also “of the same colour of the Bed Curtains.”152  

Regardless of who actually built the house, Vincent Loockerman’s move to 

Dover was significant. He had been living outside the town limits, but this new lot was 

at the center of town life. At Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s death, the house on this lot 

had eleven rooms, more than three times as many as his father’s house.   

                                                
152 See Kent County Wills and Inventories, “Vincent Loockerman, Sr.”   
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Administering tenant farms must have been lucrative for Vincent, Sr., as it was 

for most of his contemporaries, and as it continued to be well into the twentieth 

century. The profits he made from renting his land fuelled another mercantile venture 

in luxury goods. The sheer volume of raw commodities listed “in the garrat” and 

cellars of Vincent’s house on King Street – including no fewer than 15 hogsheads, 

most empty, in his cellar and 215 pounds of unwashed wool, 22 thumb latches, 19 

milk pans and 24 “old” quart bottles – has long led to speculation that Loockerman 

was supplementing his income by serving as a merchant. The discovery of one of what 

must have been many of his business ledgers for the years 1759 to 1764 has confirmed 

that Loockerman was, indeed, providing a range of goods to his neighbors in Dover as 

well as to planters as far away as Maryland.153 He was the middleman, it appears, 

between wholesalers in Philadelphia and consumers in Dover. Very regular shipping 

service served the wharves at Little Creek near the mouth of the Delaware Bay or 

further inland, at a public wharf in Dover, just east of where Legislative Hall stands 

today.154 The ledger attests to the close connections between Dover, Philadelphia and 

                                                
153 See Ledger of Vincent Loockerman, Sr., 1759-1764, Small Manuscripts, 

Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover, DE.  

154 Munroe, Philadelawareans. This is also made clear throughout the 
Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. The Papers contain a ledger book kept by John 
Lock, a Philadelphia merchant who appears to have been using the home of Mary 
Hunter as a base for his trading operation between Philadelphia and Kent County. 
Mary Hunter, whose property formed most of what is now the hamlet of Little Creek, 
Delaware, was the mother of John and Henry Bell and thus the ancestor of the Bells 
who built the Stone Tavern that still stands in Little Creek today. This John Bell or 
“Jonny” as he is often called in Lock’s account book is not the same John Bell who 
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the much broader Atlantic world of luxury goods that a rapidly growing port like 

Philadelphia could bring to Dover. 

 The account book speaks to the variety of commodities available to people in 

Dover. Nearly all of Loockerman’s customers purchased rum, sugar and some sort of 

textile.155 The latter ranged from ready-made silk gloves to the more common, 

coarsely spun linen or mass-produced printed cottons called chintz. Loockerman also 

sometimes provided common agricultural products like Indian corn and wheat or rarer 

luxury goods. John Jones of “Marlend,” for example, bought 100 lemons at 25 pence 

each in August of 1763.156 Over the five years the ledger covers, Jones also bought 

linen, garters, stockings, thread, coffee, playing cards, a ceramic bowl, another dozen 

lemons in May 1764, powder, silk, wine glasses and nutmeg, amassing a tab of more 

than £17.  

 Eighteenth-century merchants had to be cautious with credit. While his 

customers generally paid in “cash,” Loockerman not infrequently accepted services in 

                                                                                                                                       
owned the tavern in town adjacent to the property of Vincent Loockerman, Sr. (They 
have different mothers.) The Little Creek John Bell bought large quantities of goods 
from Lock, suggesting that he may also have been a merchant. See “John Lock 
Ledger, 1764-1769,” Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers.  

155 Loockerman may have stocked these goods for customer loyalty. Peter 
Anspach, a retailer in Reading, Pennsylvania wrote in 1773: “Sugar Tea Coffee & 
some other Trifling thing is only the one thing that Brings a store Customers, 
Especially if we have good Sugar Tea & Coffee…Than we soon will have the Towns 
Custom & then whenever their Friends comes to Town and Wants to Buy Anything 
than they Always will Recommand [us].” In Doerflinger, 93.  

 
156 See, for example, Loockerman Ledger, folio 256.   



 
 
 

 75 

exchange for his goods. To pay for a £15.5.0 debt accrued in 1761 and 1762 for bed 

cords, wood, wheat, “a peck of solte [sic],” breeches, coffee, worsted stockings, a 

quarter of lamb, sugar, tea, several pieces of china, ferreting, rum and a “Dutch 

blanket,” Abraham Deposter made “one Coat and Brichos for Son Vint.” and “one 

Ban yan 8/ for Son Vint.” He also later made 2 great coats, a suit coat and an 

“underjacket” for Vincent, Jr.157  

 As a merchant with customers in Dover and suppliers around the Atlantic rim, 

Loockerman lived in a financially precarious world that connected him to people far 

from Dover. Although none of Loockerman’s business records beyond this ledger 

survive, correspondence from his Dover counterparts John Pryor and Charles Nixon, 

indicate that they often had difficulty paying their wholesalers in a timely manner. 

And in an economy in which every person from the ultimate consumer to a producer 

halfway around the world depended on these payments, late payments could spell 

disaster. When for example, John Pryor, owed Thomas and Lambert Cadwalader of 

Philadelphia £182.16.5¾ in November of 1770, they wrote to him in desperation, “We 

hope you will not put us off any longer as we are really in Want of Cash to purchase 

Bills in Order to pay our Correspondents in England.”158 When he sent back only 

£23.10.0, they wrote again more belligerently, “When we read your letter we blush for 

                                                
157 Ibid., folio 186.   

158 ? and Lambert Cadwalader, Philadelphia, to John Pryor, Dover, November 
1770, Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Delaware Public 
Archives, Dover.  
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you – Do you imagine that the paltry Arguments you have made Use of will convince 

us of the Propriety of your Conduct on this Occasion __ no, we would have you 

believe that we look upon what you have said as an insult offer’d to our 

Understandings and a Disgrace to yourself [Pryor had refused to pay interest].”159 

Negotiation skills were essential. As a general business model, John Pryor seems to 

have stipulated to wholesalers that he would only buy from them if they extended 9 

months’ credit to him. Most of his wholesalers, however, felt that the 6 months they 

typically offered was even too generous. Pryor’s ability to stipulate his own terms 

reflects the growing importance of Dover’s merchants, an importance stimulated by 

the growing demand of their customers in Kent County.  

While procuring goods for others, Vincent developed a discerning taste, and 

made enough money to purchase items for himself. Like his house on State Street, his 

three-quarter-length portrait seems to shout his material success (Figure 1).160 Dressed 

                                                
159 John & Lambert Cadwalader, Philadelphia, to John Pryor, Dover, 1 

December 1770, Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.   

160 This portrait is attributed to John Hesselius, but could have been painted by  
an anonymous portrait painter in England, or it may be a 19th-century copy of a 
portrait of Loockerman. In any case, the portrait does not appear on an inventory until 
1850, when Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s last son died at the King Street house. This is 
hardly surprising, however, because portraits were generally not considered valuable 
to anyone outside the family and thus were rarely included on inventories. See 
Margaretta M. Lovell, Art in a Season of Revolution: Painters, Artisans, and Patrons 
in Early America (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2005), 22 and 45-
48. It was subsequently the subject of a major lawsuit in the 1870s when one 
descendant removed it from the house and refused to return it. This portrait was 
returned, and entered the collection of the State in the early 2000s.      
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in a red velvet suit and clean white shirt, he gazes confidently out at the viewer. 

Leaning on a marble-topped side table with beautiful scrolled and S-curved cabriole 

legs, he holds in his left hand a gold-headed walking stick.161 Even the dark line along 

his scalp is visible where his hair has been shaved to accommodate his wig. He has the 

accoutrements of a gentleman. These objects are probably studio props; Vincent 

Loockerman likely never owned this walking stick or the marble-topped table – and 

the red suit may not even have been his. Paradoxically, these borrowed, tangible 

objects are used as indications of true, but intangible, financial and social successes.  

In his earliest years, as he was building his townhouse and establishing himself 

as a merchant, Loockerman seems to have patronized local craftsmen. The five-drawer 

dressing table (Figure 6) and two sets of chairs (Figures 2 and 3), now in the collection 

of the Biggs Museum of American Art, are evidence of this. Most furniture scholars 

believe these chairs were made outside of a metropolitan center like Philadelphia, 

because although they exhibit details like shell carving on the knees, traditional seat 

shapes (Figure 2 has a trapezoidal seat and Figure 3 a “compass” seat) and organic s-

curves, the haltingly shaped back splats and carved details are slightly stilted and ill-

proportioned.162 The unknown craftsman who made them was probably trained in 

                                                
161 Although this is almost certainly not the same stick, Loockerman did leave 

a “gold-headed walking stick” to his son Vincent Loockerman, Jr. in his 1785 will.   

162 I agree with Philip Zimmerman’s assessment: “the shapes of the splat and 
crest rail, the socklike trifid foot, and the carved details are singular and notably 
nonurban.” Philip D. Zimmerman, “Queen Anne and Chippendale Chairs in 
Delaware,” Antiques 160, no. 3 (September 2001), 332.  
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Philadelphia and was aware of trends being published in instructional craft manuals 

like Thomas Chippendale’s Gentleman and Cabinetmakers’ Directory, but he was 

now isolated from the craft community of a major city. On the chairs, much of the 

carved detail appears as if it were made by a dull gouge or chisel, suggesting that 

perhaps the craftsman who made it was serving not as a skilled cabinetmaker or 

carver, but as an all-purpose woodworker. The five-drawer dressing table was curious 

enough in the period to merit the mention of five drawers in Vincent, Sr.’s 1785 

inventory. The dressing table has five drawers in an odd configuration of two sets of 

two above one long drawer with a deep, scalloped skirt. The piece is equally curious 

today.163  

No piece has yet been attributed to a particular Dover furniture maker, but 

Charles Dorman, an early supporter and collector of colonial Delaware’s decorative 

arts, believed that at least the five-drawer dressing table was made by a John Bell, who 

appeared briefly as a “cabinetmaker and joiner” in the Dover town records in the late 

1750s and early 1760s.164 Because of the prevalence of the name in Kent County, it is 

difficult to determine which John Bell this is. Three generations of John Bells ran the 

tavern adjacent to Vincent Loockerman Sr.’s property in Dover. John Bell I died in 

                                                
163 Biggs Museum of Art, cat. no. 73, p. 92.   

164 Dorman wrote this attribution on the underside of the long drawer of the 
dressing table at the Biggs Museum. For instances of John Bell’s appearance, see 
Harold B. Hancock, “Furniture Craftsmen in Delaware Records,” Winterthur Portfolio 
9 (1974), 181.  
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1729 and John Bell III described himself as a hatter, but John Bell II never listed an 

occupation other than “innholder.”165 In addition to being a neighbor, John Bell II was 

also related to the Loockerman family and is mentioned in Nicholas Loockerman’s 

will, when Nicholas leaves his niece, Letitia, “the wife of John Bell,” £10 for a new 

suit of clothing.166 There is no evidence, however, that John Bell II was a 

cabinetmaker or a craftsman of any kind. The other notable is John Bell, the son of 

Mary Hunter of Little Creek. There is no proven connection between this John Bell 

and the Loockerman family, but based on Philadelphia merchant John Lock’s 1764-69 

ledger book, Bell and his mother ordered substantial quantities of woodworking tools, 

furniture accoutrements and wood. In the spring of 1764, for example, John Lock 

brought for “Jonney Bell a 11 handls for Draers,” “4 seutshens [escutcheons] for ye 

Draers all so,” “3 Draer locks,” “1 lock Ditt same time,” “a barill of lampblack,” “2 

pounds of glue,” “500: inch trunk Naills,” “1 gallon of oyle and Jugg,” “a beed cord,” 

                                                
165 See First State Heritage Park, “South Side of the Dover Green.”   

166 This is probably a niece from Nicholas’s first marriage to Sarah Emerson. 
The two heirs named in Vincent Emerson’s will were Sarah Emerson and Elizabeth 
Hall (daughter of Sarah’s “brother,” John, and Elizabeth Hall). See Kent County 
Register of Wills, Probates and Inventories, Vincent Emerson, 15 April 1721. Also 
Ibid., Nicholas Loockerman, 15 March 1771. John Bell II was married to Letitia. See 
Frens and Frens, LLC, The John Bell House: An Architectural and Historical 
Evaluation, published for the Division of Parks and Recreation, State of Delaware, 31 
May 2007, 23.  
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“a three forwerth [fourth] senter bitt” and 20 pounds of nails.167 Of course, John Bell 

and his mother also purchased a variety of other goods from John Lock, and their 

purchasing record does not prove that Bell was using these goods himself. The other 

merchants in Dover for which information is available also bought woodworking tools 

and equipment from Philadelphia merchants. John Pryor, for example, bought 

frequently from Isaac and Joseph Paschall. In November 1772, he bought almost £40 

worth of goods including various sizes of planers, mortise chisels, socket chisels, 

augers, bricklayers trowels, drawing knives, mouse traps, penknives, chest locks, 

tailors’ shears, nippers, punches, awls, “hammers for carpenters and shoemakers,” mill 

saws and 28 pounds of English glue.168 There is certainly no evidence, however, that 

Pryor was ever a cabinetmaker, joiner, carpenter or shoemaker; in fact, before he 

became a merchant, he was a tailor.169 There were other John Bells in the area as well, 

and the search continues for alternate candidates and additional references to Kent 

County cabinetmakers and attributable objects.   

                                                
167 Ledger of John Lock, 1764-1769 in Small Manuscripts, 

Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. Lock’s ledger is full of such entries for John 
Bell and Mary Hunter.   

168 Invoice from Isaac and Joseph Paschall, Philadelphia to John Pryor, Dover, 
18 November 1772 in Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers.   

169 Even into the 1750s, Pryor was still named as a tailor on official 
documents. See, for example, Bond of John Pryor to John Green (£15), 29 November 
1752 in Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. In the 1760s, 
Dover’s Golden Age, he makes the transition to “merchant.”    
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Besides locally made objects, Loockerman also purchased from Wilmington, 

Philadelphia and London. Although they do not survive, Vincent Loockerman’s silver 

spurs came from Wilmington silversmith Bancroft Woodcock. In contrast to his 

father’s agricultural domestic economy, Vincent’s most expensive single possession 

other than slaves was a “large Mahogany Chest of drawers (chest upon chest)” valued 

at more than £18 (Figure 12). This chest on chest, which survives in a private 

collection, bears many visual similarities to two made by Thomas Affleck of 

Philadelphia.170 The floral carved back splat of the walnut Chippendale chairs in the 

Diplomatic Reception Rooms (Figure 8) was a common design in mid-eighteenth-

century Philadelphia. Chairs like this could be purchased with much less carving and 

an emphasis on the pierced design of the splat, or with a profusion of carving that 

completely overwhelmed the form of the chair. Loockerman’s chair falls in the middle 

range of decorative elements for this chair design. He was not a member of the upper 

echelons of Philadelphia society, but, from his connections within his mercantile 

network, he knew what those men were buying, and he used his own developing taste 

to acquire what he could afford – the same design with less carving and in a local 

walnut, rather than an imported mahogany.  

                                                
170 See Sotheby’s New York, “Important American Furniture: The Content of 

Langdon,” cat. no. 1144. See also Horner, pl. 123. This chest-on-chest complete with a 
receipt signed by Thomas Affleck is very similar in its pierced top enclosure, floral 
and vegetal cartouche, and gilt brasses. In the Hornor chest, however, the maker made 
better use of the expressive wood grain.    
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Loockerman did purchase a number of pieces of mahogany furniture, including 

two sets of chairs, one of which was signed by Philadelphia cabinetmaker Benjamin 

Randolph. The armchair to the set illustrated in Figure 4 is signed “B. Randolph, 

Philadelphia/ 1762[5?].”171 Randolph’s ledger for the year 1774 shows a £38 account 

for “Vinsent Loockerman.”172  It is unclear to which Vincent or to what pieces of 

furniture this refers, but it seems likely that it refers again to Vincent Loockerman, Sr. 

The £38 charge, paid in full on November 26, 1774, may have been for an order that 

included the elegantly carved “china table” (Figure 11) and perhaps also a set of 

chairs.173 Indeed, 1774 also corresponds to the peak of Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s 

financial fortunes. In 1774, his property was assessed at its highest amount of £230.174 

                                                
171 Biggs Museum, cat. no. 11, p. 28. If this date is correct, the chairs in the set 

represent the earliest known Marlborough legs (straight legs with boxed feet) on a 
piece of furniture made in Philadelphia.   

172 Benjamin Randolph, “Account Book,” 1767-1787, New York Public 
Library, New York (microfilmed at Winterthur Library).  

173 The elegant and structurally integral carving may have been done by carver 
Hercules Courtenay (1744?-1784) in Randolph’s shop. See Philadelphia: Three 
Centuries of American Art, exh. cat. Philadelphia: Philadelphia Museum of Art, 1976, 
cat. no. 101, p. 127. Randolph’s receipt book for this period indicates that Randolph 
paid £15 to William Martin, an upholsterer for Loockerman’s account on December 3. 
This would strengthen the hypothesis that Loockerman purchased a set of chairs as 
part of his £38 charge in November 1774. Benjamin Randolph Receipt Book, 1763-
1778, Joseph R. Downs Collection of Manuscripts and Printed Ephemera, Winterthur 
Library.      

174 Dunham, “The Loockerman/Bradford House,” 3.   
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When he died, his estate was worth £2237.16.9½; his father’s had been worth only 

£1026.6.2.   

Vincent, Sr. also married for the second time in 1774. He married Elizabeth 

Pryor (1757-1827), who was not yet 18 at the time of their marriage. Vincent 

Loockerman, Sr., a widower and probably the wealthiest man residing in Kent County, 

was now 52 years old. To put the event into perspective, Loockerman’s surviving son 

from his previous marriage, Vincent Loockerman, Jr., was a decade older than his new 

wife. His new father-in-law, John Pryor, was an upwardly mobile tailor who had 

found success, like Loockerman, as a merchant.175 We know little of their marriage, 

but several pieces of Pryor’s clothing survive in the state’s collection (Figure 23). She 

owned dresses in brightly colored silks and nearly every popular style. Four pairs of 

silk slippers also survive from this period to show the range of the Loockerman 

women’s fashion.176 Although there is no evidence in Elizabeth’s case, a court 

                                                
175 In fact, Pryor’s upward mobility raised at least one comment from a 

detractor in an inheritance dispute with one of Pryor’s other daughters. Pryor seems to 
have recorded what the other man, “Smith,” had said about his family: “That her 
Father was a praying Raschall [sic]__ That her Father + James Wells Was Two 
Religious hipocrates one Set up for Sheriff__ and the other took money and went to 
England to pretend that he got an Estate to appear a grate man__...He told him if his 
Father had Been alive he would have caned him for marrying her [Pryor’s other 
daughter, Hannah]____ That she was not a match for him her Father Being Formerly a 
Taylor and Constable.” In “My Reasons for Suspecting Smith,” not dated, Small 
Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers.   

176 Although records do not survive for Vincent Loockerman, other merchants, 
particularly John Pryor, bought seemingly excessive numbers of shoes. In the early 
1770s, for example, John Pryor was receiving shoes from Abraham Deposter at least 
once a month. They came in a variety of materials – from leather to silk – and from 



 
 
 

 84 

deposition from 1761 indicates that Vincent Loockerman, Sr. bought expensive cloth 

for his first wife in London, specifically matched to her taste and style – and costing 

more than £2 per yard. Loockerman wrote to the man he accused of taking the 

precious cloth:  

Maybey it might a Binn Cared a Waye out of amestake With your goodes it tis 
Easley nowen [known] from the otheres you hade of me for you had maney 
pease from me but what Some Wase Cute of before and all Very Corse…this 
that Com for my Wife Cost 2/12? Starle [sterling] pr. yard by the pase.177  
 

By the age of 52, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. had been successful in both courtship and 

business and cultivated connections around the Atlantic world. In Dover’s Golden 

Age, he used his knowledge and connections to fill his life in Dover.  

  

Meanwhile, with Nicholas Loockerman’s death in 1771, and the bequest of 

almost all of his real estate to his grandson Vincent Loockerman, Jr., Vincent, Jr. 

moved to the family plantation. He inherited the plantation at the Range and probably 

began construction of the two-story brick house that survives there (Figure 15). This is 

a well-built house, but it’s true distinction lies in its massive scale and imposing 

proportions. It is a five-bay, Georgian house with a central hall plan. There are four 

rooms, in two rows, on each floor with a two-room, divided cellar and a garret. Inside 

                                                                                                                                       
pumps and slippers to much more utilitarian footwear. See John Pryor Accounts, 
Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers.  

177 See Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, “Vincent 
Loockerman’s Letters + Depositions, June 1761.”  
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it has decorative wood paneling and, in contrast to Vincent, Sr.’s townhouse, large 

windows make the best use of light throughout the day. With this as his plantation’s 

center, Vincent Loockerman, Jr. was making a statement about the wealth and status 

his family had achieved in Dover.178  

Today it stands on the southwest end of Delaware State University’s campus. 

Though it has since been dwarfed in actual size by modern blocks of campus 

buildings, it aesthetically dominates the buildings around it and must have impressed 

both the plantation slaves Loockerman sought to control and exploit and the visitors 

who called on him in rural Dover. Although he died prematurely and intestate at the 

age of 43, Vincent, Jr.’s estate was still sizable at £1771.10.7½ . He had 41 slaves, 

more than his father or grandfather, valued collectively at almost £540, or about 1/3 of 

his total estate.179 Once again, however, Vincent, Jr.’s most expensive possessions 

were farm goods. I have not yet found evidence that he was involved in the mercantile 

business, though according to his father’s ledger, he did assist as a teenager.  

                                                
178 Stylistically, the house resembles the William Corbit house built in 1772 

just to the north in Appoquinimink Hundred. Although Loockerman’s house was not 
as ornately decorated, it must still have cost quite a sum to build. Corbit spend more 
than £1300 on his home. See John A.H. Sweeney, Grandeur on the Appoquinimink, 
2nd ed. (Newark, DE: University of Delaware Press, 1989), 81-85.   

179 In comparison, the largest slave owner in New Castle County at this point 
was Cantwell Jones, who lived near present-day Odessa. He had 32 slaves. Benjamin 
Chew, whose Whitehall plantation near present-day Bombay Hook supported his life 
of opulence at Cliveden in Philadelphia, was the largest slave holder in Kent County 
and, in fact, all of Delaware and Pennsylvania. He had about 60 slaves at Whitehall. 
From Philip R. Seitz, Curator of Education, Cliveden, personal interview with author, 
19 March 2010.   
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Richard Bushman argues that not until the late eighteenth century did middle 

and lower upper-class people begin to buy into the world of luxury goods and thus live 

genteel lives. It is possible, however, that the Loockermans and their mercantile 

compatriots in Dover began this process much earlier. The 1760s and early 1770s 

were a boon for Kent County’s economy. Merchants flourished because the soils were 

fertile and land plentiful enough to create demanding customers who could pay for the 

goods they desired. This money passed back through the local merchants, many of 

whom, like Vincent Loockerman, Sr., used their profits to patronize craftsmen and buy 

into the world of goods themselves. Profits passed on to the wholesalers who were 

operating in the heady economic climate of a burgeoning Philadelphia. All of their 

loyalties to the system would be tested, however, in the coming years of revolution.  
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Chapter 5 

THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION AND BEYOND 

 In the aftermath of the Stamp Act of 1765, wholesaler Francis Harris of 

Philadelphia wrote reassuringly to John Pryor in Dover, “How our Opposition to the 

Stamp Act is received at Home upon the whole, it is thought just, and imagined will be 

repealed, however, there is no Change of Gouvernment [sic]…by next Opportunity 

will Send you a News Paper, which will be worth reading.” In closing he asks Pryor to 

share the news with his friends in Dover “Particularly to Mr. Lockerman & Nixon.”180 

With their connections in shipping and trade from Philadelphia to London and Bristol, 

they could hardly ignore the growing conflict. At least some eighteenth-century 

Doverites had subscriptions to Philadelphia newspapers, and Philadelphia’s merchants 

wrote to their counterparts in Dover explaining their difficulties procuring goods.181 

The American Revolution brought change, and the merchants in Dover, like their 

counterparts around the Atlantic World, felt the impact. When the British occupied 

                                                
180 Francis Harris, Philadelphia, to John Pryor, Dover, 22 February 1766, 

Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.   

181 John Pryor, for example, paid 10 shillings for a 1773 subscription to the 
Gazette. See Invoice to John Pryor, Dover, to Hall and Sellers, Philadelphia, 2 
December 1773, Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover, 
Delaware.   
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Philadelphia in 1777 and later northern New Castle County, the capital of Delaware 

moved from New Castle to Dover, but not before the president of Delaware and 

several years of Court records were captured by the British.182 At the same time, some 

Philadelphia merchants moved their operations to the Chesapeake Bay to stay in 

business.183  

 By the summer of 1776, Vincent Loockerman, Sr., now one of the wealthiest 

men in Kent County, had important decisions to make. Nicholas, Vincent’s father and 

founder of the family in Dover, died in the spring of 1771. Nicholas had established 

the agricultural foundation, Vincent built upon it, and now it was up to him – and to 

his son, Vincent, Jr. - to protect it. Though in staunch opposition to the earliest 

taxation acts of the 1760s that triggered the American Revolution, Loockerman seems 

to have been slightly more reluctant to throw his support behind the American cause in 

the 1770s. As the colonies moved closer to war, he had to weigh the significant 

economic consequences of cutting ties with Britain and its trade. He eventually sided 

                                                
182 See Claudia L. Bushman, et al., eds. Proceedings of the Assembly of the 

Lower Counties on Delaware 1770-1776, of the Constitutional Convention of 1776, 
and of the House of Assembly of the Delaware State, 1776-1781. (Newark: University 
of Delaware Press, 1986), 32. 

183 Peter and Isaac Wikoff, merchants of Philadelphia, seem to have been 
sending goods from southeastern Maryland, which had less stringent importation laws 
than Pennsylvania, in 1778. In June 1778, Isaac Wikoff writes to merchant Thomas 
Pryor instructing him to sell 30 barrels of coffee he has sent him from “Matompkin.” 
He expresses hope that they will be “so fortunate as to have the Enemy out of 
Philada.” so that Pryor can send goods on to Christiana Bridge. See Isaac Wikoff to 
Thomas Prior, Dover, 6 June 1778, Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public 
Archives, Dover.    



 
 
 

 89 

hesitantly with the Americans. This decision would save his family, his property and 

his legacy in Delaware history. Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was not, perhaps, an ardent 

patriot, as many histories have claimed, but rather an intelligent man with an acute 

understanding of the situation around him.    

Vincent Loockerman, Sr. served in the Delaware House of Assembly from 

1770-1772, where he was the lone dissenting vote on a motion of Charles Ridgely’s to 

bring forward a bill for “the further restraining of Hogs from running at large in the 

Town of Dover.”184 More importantly, however, he witnessed the restructuring of 

alliances around American independence. In Dover, two factions were forming: one 

behind the cautious Dr. Charles Ridgely, Vincent Loockerman’s neighbor and social 

equal, and one led by Thomas Rodney, the impetuous patriot. Although he seems to 

have been reluctant to distance himself from Ridgely, Loockerman witnessed the 

implications of speaking against the American cause.185 In July 1775, Ridgely 

allegedly believed “we could not defend ourselves against the Power of England.” 

When reminded that the members of the Continental Congress were “sensible men,” 

                                                
184 Until the Delaware Constitution of 1776, the colony had only one 

legislative body, the Assembly. For the vote, see Proceedings of the Assembly, 9 June 
1771 in Claudia Bushman, Proceedings of the Assembly, 92-3.  

185 On September 11, 1774, Thomas Rodney wrote to his brother Caesar in 
Philadelphia about attempts to unseat Caesar in the Delaware Assembly, “Your good 
friend Doctr R[idgely] – has layed a trap with his Old Machine L[oocker]mn which he 
no doubt thinks may gain his purpose of throwinge [sic] you off the assembly.” 
Thomas Rodney, Dover, to Caesar Rodney, Philadelphia, 11 September 1774 in 
George Herbert Ryden, ed., Letters to and from Caesar Rodney 1756-1784 
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1933), no. 31, p. 46. 
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he retorted, “They Might be, but he did not think they acted like sensible men.” 

Although acquitted when brought before the Committee of Correspondence in 

September, his reputation never fully recovered.186 Even more frighteningly, Thomas 

Robinson, a prominent politician and landowner from Sussex County lost all of his 

property and was forced to flee when a letter written to a friend in New York City was 

published in a Pennsylvania newspaper in 1776. His property was confiscated, and he 

sued for losses of £4,084 before the Loyalist Commission.187 

These concerns, however, cut both ways. Loockerman and his property could 

not have withstood the enmity of the entire Assembly, but his wealth and prominence 

made him a force to be courted. This is most evident in Thomas Rodney’s letters to his 

brother, Caesar. Thomas chronicled his efforts to bring Kent County’s most prominent 

men to his side, and he became increasingly more exasperated with Loockerman’s 

indecision. In early September 1774, Thomas wrote to Caesar, at the time representing 

Delaware in the Continental Congress, that he had succeeded in creating a “Middle 

Ticket” for that year’s elections. Although the ticket included a number of important 

men, including John Hazlett, merchant John Banning, and attorney William Killen, 

Thomas Rodney specifically rejoiced as follows: “Lockern. a[s] I hintd. had been in 

tow with the Doctr. And had sett out against you but findg. the rapid progress of our 

                                                
186 Harold Bell Hancock, The Delaware Loyalists, Papers of the Historical 

Society of Delaware, New Series, III (Wilmington, DE: The Historical Society of 
Delaware, 1940), 7.  

187 Claudia Bushman, Proceedings of the Assembly, 582.   
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third part scheme (and he being one of our men) has tackt [sic] about & is violent 

against the Doctr. Who I think will undoubtedly be left off.”188 The politicking 

continued at the end of the month when Rodney predicted a “crooked election” 

because “the doctr. will be left unless he can still prevail with Lockerman, to favour 

[sic] him which is yet susspected [sic].” Ridgely served in the 1774-1775 Assembly, 

but withdrew from elections the next year amidst the allegations of disloyalty to the 

American cause. 

Although Vincent, Sr. served again in that year and distanced himself from 

Ridgely, he seemed always to be testing the political waters. He and his son were 

among 35 men elected to the Kent County Committee on August 14, 1775; three days 

later, Vincent, Sr. was subsequently appointed to the Committee of Correspondence, 

along with Caesar Rodney, Thomas Rodney, John Banning and William Killen.189 In 

April 1776, Vincent Loockerman, Jr. joined the Militia Light Infantry Company of 

Dover under Thomas Rodney, and according to a note in Thomas Rodney’s private 

log, brought his own gun “in good order.”190 Perhaps because of his years of 

                                                
188 Thomas Rodney, Dover, to Caesar Rodney, 20 September 1774 in Ryden, 

50.   

189 See Delaware Public Archives Commission, Delaware Archives Vol. II, 
Military and Naval Records (Wilmington, DE: Press of Mercantile Printing Co., 
1912), 985-986. 

190 Delaware Public Archives Commission, Delaware Archives Vol. III, 
Revolutionary War (Wilmington, DE: Chas. L. Story Company Press, 1919), 1239-
1240.  
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experience in trade, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. was also involved in the procurement of 

military accoutrements. As early as July of 1775, he had a hand in choosing the 

“Standard Colours [sic]” when Caesar Rodney asked his brother in Dover to “assure 

Mr. Loockerman they will be ellegant and cleaver [sic].”191 Two years later, with the 

Delaware Regiment desperately in need of new clothing, he lent the State of Delaware 

£750. On December 17, 1777 the Delaware House of Assembly put that amount into 

the “Hands of Lieut. Col. Pope to purchase Cloathing for the Delaware Regiment.”192 

Loockerman’s contribution is significant when one considers that the legislature 

                                                
191 Caesar Rodney, Philadelphia, to Thomas Rodney, Dover, 27 September 

1775 in Ryden, 63. In September 1775, Caesar writes again to Thomas, “Mr. 
McGarmant Will tell you about Lockermans money – and the Colours will be down 
by the next Post – Get the ballance of the Bill for the Colours from Lockerman. He 
paid me ten pounds Which you will deduct out of it.” Caesar Rodney, Philadelphia, to 
Thomas Rodney, Dover, 13 September 1775 in Ryden, 64.  

192 Proceedings of the House of Assembly, 17 December 1777 in Claudia L. 
Bushman et al., Proceedings of the Assembly, 353-354. On December 12, 1777, 
George Read read a letter before the House from Pope requesting “a Supply of Money 
to enable him to proceed in the Purchase of Cloathing within the State for the Use of 
that Battalion whose Wants in that Article are great.” The next day, the Assembly 
voted to raise £750 on the credit of the State. In Claudia L. Bushman et al., 
Proceedings of the Assembly, 346-348. Vincent Loockerman stepped in quickly. As 
noted above, his resolution to lend was approved by December 17. The need is 
supported by a letter in the Loockerman Papers from a soldier fighting with Pope, “We 
enjoy good health + plenty of Provision, tho we are destitute of Cloathing [sic] + good 
Quarters two capital Articles for an Army at this Season of the Year…I have been 
truly unfortunate this Campaign having lost all my Shirts, Stockings, etc. which I had 
in my Saddle Baggs…but I comfort myself…that misfortunes attend the riteous [sic]. I 
am so cold that I cannot hold the Pen any longer.” W. Popham, Camp near Chestnut 
Hill, to Lieutenant Ben. Hazel, Kent County XRoads, 13 November 1777, Small 
Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.  
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approved the issue of £15,000 in bills of credit to support the troops during the war.193 

The contribution, however, was understood by all parties to be a loan – not a gift – to 

be repaid within a year at six percent interest compounded annually. Loockerman 

himself included it a year later on an extensive list of debts due to him (Figure 21).194 

Delaware needed money and Vincent Loockerman had it. It was a mutually beneficial 

agreement. Nonetheless, this contribution has come to represent Vincent 

Loockerman’s patriotism.  

Certainly, Vincent Loockerman would not have contributed had he not had 

patriotic sympathies, but his actions were, at least from Thomas Rodney’s perspective, 

inscrutable. He fit the Tory profile almost perfectly. He was wealthy, Anglican, 

engaged in overseas trade, and made his home in southern Delaware, a place where 

social unrest instigated by Tories was never far from the government’s concerns.195 

On May 26, 1776, as the colonies moved closer to independence, Thomas Rodney 

wrote to Caesar about the reception of a petition to the Assembly for the writing of a 

state constitution. He observed that 26 of his men signed the petition while the rest had 

                                                
193 Bushman et al., Proceedings of the Assembly, 30.   

194 “A list of Bonds Bills Notes and Deeds,” 10 June 1778, Small Manuscripts, 
Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.  

195 See Hancock, Delaware Loyalists, 56. Three Tory uprisings occurred in 
Kent County between 1776 and 1778. These numbers seem a bit high, but Hancock 
estimates that about 20% of the population in New Castle County, 50% of Kent 
County and 80% of Sussex County were loyalists.  
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until the next muster day to consider it. He thought the rest would sign, but he wrote 

alarmingly of Vincent Loockerman, Sr.: 

Loukerman appear’d & Charged his son not sign – he’s frightened almost out 
of his wits & seems half at least on the other side of the question – his late 
conduct has been so particularly penurious that he is abused by almost every 
body – There was much fun with him last night but it is too long to tell.196 
 

Rodney’s use of “penurious,” with its connotation of financial parsimony, is fitting. 

Eighteen months later, Vincent Loockerman, Sr. lent 5% of the total cost of the State’s 

initial war effort.  

 Although his prominence made him an important political ally, he and his son 

served in few offices compared to their counterparts Caesar Rodney and Charles 

Ridgely. They rarely served outside the County and never outside of the State. Both 

were members of the Delaware Assembly for a few terms, but neither signed the 

Declaration of Independence, the Delaware Constitution or the United States 

Constitution. This may have been due to their education. Education in Dover was 

sporadic. Francis Alison, who immigrated to Dover to tutor young John Dickinson, 

remarked that anyone who “made any pretensions to learning were branded as letter-

learned Pharisees.”197 Nathaniel Luff remembered having to relearn Latin when he 

arrived in Philadelphia after training in Dover in the 1760s.198 From the few business 

                                                
196 Thomas Rodney, Dover, to Caesar Rodney, 26 May 1776 in Ryden, 83-84.   

197 Francis Alison to Ezra Stiles, 12 December 1767, Manuscript Collection, 
Yale University Library, New Haven, Connecticut in Flower, John Dickinson, 5.  
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documents surviving in Vincent, Sr.’s hand, he had difficulty writing. His penmanship 

is nearly unintelligible and his spelling rarely consistent from one sentence to the next. 

Doverite Henry Bickerton concurred. He wrote to Charles Ridgely in Philadelphia 

about events in Dover in 1755, “Poor Vin[cent Loockerman] who is as unfortunate in 

his Politicks as in his English has I am inform’d Publickly Declared that if he is 

return’d an Assembly man…he will Exasperate himself in an Extraordinary manner to 

appeal the Confounded Excise Law.”199 It is also worth noting that Vincent, Sr.’s first 

wife, Susannah Beswicke Loockerman (c.1710-1773) was illiterate.200 Although his 

children went to schools in Philadelphia and were taught the art of letter writing; he 

himself, an intelligent and successful businessman, was either never taught or did not 

see fit to display a formal education.201  

                                                                                                                                       
198 Hancock, History of Kent County, 9. 

199 Henry Bickerton, Dover, to Charles Ridgely, Philadelphia, 2 September 
1755, Folder 156, Ridgely Collection, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.  

200 She signed the administration of her first husband’s account with a mark. 
See Maryland Prerogative Court, Administration Accounts, Administration of the 
Estate of Robert Beswicke, 22 February 1742, Maryland State Archives, Annapolis, 
Maryland.   

201 A court deposition and Loockerman’s early 1760s business ledger survive 
in his hand. He may not have written many letters or they may have been destroyed. 
The 1761 court deposition provides a good contrast between Vincent Loockerman and 
his neighbors. In June of 1761, Vincent, Sr. accused fellow merchant Thomas Nixon 
of accidentally removing a piece of camblet from his store with a number of other 
goods. He wrote to Nixon on June 4: “I Take this opunety [sic]…to Desier the faver of 
you to Examon your goodes Well that you Bought of me if thare is note [not] appease 
[a peace] of Cambelete more there you Bought of me for Sence I Sold you them goods 
I have mest [missed] appease…and maybey it might a Binn [have been] Cared a Waye 
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It is most probable, however, that their talents were simply better used 

elsewhere. They had farms to manage, tenants to install and international trade in 

which to engage, and the opportunity costs of political service were, at times, too high. 

They were good businessmen, and they could more effectively influence politics and 

the events around them by accumulating wealth and material goods. This was, in fact, 

a common phenomenon in Delaware.202 Delaware was a small colony that had long 

escaped notice by the British authorities; in some ways, the colony’s own legislature 

had more influence in Delaware than any intercolonial body could.203 Delaware’s 

                                                                                                                                       
out of amestake…” On another piece of correspondence from Loockerman about the 
missing camblet, Nixon noted his own actions in more standardized spelling and 
conventional grammar: “To this I Returned a Verbal answer By his Boy That I should 
be in Town Soon + would Call + Treat with his master on ye occasion + accordingly 
on Saturday June ye 6 went but he not being at home I Related the affare to Mr. 
Hindman who on my telling him that I had sold ye piece to Stokley Stirges let me 
know he was then in Town.” See Small Manuscripts, Loockerman/Bradford Family 
Papers, “Vincent Loockerman’s Letters + Depositions, June 1761.”  

Loockerman’s 1760s ledger exhibits many of the same anomalies. Folio 164 is 
an account with Willson Buckmaster. After Loockerman settles with him on October  
27, 1766, he notes: “be it remembered after Sittelmentt I Lentt Mr. Buck 4 Dollars In 
Cash which John Bell Saw me Give heam The money – a Bord the Waisall [Vessel] 
and after we Walk all 3 Up to the house Whan Mrs Huntter was mad [made] 
aquaintted with itt by Mr. Buck and me allso and Drank a boll of mim one the strenth 
of Itt being one Monday aboute 2 a Clock in the after noon.” See Small Manuscripts, 
Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers, Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s Ledger.   

 
202 John Munroe made a study of it in “Nonresident Representation in the 

Continental Congress: The Delaware Delegation of 1782,” in The Philadelawareans 
And Other Essays Relating to Delaware (Newark: University of Delaware Press, 
2004): 87-112.   

203 Ibid., 116: “Delawareans of this class found it inconvenient to attend 
Congress, and for long periods this state had been unrepresented there. In some ways 
the state legislature was a more powerful and effective body than Congress and 
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proximity to the colonial capitals made it more convenient to attend legislative 

sessions, but also easier to become distracted by personal affairs at home. Nicholas 

van Dyke of New Castle, a delegate to the Continental Congress from 1777 to 1782, 

wrote exasperatedly to Delaware framer Thomas McKean in early 1781, “I cannot 

reconcile it to my Conscience…to retreat until this War ends, unless my Place could 

be filled by a better Hand. Such in our state do not incline to serve…They prefer their 

own Ease & Interest to the Promotion of the Good of their Country.”204 As Thomas 

Rodney’s preoccupation with Loockerman’s loyalty proves, however, he could have 

influence without office; his material wealth no doubt helped this process.  

It seems then that Loockerman’s “vacillation,” represented not indecision, but 

a keen understanding of the intricacies of Revolutionary politics on the local level. 

Loockerman did not want to lose his house, his property or his business interests. And, 

on the whole, he did quite well. The State confiscated the property of Loyalists. The 

work of many of the Philadelphia craftsmen Vincent Loockerman patronized was 

interrupted by the conflict.205 Obstacles to trade and the political uncertainty of the 

                                                                                                                                       
therefore won the interest of the able politicians.” Vincent, Sr.’s experience certainly 
supports this. He did hold state office several times in his life. He held office more 
frequently in his later years, when he was less involved in trade and died as a member 
of Delaware’s upper house.  

 
204 In John A. Munroe, “Revolution and Confederation,” in Henry Clay Reed, 

Delaware: A History of the First State (New York: Lewis Historical Publishing 
Company, Inc., 1947), 116.  

  
205 Hornor, Blue Book, 235.  
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latter years of the Revolution brought exorbitant inflation. Merchant John Pryor, for 

example, paid Philadelphia merchant Archibald McSparran £1912.10.0 for a 102-

gallon hogshead of rum in October of 1779.206 Each gallon of rum cost almost £19. 

Five years earlier, he bought 425 gallons of rum in four hogsheads at three shillings 

per gallon.207 In 1781, during the last year of the American Revolution, Vincent, Sr.’s 

tax assessment dropped to £100, its lowest in about twenty years. He remained one of 

the wealthiest men living in Kent County, however, as most of his neighbors were 

assessed at £20-£30.208  

When Vincent, Sr. died in 1785 at the age of 63, he had two families, several 

tenant farms, a young wife, a townhouse filled with impeccably selected goods, and 

£2237.16.9½ in personalty. He had weathered the disruption of the American 

Revolution, and it was time to cultivate his legacy. Fortunately, although many 

eighteenth-century merchants and their customers were short of cash, Vincent 

Loockerman died with £420.7.9 in specie.209 His estate and lifelong Anglican 

                                                
206 Invoice from Alexander McSparran to John Pryor, 21 October 1779, 

Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover. In April of that year, 
Pryor paid Levi Hollingsworth £7.10 per bushel for a tierce (7½ bushels) of salt. 
Invoice from Levi Hollingsworth to John Pryor, 7 April 1779, Loockerman Family 
Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.   

207 Invoice from Alexander McCall to John Pryor, 17 May 1774, Loockerman 
Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.   

208 Margaret Raubacher Dunham, “The Loockerman/Bradford House,” 3.  

209 When his widow brought it to the administrators of his estate, there was 
£305.0.9 in silver (£103.14.2 “in the small bag in Crowns,” £195.7.6 “in the Large 
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membership allowed him to be buried in the cemetery at Christ Episcopal Church, just 

across Water Street from his townhouse.210 He is buried there today between his wife 

and father. His son, Vincent, Jr., would also be buried there after his untimely death in 

1790 at the age of 43. All four markers are identical, large tombstones supported by 

brick foundations. In an area where all stone had to be imported from Pennsylvania or 

further afield, tombstones were significant. The four stones are in line to the left of the 

church’s eighteenth-century entrance; their social allies, sometimes political 

adversaries, and century-long neighbors, the Ridgelys, took the place of prominence at 

the other side of the entrance. It seems likely that all of the Loockerman stones were 

placed here at about the same time, probably around the turn of the nineteenth century, 

                                                                                                                                       
Bag in dolls.,” and £5.19.1 “in Another bag in Silver”) and £115.7.0 in gold. See 
“Vincent Loockermans’ [Jr.] Rect. For Money Left in the House at the Time of My 
Husbands’ Death, and dd. To him by me before the Appraisers,” 8 September 1785, 
Loockerman Family Papers, Delaware Public Archives, Dover.  

210 The religious legacy of the Loockerman family is varied. Govert 
Loockermans may have been Catholic, his children were buried in the Reformed 
Church and, at some point, the family joined the Church of England, to which both 
Vincents remained members throughout their lives. In the late eighteenth century, 
however, Vincent Loockerman gained some notice for defending Methodist itinerant 
preacher Freeborn Garretson, who came to preach in Dover on September 12, 1778. 
His appearance caused a near riot as people suspected him of Toryism; he wrote in his 
journal, “To all human appearance, I was in a fair way to be torn in pieces every 
moment: I was, however, rescued by several gentlemen of the town, who hearing the 
uproar, ran to my assistance. The chief of these were Mr. P[ryor] a merchant, who was 
formerly awakened under Mr. Whitefield, Mr. L[oockerman]…” See Robert Drew 
Simpson, ed. American Methodist Pioneer: The Life and Journals of The Rev. 
Freeborn Garrettson, 1752-1827 (Rutland, VT: Academy Books, 1984), 74. Vincent 
Loockerman, Jr. married as his third wife Mary Miller, daughter of, John Miller, the 
Presbyterian minister in Dover.   
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when the two Vincent Loockermans died within five years of one another. This would 

explain why the epitaphs of Nicholas Loockerman and Vincent Loockerman, Sr. are 

identical, and also why Nicholas Loockerman’s death date is incorrectly listed as 

1769.211 The Ridgely family’s graves underwent similar renovation in this period. In a 

November 1785 codicil to his will, Charles Greenberry Ridgely, requested that “my 

Fathers, Mother’s, Mrs. Inglis’s [wife of former rector Charles Inglis], my dear wife’s 

and my own graves, be bricked up most carefully and securely against the impertinent 

eye of curiousity.”212 Important families needed important resting places.  

 Vincent Loockerman, Sr. left a young widow of 28. She remarried Charles 

Nixon (1755-1795), son of the merchant with whom Vincent, Sr. had his dispute over 

the London camblet. She was widowed yet again, and in an ironic return to their roots, 

died in Cambridge, Maryland in 1827 while visiting her daughter.213 The majority of 

Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s children married and moved away from Dover. His 

youngest son, Nicholas (1783-1850) never married and lived in his father’s town 

house until his death. He bequeathed the property to his niece and nephews, the 

                                                
211 It may also explain why a number of nineteenth-century sources maintain 

that Nicholas Loockerman was buried at his plantation outside of town. He may, in 
fact, be buried there, but his commemoration is in Christ Church cemetery. See Scharf, 
History of Delaware II and Vincent, A History of the State of Delaware, 473.      

212 Will of Charles Greenberry Ridgely, 20 November 1785, Kent County 
Wills and Inventories, Delaware Public Archives, Dover. Ridgely also expressed in 
this codicil his desire to be thoroughly checked for signs of death before being 
interred.    

213 See Delaware Gazette, May 1827.   
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children of his sister Elizabeth, who had married Thomas Bradford of Philadelphia. 

The Bradford children, though residing across the country, continued to keep the 

Dover townhouse and considered it the home of their ancestors. They painstakingly 

maintained the original section of the house, adding an ell in the nineteenth century. It 

remains in the family.  

 Vincent Loockerman, Jr. (1747-1790) died intestate with five young children. 

They received generous inheritances of land, but all of his daughters married into 

prominent Wilmington or Philadelphia families, selling their Dover property when 

they could. Vincent, Jr. had a son, Vincent Emerson Loockerman, who was not yet a 

year old when his father died. He inherited his father’s property at the Range and sold 

it as a young man. The living legacy of the Loockerman family was over, but its place 

in Dover history remains to the present.    

Conclusion 

In 1891, under the provisions of the Second Morrill Act, the State of Delaware 

purchased 100 acres of the “old Loockerman farm” for $8,000.214 Thus, the 

Loockerman Range became the site of Delaware’s State College for Colored Students, 

now Delaware State University. According to the newspaper reports of the period, the 

plantation’s slave quarters were still standing when the state purchased the property 

for the College, and few writers failed to note the irony. The Smyrna Times wrote:  

                                                
214 W. Satneck, “The History of the Origins and Development of Delaware 

State College and Its Role in Higher Education for Negroes in Delaware,” Ed.D. diss, 
New York University School of Education, 1962.  
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In a short time, the old Loockerman farm property, near Dover, will be so 
transformed from what it was in the days of the original owner, Loockerman, 
that even the oldest person would not know it. In his day the slave quarters 
were the prominent feature, and they are still standing, being now used for 
stables. Instead of being menials the colored people will have facilities far in 
advance of those at the command of any white person in the county. 
 

The building had been completely renovated and dormer windows added.215 In the 

1990s, another restoration campaign removed these additions and restored the building 

to its eighteenth-century appearance. This adaptive reuse reflects the long, diachronic 

lives of objects.  

 The townhouse on State Street remained in the family. In the mid-nineteenth 

century, a descendant of Vincent Loockerman, Sr. through his daughter, Elizabeth 

Loockerman Bradford, began developing lots on the family’s extensive acreage north 

of the historic town of Dover. He laid out a number of new streets. It is not, perhaps, 

surprising that he named the expanded town’s new commercial center Loockerman 

Street.  

Astute business arrangements, meticulous recordkeeping, and advantageous 

marriages allowed three generations of Dover Loockermans to retain and augment the 

wealth and status they inherited. It also allowed their descendants to save and preserve 

much of what they inherited. Many of Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s decorative arts and 

business documents remained in his townhouse until the 1960s and 1970s, when word 

of their scholarly value brought collectors, dealers and museum curators to Dover. 

                                                
215 Smyrna Times, 19 August 1891 and 18 November 1891. Thank you to 

Carlos Holmes of Delaware State University for pointing me to this reference.   
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Dealer Harold Sack remembers first hearing of Vincent Loockerman and his objects in 

the 1960s. He eventually bought the tea table (Figure 11), which later came into the 

collection of the Philadelphia Museum of Art.216 Clement Conger, first curator of the 

US State Department’s collection of American decorative arts, took an active interest 

in the collection, and purchased two sets of Loockerman Chippendale chairs (Figures 

8 and 9). Sewell C. Biggs and Charles Dorman, renowned collectors of Delaware’s 

material culture, assiduously collected the earlier, locally made objects. Many of those 

objects are exhibited today at the Biggs Museum, less than two blocks from where 

they originally made their homes.  

Taken as a whole, these objects and the history of their owners, represent a rare 

opportunity to observe consumer choices in rural America at the end of the colonial 

period. Each generation moved, often following larger migration patterns in American 

history, and lived in a way that reflected their own aspirations. Govert Loockermans 

escaped violence in his homeland and came to the fledgling metropolis of New 

Amsterdam. His son, following the economic prosperity produced by fertile soils and 

tobacco cultivation in Tidewater Maryland, found his fortune on the Choptank River. 

His son, Nicholas, came east following the economic shift from tobacco to wheat 

production. In search of his own land to cultivate, he found it in the still-sparsely 

settled Kent County, Delaware of the 1720s. He created the foundations of 

                                                
216 Harold Sack and Max Wilk, American Treasure Hunt: The Legacy of Israel 

Sack (Boston: Little, Brown and Company, 1986), 236.  
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permanence on a self-sufficient and successful plantation. This allowed his son to 

pursue the mercantile operations that made him affluent enough to acquire goods of 

both local and international manufacture. Vincent Loockerman, Sr.’s increasing 

prominence, practical connoisseurial experience, and developing taste made him a 

valuable political ally and influential townsman, even when not serving in political 

office. The survival of so many of his objects allows scholars a glimpse into his 

everyday experience, and his son’s plantation house outside of Dover provides a 

powerful comparison. Vincent Loockerman, Sr. wished to be close to town, visible to 

his neighbors and influential in his social and economic world. Vincent Loockerman, 

Jr. chose to live three miles from the town center. He more closely managed an 

extensive plantation and created a different, but equally refined, landscape. Regardless 

of how it was manifested, however, both of these men were indebted to their 

predecessors for the foundation of wealth on which they built their lives, and on their 

descendants, for the legacy they preserved and created for the Loockerman family.    

Far from the rural outpost Dover’s present economy and geography might 

suggest, eighteenth-century Dover was an expanding town where luxury goods were 

demanded, purchased and exchanged, political ideas debated over West Indian or New 

England rum and social connections made through political alliance and marriage. 

Only in this context can the material culture of the Loockerman family speak.  
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Figure 1. Attributed to John Hesselius (1728-1778), portrait of Vincent 
Loockerman, Sr. (1722-1785), 1750s. Oil on canvas. Collection of the 
Delaware Division of Historical and Cultural Affairs, Dover, Delaware.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 118 

 

 
 
 
 
Figure 2. Loockerman Armchair and side chair (one of six), Delaware, late 1740s-65. 
Walnut. Courtesy of the Biggs Museum of American Art, Dover, Delaware. 
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Figure 3. Loockerman Side Chair (one of six without surviving armchair), probably 
Dover, Delaware, 1740-60. Walnut. Private collection, on loan to the Biggs Museum 
of American Art, Dover, Delaware. 
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Figure 4. Loockerman Side Chair (one of six), attributed to Benjamin Randolph 
(1721-1791), Philadelphia, 1762 or 1765. Mahogany, yellow pine. Courtesy of the 
Biggs Museum of American Art, Dover, Delaware. 
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Figure 5. Loockerman Corner Chair, 1740-60, probably Dover, Delaware. Walnut. 
Private Collection, on long-term loan to the Biggs Museum of American Art, Dover, 
Delaware. 
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Figure 6. Loockerman Five-Drawer Dressing Table, probably Dover, Delaware, 1755-
1770. Walnut and yellow pine. Courtesy of the Biggs Museum of American Art, 
Dover, Delaware. 
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Figure 7. Loockerman Pembroke (China) Table, Philadelphia, 1760-1780. Mahogany. 
Courtesy of the Biggs Museum of American Art, Dover, Delaware. 
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Figure 8. Loockerman Side Chairs (three of six with armchair), Philadelphia, 1755-
1770. Black walnut, Atlantic white cedar, eastern white pine, southern yellow pine. 
Photograph by Will Brown, The Diplomatic Reception Rooms, US Department of 
State.  
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Figure 9. Loockerman Side Chair (one of six), Philadelphia, 1750-1770. Mahogany, 
southern yellow pine, yellow poplar, Spanish cedar. Photograph by Will Brown, The 
Diplomatic Reception Rooms, US Department of State.  
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Figure 10. Loockerman Circular Tea Table, Philadelphia, 1760-1780. Mahogany. 
Photograph by Will Brown, The Diplomatic Reception Rooms, US Department of 
State.  
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Figure 11. Loockerman Tea table, attributed to Benjamin Randolph (1721-1791) and 
Hercules Courtenay (d. 1784), Philadelphia, c. 1774. Mahogany, cherry, white cedar. 
Courtesy of the Philadelphia Museum of Art, Philadelphia. Gift of H. Richard 
Dietrich, Jr., 1974. 1974-223-1.  
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 128 

 
 
 
Figure 12. Loockerman Chest-on-Chest, attributed to Thomas Affleck (1740-1795), 
Philadelphia, c. 1770. Mahogany, original gilt brasses. Private collection, image 
courtesy of Sotheby's, Inc. 
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Figure 13. Loockerman Drop-Leaf Dining Table (one of two), Philadelphia, c. 1770. 
Mahogany. Private collection, image courtesy of Sotheby's Inc. 
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Figure 14. Townhouse of Vincent Loockerman, Sr. (1722-1785), Dover, Kent 
County, Delaware, c. 1747-1760. Photograph by author. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 131 

 

 
 
 
 
Figure 15. Plantation House of Vincent Loockerman, Jr. (1747-1790), Dover vicinity, 
Kent County, Delaware, c. 1772-1790. Photograph by J. Ritchie Garrison, used with 
permission of Delaware State University, Dover, Delaware.  
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Figure 16. Large East Room (Parlor), First Floor, Loockerman Townhouse, Dover, 
Delaware, c. 1959. Photograph by Cortlandt Van Dyke Hubbard. Collection of 
Historic American Buildings Survey, Library of Congress.  
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Figure 17. Plan of New York or New Amsterdam as in Sep. 1661 (Duke’s Plan of 
New Amsterdam), 1664. © All Rights Reserved. The British Library Board. License 
Number: WINMUS01’.  
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Figure 18. “New Map of the Province of Maryland in North America,” 1780. Used 
with permission of Maryland Map Collection, Special Collections, University of 
Maryland Libraries.  
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Inset of Figure 18 showing Dorchester and Talbot Counties, Maryland and Kent 
County, Delaware. 
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Figure 19. Map of Delaware Counties and Hundreds. Used with permission of the 
Center for Historic Architecture and Design, University of Delaware. 
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Figure 20. “Jin Case” (Bottle Case), 18th century. Photograph by J. Ritchie Garrison. 
Private collection. This bottle case is probably the one listed in Vincent Loockerman, 
Sr.'s 1785 inventory as "1 Jin [sic] Case" worth 5 shillings. 
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Figure 21. “A List of Bills, Bonds and Debts Owed to Vincent Loockerman Sr.,” 
1778. From Loockerman/Bradford Family Papers. On loan to the Delaware Public 
Archives, Dover, Delaware.  The top reads “Cash Lent to Delaware State…£750. 
Years after it was written, the family framed this list of debts with the £750-pound 
contribution at the top of the page. It was probably displayed for visitors on historic 
house tours for Old Dover Days.  
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Figure 22. Book plate of Nicholas Loockerman the Younger (1783-1850), 1797. 
Nicholas fixed the spelling of his name on this bookplate when he was 14. The book is 
Mr. Harrison’s Rudiment of English Grammar, Philadelphia, 1794.  
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Figure 23. Mannequins Dressed in Loockerman Family Gowns and Slippers, 
Delaware State Museum, 1960s. Photograph courtesy of the Delaware Division of 
Historical and Cultural Affairs.  
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Image Permissions and a Scan for the Loockermans 
 

Leister Claudia (DOS) <claudia.leister@state.de.us>  Wed, Apr 14, 2010  
at 8:25 AM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Dear Kate, You may have permission to use any of the images of the 
Loockerman Collection items in your thesis, “Thinking Locally, Acquiring 
Globally:  The Loockerman Family of Delaware, 1630-1790.”  Our only 
request is that you credit and acknowledge that they are from the 
collection of the Delaware Division of Historical and Cultural Affairs.  We 
also look forward to receiving a copy of your thesis for our research 
library. 
  
Good luck with the completion of this great project! 
  
Claudia Leister 
Curator of Collections Management 
Historical & Cultural Affairs 
21 The Green 
Dover, De  19901 
(302)739-6402 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Image Permission Email 
 

Ryan Grover <rgrover@biggsmuseum.org>  Tue, May 11, 2010  
at 8:16 AM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Dear Ms. LaPrad: 
  
The Biggs Museum is delighted to have the following images of its 
permanent collection objects featured in your upcoming Masters Thesis 
for the University of Delaware and Winterthur Museum: 
  
Loockerman family walnut armchair and side chair made in Dover 
Loockerman family walnut dressing table made in Dover 
Loockerman family side chair by Benjamin Randolph 
Loockerman family pembroke table by Benjamin Randolph 
  
  
Ryan Grover 
Curator 
Biggs Museum of American Art 
PO Box 711 
Dover, DE  19903 
rgrover@biggsmuseum.org 
302.674.2111 x 108 
www.biggsmuseum.org 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Loockerman: The Diplomatic Reception Rooms (1:3) 
 

Burden, Virginia K <BurdenVK@state.gov>  Mon, May 10, 2010  
at 2:25 PM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  
Cc: "Craighill, Marcee F" <CraighillMF@state.gov>, "Turner, Lynn M" 
<TurnerLM2@state.gov>  

Hello, Kate –  
  
How wonderful to receive your email today.   You have our permission to use the 
images, as mentioned below, for your master’s thesis.  Please use the following 
credit line for your publication: “Photo by Will Brown, The Diplomatic 
Reception Rooms, US Department of State.”  Please send us a copy of your 
work; we can’t wait to have it for our archives.  Also, we look forward to reading 
your research and to learning more of Vincent Loockerman, too.   
  
Best wishes,   
  
Virginia K. Burden  
Museum Specialist  
The Diplomatic Reception Rooms  
2201 C Street, NW #8213 
Washington, DC 20505 
T: 202-647-1990 and F: 202-647-3428 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 144 

 

Kathryn Laprad <klaprad@udel.edu>  

 

Publication of American Tea Table (1974-223-1) 
 

Frisbee, Holly <HFrisbee@philamuseum.org>  Tue, Apr 6, 2010 at 4:20 
PM  

To: Kathryn LaPrad <klaprad@udel.edu>  

Kathryn, 
There’s no charge for student publications, included theses, etc.   
I’ve attached an image that you may use at no charge. Please see 
appropriate caption information below. 
Thank you 
  
  
Holly Frisbee 
Permissions Coordinator 
Rights and Reproductions, Photography 
Philadelphia Museum of Art 
fax: 215-235-0034 
  
  

Tea Table 

Attributed to Benjamin Randolph, American, 1721 - 1791 
Made for Vincent Loockerman, American, died 1785 
Baroque with Rococo carving, 1774 
Mahogany; cherry, white cedar 
29 1/2 x 26 x 18 inches (74.9 x 66 x 45.7 cm) 
Made in: Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, United States 
Philadelphia Museum of Art: Gift of H. Richard Dietrich, Jr., 1974 
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Kathryn Laprad <klaprad@udel.edu>  

 

British Library Images Online Receipt 
 

British Library Images Online <imagesonline@bl.uk>  Mon, May 10, 2010  
at 2:43 PM  

To: "klaprad@udel.edu" <klaprad@udel.edu>  

Hi, Kathryn 
 
Thanks for your recent order at The British Library Images Online. 
 
We hope you'll enjoy your images and that you've found the site useful. 
 
When reproducing an image you must acknowledge the British Library using the 
following '(c) All Rights Reserved. The British Library Board. Licence Number: 
WINMUS01'. A copy of the Terms and Conditions which was agreed upon on 
registration can be found here. 
 
http://www.imagesonline.bl.uk/terms.asp 
 
Your order details are below: 
 
Paid for by Credit Card 
Your NetBanx Reference Number: 0A6IBOIHMIETQ6KPA6 
 
 
BILLING ADDRESS 
K LaPrad 
 
Winterthur Museum 
210 Delaware St., Apt. 5 
New Castle, DE 19720 
New Castle 19720 
UNITED STATES 
Phone: 302.258.4522 
Email: klaprad@udel.edu 
ITEM INFORMATION 
 
Image ID: 008318 
Usage: Editorial 
Media: Book (University Press/Academic/Museum) 
Region: SingleLanguage/N.America/Canada/EU/World - United States 
Size: 1/2 Page 
Placement: Inside 
Circ./Press Run/Locations: < 1000 
Length of License: 1 Year 
Start Date: 3/23/2010 
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ITEM INFORMATION 
 
Image ID: 008318 
Usage: Editorial 
Media: Book (University Press/Academic/Museum) 
Region: SingleLanguage/N.America/Canada/EU/World - United States 
Size: 1/2 Page 
Placement: Inside 
Circ./Press Run/Locations: < 1000 
Length of License: 1 Year 
Start Date: 3/23/2010 
Industry: Non-Profit/Foundations 
End Client: D Space 
Description: Master's Thesis 
Item Price: £27.00 
 
 

PRICING INFORMATION 
Total Price: £27.00 
 
Best wishes, 
 
Images Online 
The British Library 
96 Euston Road 
London 
NW1 2DB 
United Kingdom 
Tel: +44 (0)20 7412 7614 (Images Online) 
Tel: +44 (0)20 7412 7755 (Permissions) 
Fax: +44 (0)20 7412 7771 
E-mail: imagesonline@bl.uk 
E-mail: permissions@bl.uk 
Vat registration no. GB 240 6927 64 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Maryland Map Inquiry from a Graduate Student 
 

Ann Hudak <ahudak@umd.edu>  Wed, Mar 31, 2010  
at 10:14 AM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Kate, 
 
Our copy of the 1795 Griffith map is fragile and housed in such a large structure 
that it would not be feasible for us to try to scan a portion of it.  You would be 
able to take a digital photo of it if that would help you. 
 
If you can use the scan of the 1780 map that is on the Web, you are welcome to 
use it.  There is no copyright issue so just credit us as the source:  Maryland Map 
Collection, Special Collections, University of Maryland Libraries.  If you need a 
scan of the original map, let me know and I will find out if this is feasible. 
 
Ann Hudak 
[Quoted text hidden] 
 
-- Ann L. Hudak Assistant Curator Marylandia & Rare Books Dept. 
University of Maryland Libraries University of Maryland College 
Park, MD 20742 (301) 405-9213 ahudak@umd.edu 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Re: A Thank You and A Question 
 

Rebecca Sheppard <rjshep@udel.edu>  Sun, Apr 4, 2010 at 9:50 AM  
To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Hi Kate-- 
 
Yes, let's plan on the 16th. 
 
I'm attaching a map of the hundreds that was done for my dissertation.  You're 
welcome to use it, just credit the Center for Historic Architecture and Design. 
 
Good luck on wrapping up the thesis! 
 
Becky 
 
Rebecca J. Sheppard, Associate Director 
Center for Historic Architecture and Design 
University of Delaware 
(302) 831-3625 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Image Permissions Inquiry from a Winterthur Fellow 
 

Gronning, Erik <Erik.Gronning@sothebys.com>  Mon, Mar 22, 2010 at 
10:14 AM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Dear Kate, 
  
Thank you your inquiry. You can certainly use these images.  Alas our records 
from about 1995 back were destroyed in a fire in Queens.  So sadly the only way 
to get the image is to scan it directly from the catalog which you certainly may 
do. All I ask is that you state “courtesy, Sotheby’s Inc.”  Also I would love a 
digital copy of your thesis when completed if possible.  If you can send to me the 
sale numbers and lot numbers for the items you need help tracking down I will 
be glad to look the buyer up for you and attempt to contact them on your behalf. 
  
Have a great day! 
  
Sincerely, 
Erik Gronning 
  
ERIK GRONNING 
Sotheby’s New York 
American Furniture Department 
1334 York Avenue 
New York, New York 10021 
(212) 606-7130 office 
(212) 606-7038 fax 
erik.gronning@sothebys.com 
  
 This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and 
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they 
are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
the postmaster at postmaster@sothebys.com. 
  
  
www.sothebys.com 
********************************************************************** 
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DELAWARE STATE UNIVERSITY 

UNIVERSITY RELATIONS 

 
May 11, 2010          
 
Kate LaPrad 
Lois F. McNeil Fellow 
Winterthur Program in American Culture 
 
 
This letter affirms that Kate LaPrad is granted permission to use the photo image taken 
by Carlos Holmes of her in front of Delaware State University’s historic Loockerman 
Hall in February 2010 for the purpose of her master degree thesis on the Loockerman 
Family of Delaware. 
 

 
 
 
Carlos Holmes 
Director of News Services 
Delaware State University 
cholmes@desu.edu 
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Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

 

Holly Johnson - Loockerman Thesis Image Permission 
 

Joe Raymond <jraymond@rfbookcpas.com>  Sat, May 22, 2010  
at 3:42 PM  

To: Kate LaPrad <klaprad@gmail.com>  

Kate, 
  
I have spoken with Holly, about the 5 images (reflected in your email as Figure 3, 
“Loockerman Side Chair”; Figure 5 “Loockerman Corner Chair”; Figure 20, “Jin Case”; 
Figure 21, “ A List of Bills, Bonds and Debts Owed to Vincent Loockerman Sr.” (a 
single page); and Figure 22, “Book Plate of Nicholas Loockerman the Younger”).  She 
hereby grants you the right to publish these images as part of your thesis titled “Thinking 
Locally, Acquiring Globally: The Loockermans of Delaware, 1630-1790.”   She is 
looking forward to reading your thesis and forwarding her a hard copy would be 
appreciated.  It would be great if you could send me two copies for current and future 
family use.  We all appreciate your dedication to this writing of family history.   
  
Sincerely, 
Joe 

 
 


