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Why We Do Genealogy 

All but a very few people know the identities of their 
parents.  For these people, the issue of doing genealogy seems 
moot.  The rest of us Ï the vast majority of humanity Ï are 
interested with our biological origins.  For many this interest 
is mild, with little conscious regard for ancestry.  For those of 
us with more than a mere passing interest, genealogy becomes 
a pastime Ï and sometimes a pre-occupation. 

Many ask why genealogy is worth all the bother.  They do 
not understand why this hobby acquires such a following.  
Why, with all the events great and small that happen in this 
world, should such attention be paid to genealogy?  (Actually, 
when comparing the importance of something against the 
most deep philosophical questions or the most widely-
perceived attention-getting events of our day, such an 
objection could be raised about almost any pursuit.) 

Traditionally, genealogy has been of interest for almost 
everyone.  It provided each and every one of us with an 
intimate involvement in history Ï a personal sense of having 
participated in history.  For many, lacking a knowledge of the 
wider world, one's ancestry within the local community 
established a frame of reference Ï a touchstone Ï for 
understanding how one fit in the flow of time and events.  For 
some, this was a personal direct descent through established 
ancestors, for others the descent was more general Ï through 
one's identity with a family or clan where a listing of one's 
personal forebears was missing or incomplete. 

Before the modern age and the rise of non-autocratic 
governments, genealogy was of considerable importance in 
fixing a person's place  within the social order by family, caste 
or class.  Many were the disputes of property and privilege 
that were resolved by proving one's descent from people of 
note.  And because the tangible rewards could be momentous, 
sometimes a descent was altered Ï forged or fabricated Ï to 
bestow favorable results or position to selected individuals of 
the current generation.  And just as often, a descent was 
challenged by someone either suspicious or otherwise critical 
of the alleged bloodline. 

In the Medieval world, it was a cherished tribal sense-of-
worth to trace one's line back to an historic figure Ï often one 
of great relevance to the establishment of a nation or 
otherwise pivotal in the history of a people.  The sennachies of 
Ireland and their counterparts in other areas of Western 
civilization were devoted to maintaining the history of their 
peoples by preserving their lineage to such a remote past that 
critics would frequently charge that the alleged lines were 

nothing more than myth and legend.  This was certainly the 
case when the purported lines of descent were so extensive as 
to claim origins in the tribes of Biblical times and the 
perceived foundations of all mankind. 

Upon learning that I am Ðinto genealogyÑ, many people 
have asked me, ÐHow far back can you trace your ancestry?Ñ  
I typically reply, somewhat jokingly (though, perhaps not), 
that I can trace my descent back to Adam and Eve.  For those 
who believe the Biblical account of our origins, such a 
descent is decidedly true Ï but not the details of the descent.  
Knowledge of every generation back to Adam can be gleaned 
from a study of the Bible, but how a modern individual 
connects explicitly with his or her Biblical forebears is of great 
controversy.  You and I can claim such a descent only by 
presenting myth and legend as our evidence Ï interesting, no 
doubt, but hardly sufficient to satisfy the demands of fact and 
history. 

For some people, genealogy is more than personal, 
historical or social Ï it has spiritual significance.  This is 
especially true for members of the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints -- who regard genealogy as a religious 
obligation.  For this reason, Mormons are foremost in 
genealogical affairs and maintain perhaps the most extensive 
genealogical records of any organization in the world. 

So we see that there are several reasons for doing 
genealogy.  However, in the final analysis and in the 
variously-worded observations of some of past wise folk, ÐIt is 
difficult to know where you are going without knowing where 
you have been.Ñ 

The Greer Way West to Cease Publication 

Our next issue of The Greer Way West (TGWW) will finish 
Volume 10 Ï ten years of publication Ï and I think it will be 
our last.  The reasons for this cessation are described below. 

The primary purpose of TGWW was to publish material 
relevant to the Nathaniel Hunt Greer Family Organization, but 
interest in the organization has been declining for several 
years. The number of those receiving TGWW has fallen from 
roughly 200 to about 40 (including a few recipients unrelated 
to us.) 

During the last few years, each issue has been more 
difficult for me to produce Ï meager research results, lack of 
material, fluctuating personal interest and other pursuits 
competing for my time.  There is still information to uncover 
and relate (there 

(continued on page 4) 
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Oldest Door In Britain Discovered At Westminster Abbey 

Ethelred II (the Unready), King of England, is alleged to have been the 23
rd
 great-

grandfather of NHG. One of his sons (not our direct ancestor) also became king 

and is the principle figure in this article about a remarkable piece of ancient 

history. 

The oldest door in Britain has been identified and dated for the first time at 

Westminster Abbey.  The door to the octagonal Chapter House outer vestibule 

is now known to be the only surviving Anglo-Saxon door in England, dating 

from the time of Edward the Confessor, the Abbey’s founder, who was born 

1,000 years ago. 

The Chapter House itself (one of the largest 

in England) dates from the 1250s.  Monks 

met here daily for prayers, readings from the 

rule of St Benedict and to discuss their day’s 

work.  The King’s Great Council (the 

prototype of the English Parliament) first 

assembled here in 1257.  The House of 

Commons used the room in the 14th century, 

before moving to the Palace of Westminster. 

 From the 1540s until Victorian times, it 

served as a repository for government 

records and is used today by staff as an 

access to a storage room. 

The Oxford Dendrochnology Laboratory 

carried out the tree-ring dating on this door and other historic timberwork in 

and around the Abbey. 

It has long been known that the humble wooden door is ancient, but its true 

age was never proven.  In the 19th century it was noticed that fragments of 

hide covered the door, and a legend suggested this skin was human — 

supposedly a man was caught in 1303 stealing from the adjoining treasury, 

was flayed and his skin nailed to the door as a warning to others. 

A thorough archaeological study has now taken place, along with a scientific 

dating of the wood by the process of ‘dendrochronology’. This study reveals 

that the timber was felled between 1032 AD and 1064 AD. 

The door consists of five vertical oak planks, held together by three horizontal 

battens and iron straps.  The battens are recessed into the planks, so that the 

door is flush on both sides.  Medieval doors typically had a flat face with 

braces projecting from the rear side.  The construction of this door is unique, 

and suggests that it separated two spaces of equal importance. 

The boards were cut from a single tree and the visible rings depict growth 

during the years 924–1030.  Since some wood was trimmed away when the 

planks were fashioned, the exact year cannot be determined, but is estimated 

to be in the range of 1032–1064 — with a date in the 1050s the most likely. 

The Abbey’s Archaeologist explains, “In this way, not only is this the oldest 

door in Britain, but it is the only one assignable to the Anglo-Saxon period.  

We can therefore say confidently that this was a major door belonging to the 

great Abbey constructed by Edward the Confessor, King of England, 1042-

1065. 

“The ring-pattern of the timber indicates that the tree grew in eastern England, 

and almost certainly came from the extensive woodland owned by the Abbey, 

possibly in Essex.” 

The door now measures 6½ ft high by 4 ft wide, but has 

been cut down.  Originally the top was arched and the 

dimensions would have been 9 ft high by 4½ ft wide.  

One (and probably both) of the faces were covered not 

with human skin but with cow hides used to provide a 

smooth surface for decoration.  Then ornamental iron 

hinges and decorative straps with curled ends were added, 

using large-headed nails and clench-bolts. 

Only one original iron strap survives today (with ancient 

skin trapped underneath it), but the outlines of the others 

have been recovered by studying the nail and bolt holes 

and other remaining scars.  Except for the paint, its 

original appearance can be reconstructed with confidence. 

 Hitherto, such doors have only been known from 

drawings in Anglo-Saxon manuscripts, and from later 

Norman derivatives. 

An Oxford Dendrochronology Laboratory spokesman 

said: “From its size, and its double-sided form, it is clear 

that this was one of the major doors of the Saxon Abbey.  

Its reuse here, in c. 1250, in the Vestibule of King Henry 

III’s magnificent Chapter House, can’t have been 

accidental.  Henry greatly revered Edward the Confessor, 

rebuilding the Abbey church and creating a sumptuous 

shrine in his honour.  No expense was spared, and thus 

the adaptation and reuse of this ancient door must have 

been a symbolic act to preserve in-use a ritually important 

element of the Saxon Abbey.  Potentially, it was the door 

to the Confessor’s own Chapter House.” 

The back of the door. 
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DNA Report

It has been one and one-half years since I last reported on the 

results of the Sorensen genetic project (SMGF) which was last 

covered in the June issue of 2004.  The primary reason for the 

lengthy delay is it took that long before significant developments 

occurred and were provided online. 

Each participant is asked to provide as much of his family tree 

as is deemed to be demonstrably accurate.  This is more demanding 

than family tradition or genealogical supposition.  It took roughly a 

year before my family tree was published online.  Until that 

happened, it was somewhat difficult to identify myself among those 

with matching or nearly matching DNA markers.  The latest results 

that pertain to us Greers are reproduced at the bottom of this page. 

The chart below is an actual screen capture of the computer 

display of relevant information as presented on the SMGF web site. 

However, it has been cropped to show only the first four rows  (only 

these four rows depict men descended from NHG) and I have added 

relationships to the right of the chart to identify how each entry is 

descended from NHG.  I am a great-great-grandson of NHG, 

descended through MSG — so my markers are in row two. 

The most important thing to mention is that my report of June 

2004 was in error!  This happened because I did not realize that, 

according to SMGF, “Labs follow different standards when 

determining your genetic markers. We will convert your marker 

values for you if you select the appropriate lab on the database 

search page. [Our] information describes the marker conversions 

that are made to make your genetic profile compatible with 

SMGF’s.”  After SMGF published an explanation of these 

differences, it became apparent that I had made a mistake.  In June 

2004 I erroneously wrote, “Note that at marker DYS448 a triple 

mutation has seemingly occurred — since my value varies from those 

of descendants 1, 2 and 3 by a count of three.”  But we now know 

the “triple mutation” only appeared due to my failure to make the 

needed adjustments between my DNA data from FamilyTree and 

that determined from SMGF. 

Hopefully, the chart on this page is now correct and we can 

begin to draw some conclusions from it.  Examining the chart, 

notice that all 35 of my DNA markers (in line two) perfectly match 

those of  row one because a check mark appears in every marker 

column for each of us.  Notice also that rows three and four 

mismatch rows one and two on only one marker. 

Row one is for a great-grandson of NHG — generationally the 

closest of the four to NHG.  Therefore, statistically we expect these 

markers to most closely resemble the actual DNA of NHG.  Each 

succeeding generation has an increased chance of genetic mutation 

and we see evidence of this in rows three and four.  My DNA in row 

two matches that of row one, so there is a good chance that rows 

one and two actually depict the DNA of NHG.  However, this 

observation is very weak and much more data would be needed for 

us to confidently much such a claim. 

It is mildly disappointing that no more Greers have joined in this 

genetic research, but we continue to hope for more participation in 

times to come.  In the meantime, some more interesting data is 

mentioned below. 

The SMGF Y-chromosome database currently includes two 

other Greers not descended from NHG and one Macgregor (whose 

DNA appears quite different from ours), and it has no entries for 

Grier, Grear, Grierson or any other surname variant. 

In March of this year, SMGF reached a milestone of one million 

ancestors entered into its genealogical database.  This includes 

ancestral records from pedigree charts and records beyond what was 

submitted (using publicly available genealogical resources). 

As of August 29, 2005, the SMGF Y-chromosome database 

included a total of 13,489 genotypes (participants). 

If you would like to participate, please contact SMGF and 

arrange for a free DNA testing. 
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 (continued from page 1) 

always will be), but I think it best to convey this information in another format. 

These days most genealogists gather and exchange data over the Internet 

and, I suspect, most of our readers are included in that group.  Therefore, I 

propose to change my efforts thusly:  I will cease to publish this regular 

newsletter in print, and I will devote what time and energy I may have to 

presenting genealogical material on our long-neglected web site — but on 

an irregular schedule. 

There will be some of us who do not have access to the Internet, but I 

trust these will be very few.  Hopefully, those of you who cannot access the 

web site will, nevertheless, be kept informed by the rest of us — perhaps by 

someone’s kindness in printing out selected portions as the need arises. 

In some ways, this change may lead to better information — amassed, 

consolidated and arranged efficiently at the click of a mouse!  Keeping a 

web site up-to-date is not an easy task; I know because part of my daily 

livelihood involves such a responsibility.  Hence, I cannot promise a 

schedule for this online activity, but I will try my best — given the 

constraints of time and other challenges. 

In our final newspaper issue to come out next March, I hope to publish 

more details about what we may expect in this online effort.  In the 

meantime, I would appreciate hearing from you by post to my street address 

above or by email at greerswest@wowway.com with any comments or 

suggestions you may care to share with me. 

Until next time, thanks for your support — Bill Greer 



 

The Greer Way West 

The Official Newsletter for Descendants of Nathaniel Hunt Greer and Nancy Ann Terry Roberts 
 

Vol. 10 No. 4  March 1, 2006 

Our Final Issue 
As reported in our previous issue, this will be our final 

issue of The Greer Way West — but TGWW will continue as a 

presence on the World Wide Web. 

In some ways, the Nathaniel Hunt Greer Family 

Organization was a victim of the tragedy of 9/11.  When the 

United States was thrust into war, our country began to devote 

far greater attention to survival than had hitherto been the 

case.  Although the nature of this war is much different from 

those that have occurred before, it still affects us in ways that 

are sometimes obvious and sometimes not.  For a brief time 

following the attacks, air travel was interrupted and when it 

resumed, it had changed — and air travel has been the 

primary means of our gathering for reunions.  Perhaps this is 

partly to blame for the fact that we have had no more reunions 

after the one in the summer of 2001.  And I know, personally, 

that it was more difficult for me to give genealogy the same 

importance that it had once held while more serious and 

pressing matters became the center of my attention. 

Other concerns mentioned in our last issue — perhaps 

more influential than 9/11 — diminished our genealogical 

activities and contributed to the cessation of TGWW.  But no 

matter what combination of factors led us to this point, we 

now turn our attention to continuing TGWW on the web. 

As I wrote in our last issue, I have begun to give more time 

to our web site.  I hope to make it better and present much 

more information than before.  The most important thing for 

you to know is that our current site address is: 

 

I hope to eventually post online almost all the 

genealogically relevant data that I have in my possession.  

This is an ambitious aim because I have so much more 

information than what you have seen in these pages.  

However, my greatest information (by far) pertains mostly to 

NHG’s alleged or presumed ancestors.   Ancestors to whom I 

think we connect but for which proof is lacking. 

In most cases, our presumed ancestors are clearly historical 

figures whose reality is not questioned but for whom we 

merely lack one or two definite links which would establish 

our lineage.  In other cases, our presumed ancestors are more 

shadowy persons whose historical reality or relationships have 

been questioned by historians.  And in some cases, our ancient 

ancestors are ostensibly legendary — and in extreme cases, 

essentially mythical.  But all so very interesting! 

Currently our online material is categorized thusly: 

• About the Greer Family Organization 

• About the Greer Reunions 

• About Nathaniel Hunt Greer 

• About the American Ancestors of Nathaniel Hunt Greer 

• About the Descendants of Nathaniel Hunt Greer 

• About our European Roots 

• About Ancestor Research 

• About other Sites of Interest 

Initially, this arrangement may have been satisfactory, but I 

suspect it may need to change if forthcoming material is to fit 

in properly.  Expect the format to evolve as needs arise.  Some 

relevant material is already on other web pages — and simply 

linking to those pages could suffice.  However, I tend not to 

trust those sites to persist online — so, as I think fit I will post 

essential parts of such material (edited to our needs) on our 

site. 

What should we do with our remaining organizational 

funds?  Although I do not have an exact figure, I believe the 

amount is several hundred dollars.  For several years this 

money has been primarily applied to the cost of publishing 

TGWW, but now that cost will go away.  We could use the 

money in different ways.  It could help fund more reunions.  It 

could pay for the costs of DNA or other research (as better 

information becomes available online, it often is not free).  

Perhaps you have better ideas of how to use the money? 

I have recently thought of creating and moderating a blog 

(web log) as a means for us to share thoughts on our family 

matters, including (perhaps mostly) genealogy.  A blog can 

cost little (or even nothing) and could be a great way for us to 

stay in touch.  What do you think?  Email me and let’s discuss 

it. 

Before I conclude this article, I want to stress the 

importance of current and future information posted online.  A 

huge amount of time and effort goes into collecting this 

material.  When I die (as we all must) and my soul returns to 

the infinite bosom of divine providence, what then of this 

material?  When that day comes — tomorrow, or 30 years 

hence — I hope some of our family will download the 

material onto computers and then maintain it for future 

generations. 

Finally, I must say how much I have enjoyed being your 

editor and genealogist for these past 10 years.  But it is not 

over yet — the effort continues in hyperspace!  See you online! 
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Pocahontas 

In the very first issue of The Greer Way West, we briefly 

mentioned the family tradition that NHG was descended from 

Pocahontas.  Now, in this final issue, we will explore the tradition 

as much as practical.  Our treatment is rather timely since her life 

has been faithfully reenacted in the recent film The New World — a 

visually stunning but somewhat tedious effort. 

After a couple of generations had passed from the time of 

Pocahontas, many people began to claim descent from her.  Some of 

these claims have been verified, most have been refuted and some 

remain undetermined.  (It has been estimated that her descendants 

number roughly 100,000.)  Our claim of descent is unsubstantiated. 

Indeed, our tradition does not even offer a line 

of ancestors that can be examined for 

authenticity — only the vague allegation that 

Sarah (Sally) Hunt, NHG’s mother, was in some 

way descended.  Although we cannot determine 

the legitimacy of our tradition, we can honor it 

and present what little we can to clarify the 

issue in light of current knowledge. 

Pocahontas (Algonquian meaning playful 

and hard to control) was actually the nickname 

of Amonute Matoaka, born September 17, 1595 

(some say).  She was the favorite daughter of 

Wahunsunacock, emperor of the confederacy he 

called Tenakomakah.  His title was Powhatan 

and by this name he became known to the 

Virginia colonists at the fort on the James River 

that would become Jamestown. 

After being captured by Opchanacanough, a 

younger brother of Powhatan, John Smith was brought before the 

emperor where he was “saved” by Pocahontas who had developed 

an affection for him during his brief captivity.  It was subsequently 

believed that Captain Smith was not facing execution, but was being 

ritually adopted into the tribe. 

Smith returned to James Fort where the bitter winter of 

1607/1608 left only 38 of 105 colonists alive — Pocahontas saved 

them from starvation by bringing food when visiting Smith.  She 

stopped visiting in October 1609 when told he was dead.  Really, he 

was only wounded and had returned to England for treatment, but 

the colonists thought the deception would better satisfy the Indians. 

After Smith’s departure, Pocahontas married Kocoum, one of 

Powhatan’s chiefs.  Then in April 1613, she was captured by the 

English who meant to trade her for concessions from Powhatan. 

During her subsequent captivity at the new upstream settlement of 

Henrico, she met John Rolfe in July 1613, converted to Christianity, 

was baptized Rebecca, then wed John Rolfe on April 5, 1614.  The 

marriage spawned a period of  tranquility between the colonists and 

the Indians known as the “Peace of Pocahontas”. 

John and Rebecca Rolfe lived at his Varina Farms plantation across 

the James from Henrico.  Here, in January, 1615, their son Thomas 

was born.  On June 3, 1616, Lady Rebecca (as she became known) 

arrived in England for a successful tour as a princess from the New 

World.  After nine months in England, the Rolfes left for home but 

Pocahontas fell deathly ill from an uncertain disease before the ship 

left the Thames.  She was taken ashore and before dying, she 

allegedly said to John, “all must die. Tis enough that the child liveth.” 

Pocahontas died March 17, 1617, and was buried four days later 

in the church at Gravesend, Kent.  Two-year-old Thomas was left in 

the care of his uncle (or grandfather) Henry Rolfe, then John sailed 

on to Virginia, never to return. 

The foregoing summarizes what is known of Pocahontas and her 

offspring.  Although it is usually theorized that she and Kocoum 

were only wed ceremoniously to cement future tribal relations (she 

being only 14–15 at the time) some speculate 

that they truly married and produced a child.  

Aside from this purely speculative child, the 

only known child of Pocahontas was the 

previously mentioned Thomas. 

Thomas grew up in England under the care 

of kinfolk and upon reaching the age of 20 

(approximately), he sailed for Jamestown to 

claim his inheritance.  His late father had 

prospered in the New World and was 

recognized as one of the saviors of the Virginia 

colony by virtue of the profitable output of his 

tobacco plantation. 

Some time after 1640 Thomas wed Jane 

Poythress who is thought to have been much 

younger than he.  From their union came Jane 

Rolfe, born October 10, 1650.  About 1674, 

Jane Rolfe married Robert Bolling and on 

January 26, 1675, they begat John Bolling. 

John Bolling had many children who would have been in the 

proper generation to have been a grandparent of NHG.  But John 

Bolling’s children are well-documented and none of them could 

have been a grandparent of NHG.  This is because their identities 

are all known to history and none could have been the parent of 

NHG’s mother Sarah Hunt. 

However, a careful examination of the traditionally recognized 

offspring of Pocahontas renders the descent described above as 

rather peculiar, for this descent maintains that: 

Pocahontas died at the age of 22 and had but one child. 

Her son Thomas died at the age of 60 and had but one child. 

His child Jane died at the age of 26 and had but one child. 

As students of genealogy, we are justifiably suspicious that there 

was only one child of each of the three generations from 

Pocahontas. Indeed, a strong case has been made that her son 

Thomas produced another child by a previous marriage in England. 

It is claimed that on September 13, 1632, Thomas wed Elizabeth 

Washington with Elizabeth dying soon after the birth of their 

daughter Anne. 

[continued on page 4] 

Pocahontas 



3 ... The Greer Way West March 1, 2006 

 

DNA Report

As I have reported before, getting a 12-marker match in the 

Family Tree DNA project is disappointingly common.  As of this 

writing my Y-DNA has matched 319 other men, but only ONE has 

the surname of Greer!  In what follows I compare my ancestry with 

his, using his initials of LDG to preserve his anonymity.  When I 

explored my genetic distance from LDG beyond the 12 markers, I 

learned our 25-marker comparison yielded only ONE miss — a very 

encouraging result!  At 37 markers, we missed on 3 markers, not so 

good but still worth investigating. 

So LDG and I are quite probably distant cousins.  Analysis from 

Family Tree DNA yields estimates how far back in time LDG and I 

might have a common ancestor.  The results are in the chart below. 

Sorensen genetic project research strongly affirms that a 25-year 

period is roughly one generation.  Thus, each column in the chart  

approximates one century — and there is about a 77% chance for a 

common ancestor for LDG and me within the past 3 centuries. 

Because of this promising comparison, I contacted LDG so that 

we could compare our ancestries.  On viewing NHG’s ancestry, 

LDG wrote to me about his ancestor Samuel (I slightly edited it): 

Samuel was supposed to have came to the States with two 

brothers.  John D. Greer is the right age to have been one of them.  

Another point that I have yet to resolve is Samuel’s father was 

supposed to be a James Greer.   I had an investigator in Ireland do 

some research for me but nothing really came out of it. 

I looked at  5 different Samuels when I first started looking into 

genealogy.  The one that had me fooled for a while was Samuel 

Greer from Carlisle, PA.  He owned two lots there and married a 

Rebecca (no last name).  My Samuel was married to Rebecca 

Howard so I thought I had found the right man.  It turns out she 

was Rebecca McCrackin and they migrated to Washington Co, TN.  

This Samuel came from Limerick, Ireland.  He must have known my 

Samuel because he acted as a witness to the sale of land when 

Rebecca Howard’s father passed away.  Samuel and Rebecca were 

in KY at the time and must have chosen to not go back for the sale 

of the farm. Another Samuel was a Samuel Greer/Greeves born in 

Tyrone Co, Ireland.  His father William Greer assumed the name 

Greeves when he married in the Quaker church.  I got the feeling he 

had sinned when he was a Greer so had to change his name.  He 

and his wife both died in 1801 enroute to Baltimore and their 5 

children were raised in Philadelphia by Quakers.  The other 

Samuels I looked at, the dates weren’t right. 

Samuel and many of his family and Rebecca’s family are buried 

on the farm.  All the graves are marked by field stones as they did 

in those days.  The DAR placed a plaque at the grave site stating  

“Samuel Greer 1758–1820, a soldier of the American Revolution.” 

With your Thomas, I wonder if Samuel’s father is the son of 

Thomas’s brother and if they came to the States about the same time 

or thereabout.  Both were in PA.  One question raises another. 

Upon doing some Internet searching, what I found out (all 

unsubstantiated, of course) about LDG’s ancestor is copied below:  

Samuel Greer 

 b  1751–1758 in Ulster 

 d  18 SEP 1820 in Nelson Co, KY 

Possible father #1: James, son of William, both of 

Ulster and their spouses unknown. 

Possible father #2: John Greer 

 b  1740 in Shankill, Armagh Co, Ulster 

 d  in Nelson Co, KY 

Possible mother: Elisabeth (Elspeth) Wauch 

 b  in Scotland 

Samuel Greer wed Rebecca Howard 1770-1778 in 

Cumberland Co, PA.  She was … 

 b  ca 1757 in Scotland or ca 1749 in PA 

 d  1834 in Nelson Co, KY 

Samuel enlisted in the army in 1778 and was at 

Valley Forge.  He wed in Harrisburg, PA, but the 

records have burned. He and his family moved to 

Nelson Co, KY, near Bloomfield ca 1783–1785.  

Samuel and his wife’s wills are recorded in Nelson Co, 

KY. 

Summarizing salient points from the above information : 

• LDG and I share DNA so similar that it suggests a 

77% chance of a common ancestor born around the 

mid-1600s — with the chance approaching certainty 

for a common ancestor born in the 1400s. 

• Our alleged ancestries share a last-known old world 

residence in Ulster, a subsequent immigration into 

southeastern PA followed by a migration to the South. 

Although factually unproven, these findings nevertheless 

strongly support our traditional descent from a family of Greers in 

Ulster. 

Research continues and will be reported on The Greer Way West 

web site as results merit publication. 

In comparing 37 Y-DNA markers, the probability that 

William N. Greer and LDG share a common ancestor within the last ... 

4 generations   

is 

12.33% 

8 generations     

is 

47.9% 

12 generations 

is 

76.84% 

16 generations 

is 

91.42% 

20 generations 

is 

97.18% 

24 generations 

is 

99.15% 
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The Earrings of Pocahontas 

 Pocahontas continued …  

When Thomas sailed for Virginia, his daughter Anne was left in the care of his cousin 

Anthony Rolfe.  When she was 26 or 27, Anne wed Peter Elwyn (or Elwin) and they 

supposedly had at least seven children, but I have been unable to link any of their 

descendants to Sarah Hunt. 

Although there is no conclusive evidence that the Thomas Rolfe who wed Elizabeth 

Washington was the same man of Jamestown fame, his validity has been accepted by the 

Pocahontas Foundation. 

So while our family tradition that Sarah Hunt descended from Pocahontas has not been 

confirmed, the apparent possibilities are that Sarah descended from: 

Pocahontas and Kocoum (the least likely descent) 

An unidentified child of Thomas Rolfe 

An unidentified descendant of Anne Rolfe and Peter Elwyn 

At this point — assuming we descend from Pocahontas —  it seems very unlikely that 

we can obtain confirmation in the foreseeable future.  Probably the best chance of doing so 

is through DNA research, but it’s not that easy — as related in the following announced last 

November: 

Archaeologists failed to identify the remains of one of Jamestown’s forefathers via the 

excavation of a grave in Suffolk, England.  A team of American scientists dug up the wrong 

body in their attempt to find the sister of Captain Bartholomew Gosnold, one of the leaders 

in the effort to establish the Virginia colony.  Now little hope remains to prove that remains 

found in Virginia are those of Gosnold because he is not thought to have any other kin alive 

or dead.  Excavation at Jamestown in 2003 uncovered a skeleton thought to be Gosnold 

because it was buried with a ceremonial staff.  The project had been funded by a National 

Geographic grant. 

Coincidentally, last June a pair of shell earrings set in silver and believed to be among 

the only surviving possessions of Pocahontas went on display at a London museum in their 

first public showing since 1907 (the Jamestown tercentennial).  Each earring is formed of  

the rare white kind of mussel found on the eastern shore of the Berings Strait.  They are set 

in silver rims, inlaid with mother-of-pearl, and are worth approximately $500,000. 

The earrings were passed down through the Rolfe family although before that they are 

believed to have been in the possession of the Elwyns.  They now belong to the Association 

for Preservation of Virginia Antiquities. 

 

The earrings were sent from Virginia to England for exhibition at the Museum of 

Docklands — for the upcoming 400th anniversary of the settlement at Jamestown.  They 

were displayed through mid-July of last year, then they were returned to Virginia for the 

opening of a new museum of colonial artifacts in 2006.  

The Jamestown collection of early 17th-century artifacts also includes tobacco pipes, 

freshwater pearls and a silver ear pick (for cleaning earwax) that was only used by those of 

high social class. 

  


