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Because there will be people reading this article who do not follow my blog, I thought it might be appropriate to share a few things about 
myself.   My parents became very interested in family history during the mid 1970s.  At that point in my life, I had interrupted my career in 
teaching to stay home with my babies.  My parents, who lived only 4 miles away, soon pulled me into their research.  The rest is history!  
My mom and I did the historical research and writing while my dad communicated with all his relatives and put together family groups.  In 
1984, we published “The Fortenberry Families of Southern Mississippi.”  After returning to the classroom, I periodically continued to 
search for answers.  Now that I am retired, family history has again taken over my life!  This means I have been researching, off and on, 
for 47 years!  

When our book was published, the oldest records we could tie directly to our family were those of a Falkenburg family living in the 
Shenandoah Valley of Virginia and a few hints connecting us to a New Jersey Indian interpreter named Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg. This 
article is my endeavor to link what has been uncovered through actual documents with that of our Fortenberry/Faulkenberry Y-DNA. As 
with anything of this nature (especially family histories), mistakes are always made.  If you know that something is an error, please let me 
know.

My lineage:  Me-Adrian Fortenberry-Ferman Esco Fortenberry-William Jackson Fortenberry-Burrell Taylor Fortenberry-William Jasper 
Fortenberry-John Faulkenberry-Jacob Faulkenberry-Henry Falkenburg-Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg-someone named Van Valkenburg

This article is dedicated to my parents who would be so amazed at my new discoveries! 

Wanda Maria Werbicki
1921 - 2009

Adrian Woodrow Fortenberry
1918 - 1996
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Types of Genetic tests used by Genealogists

Type of test
Who  can  
take test? What is tested? Number of generations?

Y-DNA Male only
Only male to male 

direct line and tests 
the Y chromosome 

only at pair 23

Many generations back 
and can give probability 
of what generation two 

men shared an ancestor

mtDNA
mitocondrial

Anyone
Only female to female 
direct line - tests the 
DNA found outside

the cell nucleus

Very deep time –
thousands of years but 

cannot describe any 
relationships

auDNA
autosomal

Anyone
About a million 
specific places 

across chromosome 
pairs 1-22 

Will give estimation of 
relationship for people 
you match on your X 

chromosomes

In the past 20 years, genetics has become 
an important tool for genealogists.   As the 
cost of testing has decreased, it has 
become a relatively affordable way to 
explore and compare DNA evidence in our 
cells to our genealogical paper trail.  But 
one has to be comfortable with what might 
be discovered because sometimes what is 
learned through DNA evidence can be 
unexpected or even upsetting.   On the 
right is a table explaining the three types 
of tests available and a little about each.  

Our individuality is a product of our genetic heritage.  Physically, almost everything about us is a result of the DNA we received from 
our parents.  And of course, our parents were a result of the mixing of DNA from each of their parents. Let us look at eye color as an 
example.  I am one of six siblings.   My youngest sister and I have green eyes and our other four siblings have brown eyes.  Therefore, 
it would not be surprising that my mother had brown eyes and my father had green! 1

After completing a short but necessary “biology class” review, this document will cover only Y-DNA.
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There are two locations where DNA is found and both are of 
interest to genetic genealogists.  Most of our DNA is found in the 
nucleus of the cell which is essentially the “brain” of that cell.  It 
does not matter if the cell is in our muscles, in our liver, or lining 
the inside of our mouth.  Our unique combination of DNA is inside 
the nucleus of nearly all our cells. 2

Where is our DNA located?

http://biology-pictures.blogspot.com/2011/08/animal-cell-diagram.html

Within each cell, but outside the nucleus, are many structures called mitochondria (mitochondrion is singular). Mitochondria are the 
cell’s “power generators” providing our cells,  through chemical reactions, the energy needed to function.  The mitochondria 
contain a very specific organization of DNA that is much smaller and structured completely different from that found in the nucleus.  
This is called mitochondrial DNA (shortened to mtDNA).   Everyone inherits only their mother’s mtDNA.

The largest structure that 
“holds” our DNA within the 
nucleus is called a chromosome.  
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www.accessexcellence.org/RC/VL/GG/human.php

With the exception of egg and sperm cells, humans have 23 pairs of 
chromosomes within the nucleus of our cells which gives us a total of 
46 total chromosomes.  When looked at under a microscope, most 
chromosomes have somewhat of a squished X shape.   Geneticists 
“sort” them by size with each of the pairs 1 to 22 containing one X 
from your mother and one X from your father.  One pair, referred to as 
pair 23, is structured differently based upon the sex of the person.  In 
females, both chromosomes are shaped like an X whereas a male will 
have one X from his mother and one that is shaped like a small Y from 
his father.  Below is a colorized photo of man’s pair 23 using an 
electron microscope.

Amazingly, all humans have DNA that is about 99.9% the same.  This means that any two humans on earth have DNA that varies by 
about 1/10 of 1%. 3 Considering all the variations among all the people you have seen in your life, it becomes obvious how 
important these small differences are! 

Each of the 46 chromosomes is made of 
a very long, single strand of DNA 
(deoxyribonucleic acid).  Parts of this 
strand are identified as molecular units 
called genes.  Genes provide the 
instructions for the development and 
functioning of your unique body.   
Between the genes are long strands of 
noncoding DNA that separate our genes.  
Please remember “NON-CODING DNA” 
because it becomes important later!

https://www.open.edu/
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www.webmd.com

The Formation of YOU
During a cell process called meiosis, sperm and egg cells are produced, each 
containing half the genetic material needed to produce an offspring.

Each sperm cell contains one X from each of the chromosome pairs 1 to 22.  As 
mentioned before, pair 23 is different. A male’s pair 23 has both an X and a Y.  So each 
sperm cell will contain either an X or a Y depending on whether an X or a Y ends up 
being part of that particular sperm.   All egg cells contain one X randomly derived from 
each of the 23 pairs.  

When the egg is fertilized, the combination of the egg and sperm returns the 
chromosome count to 23 pairs totaling 46 chromosomes. 

If the egg receives a sperm cell with an X at pair 23, the offspring will be female.

An egg that receives a sperm cell with a Y at pair 23 will produce a male.  That Y-DNA 
will be unchanged from his father.  It is the only one of the chromosomes not altered 
with a new generation. 4 Even after several hundred years, it can still be identical 
through every generation.  This is the only chromosome tested in Y-DNA tests.

What about Mitochondrial DNA?
In order for an egg to have the energy to perform 
cellular functions before and after fertilization, it 
must have mitochondria to produce the required 
energy. This mitochondria would, of course, have 
the mother’s composition of mtDNA since she 
produced the egg.   When the egg gets fertilized, 
it will continue to contain the mother’s mtDNA.   
But how does that happen?

Something different occurs with the sperm.  Obviously, the sperm needs energy to swim to the egg so it too has to have mitochondria. The 
sperm’s mitochondria are located in the tail of the sperm.   The “lucky” sperm that won the battle to fertilize the egg looses its tail as it 
enters the egg.  This prevents the male’s mtDNA from entering the egg allowing only one form of mtDNA to be present in the body of the 
new human.  Consequently, each of us has only our mother’s mtDNA. 

https://socratic.org/questions/where-are-mitochondria-found-in-sperm
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http://dna-explained.com

Notice that the blue 
squares on the diagram 
belong to only one male 
line.  This shows the path of 
the Y chromosome in pair 
23 through the generations.   
Because of this direct path, 
this test is often called a 
“surname test.”  Every male 
on that blue line should 
have the same last name or 
some derivative of the 
name. (Example: 
Schmidt/Smith)

Notice that the red circles 
on the diagram belong only
to females in a direct line of 
descent.  This shows the 
path of the mtDNA as it is 
passed from one mother’s 
egg to all her sons and 
daughters.  In this case, the 
surname will change every
generation.  This DNA 
cannot give relationship 
data so it not used much 
for genealogy. 5

As seen in the diagram above, the brother and sister both have the mtDNA from 
their mom, but the sister did not receive the Y-DNA from her father. No one else 
on this entire tree will have had either of these two forms of DNA.  It is amazing 
that at four generations back, we have 16 grandparents, at 10 generations there 
are 1024, and at 12 generations we have 4096 direct grandparents.  

Since I have one brother, Raymond Fortenberry, testing his DNA would provide me with results from all three types of DNA tests. His Y-
DNA results will be the ones we will explore in this discussion.

Being a retired science teacher, the whole idea of connecting a paper trail to what could be discovered in DNA fascinates me.
In order to have an understanding of what DNA tests are actually proving, we need to once again look at things scientifically.  Please stick 
with me so that when we look at my brother’s results (and maybe later your own), you will have some “ah ha” moments and be able to 
say “I totally get it!”

The inheritance path of Y-DNA and mtDNA
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www.bbc.co.uk/schools/gcsebitesize/science/ocr_gateway_pre_2011/ourselves/6_gene_control1.shtml

Let us look closely at the DNA structure in the nucleus of a cell.  We have 46 chromosomes in the nucleus.   These chromosomes are made 
up of genes.   Genes are specific groupings of genetic codes and are separated by non-coding DNA.  Genes are patterns of biological 
compounds.  What is in your cells was determined by the egg and sperm that came together to form you. They are the cellular instructions 
that tell our body how to grow and function.

The entire strand of DNA is in the shape of a double helix, a spiraling ladder shape.  DNA is made up 
of four nucleobases (biological compounds) that bond or join together in specific ways.  The 
nucleobases are cytosine (abbreviated C), guanine (G), adenine (A), and thymine (T).   C always
bonds with G, and A always bonds with T to form pairs of compounds.  These nucleobases 
physically cannot bond any other way and this is very important.

When a cell divides, it “unzips” the ladder at the bond between the nucleobases. Within the nucleus are many free floating nucleobases 
waiting to form the new parts needed at the unzipped places.  When these “open places” along the DNA strand occur, the usual bonding 
partners chemically attach to that location.  This allows the cell to divide and make a cell EXACTLY like the parent cell!  

Unzipping of DNA
https://socratic.org/
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It may at first seem strange, but specific mutations become essential when studying and understanding Y-DNA.

Sometimes an accidental change occurs in the pattern of our DNA.  Geneticists call changes in DNA polymorphisms (mutations) and 
they are not reversible by the cell.  Mutations can be harmful, beneficial, or neutral.   These mutations are what gets compared 
between individual Y-DNA tests.    

Polymorphisms
(i.e. mutations)

Mutations cannot be fixed by the cell.  It is important where those mutations occur.  To understand this, let us look at two examples.

Some of my skin cells on my very exposed face have had DNA mutated by ultraviolet radiation from the sun.  For the past few years, I 
have occasionally had to have spots of skin cancer removed.  This genetic defect could not be inherited by my children because the 
mutation was not in the DNA of the eggs that produced my children.  Instead, it was a mutation in a very specific spot on my skin that 
slowly grew until it was noticeable.  

Mutations that are inherited MUST be present in the sperm or egg and will exist in every cell of the offspring that inherits that DNA.   
Some well known examples of inherited mutations are hemophilia, cystic fibrosis, and sickle cell anemia.   

Now it is time to look at how changes in Y-DNA can be important!

There are three ways a mutation can occur.  
1.  A bond reverses - Maybe a C-G bond reverses into a G-C bond.
2.  It may get left out completely.
3.  Or a different pair is accidently substituted – maybe a T-A where a C-G was.

Mutations are most commonly caused by copying mistakes during cell division, 
exposure to radiation, or chemical exposure.
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Short Tandem Repeats
Referred to as an “S T R”

As mentioned previously, between the genes are long strands of noncoding DNA that separate genes. When researching the DNA bonds 
on the Y chromosome, geneticists saw that some “non-coding” DNA locations had areas where a pattern of bonds was repeated, hence 
the name short tandem repeats.  ( An example using numbers would be 246246246246 where the “tandem” pattern is 246 and has been 
repeated 4 times.)  Over time, these STR areas could experience an occasional mutation.  If it occurred within the Y chromosome, those 
mutations would be passed down to all of the male’s future descendants.  Over generations of human history, the number of these 
“repeats” now vary so much from male to male that they can be used to determine men descending from a common male ancestor.  
These non-coding DNA strands (STRs) are what the genealogists look at when a male has his Y-DNA tested.  A testing company will 
determine a male’s repeat pattern at 12 to as many as 700 specific STR sites, depending on how much he is willing to spend on the test.  
Of course, the more sites tested the more accurate the results will be. 

Let’s look at a simplified example that compares a Y-DNA sample from a fictitious crime scene with DNA from a possible suspect.

Y-DNA evidence from the crime scene was tested in two places, STR site 1 
and STR site 2.  At site 1, the pattern was AGAT , repeating 7 times,  When 
tested, the suspect also had an AGAT repeat pattern of 7.  Did the suspect 
commit the crime?  Maybe, but not enough data yet! 

The suspect’s Y-DNA evidence found at the crime scene at STR site 2 now 
was considered. As can be seen on the chart, the STR repeat at the crime 
scene was GATA, repeating 8 times.  But the suspect’s STR pattern at that 
site repeated 13 times. There would be no possible way that the suspect 
committed the crime because the second DNA site did not have the same 
number of repeats.  Of course in a real case many more sites would be 
tested; but, the evidence is clear with just these 2 sites.  The DNA from the 
suspect does not match the DNA found at the crime scene.

The STR data always shows only the bonds along one side of 
the “DNA ladder” because one needs to know only one of the 
bonding pairs to know what it is bonded with it.   

https://quizlet.com/505958761/dna-analysis-flash-cards/
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My brother’s testing was done with Family Tree DNA because they are the only company that does Y-DNA tests for a reasonable price.  
Ancestry does not do Y-DNA or mtDNA testing, they only do autosomal testing. 6 Although he had 67 locations tested, below are 
Raymond’s personal results for the first 37 locations tested.   All the following Y-DNA discussion is specific to Family Tree DNA results 
and is derived from their website information.   https://www.familytreedna.com/

Let’s look at Raymond’s Y-DNA results!

Standard Y-STR Values indicates the 
test was for Short Tandem Repeats

Marker indicates the EXACT 
LOCATION on the DNA where 
the repeats occur.

Value is the number of repeats 
the individual had at that 
location.

DYS means DNA Y Segment  
and is different for each
specific segment tested.

Geneticists have found that each location has a range of repeats that most often occur in men at that location.  For instance, research has 
determined that at DYS458 (red box above), men will have a sequence repeat between 13 and 20 times at that specific place.  As you can 
see from Raymond’s results (value), his repeat is 16 times. At that location, only a repeat of 16 would be considered a match to Raymond.  
Y-DNA mutates so slowly that related men can have a match at all the locations tested for many, many generations.

13-20
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Raymond’s Y-DNA matches
Below is a list of the first 21 men who matched my brother.  The testing company has put them in order by GENETIC DISTANCE.  Before 
getting into that concept, let’s look at the men’s names.  The first column is the NAME of the male supplying the DNA.  TESTED MARKERS  
is the number of locations that man had tested.  EARLIEST KNOWN ANCESTOR is usually the male furthest back on their paper family tree.

Names of matches on 
Raymond’s list show a 
lot of variation in 
spelling:
Fortenberry
Faulkenberry
Van Valkenburg
Van Valkenburgh
Velkinburg
Valkingburg
Vollicks (known to have 
previously been Van 
Valkenburg)
Simmons
Bauman

There are:
Fortenberry – 5
Faulkenberry – 6
A form of Valkenburg – 8
Simmons – 1
Bauman – 1

As one would expect, most of Raymond’s close matches were Fortenberry and Faulkenberry men.  Years ago, when I got his results, the 
Van Valkenburg kin were a huge surprise!  As you might expect, the more markers tested, the more accurate the predicted relationship will 
be.  My next step should and will be to have Raymond’s tested at 111 markers!

Anyone looking carefully at this list 
would be asking themselves (and me) the 
following fairly obvious question:  If this 
is a “surname test,” why would George 
Henry Simmons and Stanley G. Bauman 
be on this list?  When receiving their data 
from FamilyTree DNA, they may have 
been confused or even shocked by the 
outcome.  Both these men would be 
considered as NPEs.  The anacronym 
stands for NON-PATERNITY EVENT.  This 
means that by blood, they belong 
somehow to the Fortenberry, 
Faulkenberry/Van Valkenburg family – not 
to the Simmons or Bauman families.  
This is the result of a son somewhere 
along the family line who used a different 
surname from that of his biological 
father.  

12



What about the Genetic Distance result?
According to the International Society of Genetic Genealogy, “Genetic distance is the term used to describe the number of differences or 
mutations between two sets of Y-chromosome DNA.”  They state that a genetic distance of zero means there are no differences in the two 
results and there is an exact match indicating that they are likely very close kin.  A genetic distance of 1 means the two men are tightly 
related.  A genetic distance of 2 or 3 indicates they are more distantly related but likely share a common surname or variant.   With this one 
test, I had a lot to think about.  “Paper research” had already proven that before Fortenberry, the surname was Faulkenberry.  When doing 
research years ago in Lancaster County, South Carolina, we were told that locally Faulkenberry was actually pronounced Fortenberry!  But 
what about all these Van Valkenburg variations?

At a distance of 3, Raymond has one Faulkenberry, three variations of Van Valkenburg, 
and the Stanley Bauman previously discussed.  His genetic distance of 3 would 
indicate that his connection was probably with a Van Valkenburg.  The fact that my 
brother had so many Van Valkenburgs as matches forced me start seriously looking at 
how the Fortenberrys and Faulkenberrys are connected to the Van Valkenburgs. 

At a genetic distance of 1, Raymond had one Fortenberry match, four Faulkenberrys, 
and the unusual match with George Simmons previously discussed.  Due to George’s 
genetic distance of 1 from my brother, he would likely have to be descended from a 
Fortenberry or Faulkenberry.  It is not surprising that no Van Valkenburgs appear as a 
genetic distance of 1 as that link would be, by my calculation, about 400 years ago.

At a genetic distance of 2, my brother has one Faulkenberry, four Fortenberrys, and 
four variations of Van Valkenburg.   This is not at all surprising as a genetic distance of 
2 indicates all the men most likely have a common ancestor a few generations back. 
Professional genetic genealogists say that at a distance of 2 or 3, the men would 
definitely be sharing a common surname or variant.  And there it is!  Genetically, this is 
indisputable evident that we are biologically linked to the Van Valkenburgs.

Now let us look at additional information that can be discovered from Raymond’s Y-DNA results.
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Family Tree’s TiP computer calculations
My brother’s matches appear on his data 
table with the information seen here.  These 
are the first two men given as his matches.   
The small icons that I have circled in red are 
links to specific information.  The first will 
link to a family tree chart.  If it is dark, as in 
the top one, it means that this person has 
provided a family tree to view.  If it is clear, 
the individual has not posted a tree.

The second icon links to a page where notes can be typed and stored about that person.  The final one, which looks like a bar graph is the 
one that will link to the information about genetic distance and is called TiP.  TiP is short for Time Predictor and is a proprietary tool 
developed by Family Tree DNA that computes a one-on-one comparison between a male and any of his identified matches.  This computer 
program uses DNA data to determine the probability of when the tested male and any individual on his match list shared a common 
ancestor (i.e. common grandfather)  The prediction is given in generations.  For better accuracy, the program uses both the number of 
mismatches and the mutation rate of a specific DNA location.   Not every location mutates at the same rate.  All very complicated – but 
please stick with me!
On the right are two examples of TiP results for Raymond.  One 
is for someone closely kin and the other is very distantly kin.  
Two generations would be a grandfather.  At that level, one is 
68% and the other is 5% likely to have the same grandfather as 
my brother.  But look what happens as the connection goes 
further back in time.  By 8 generations, the man with the 
closest connection is 98.96% likely to be descended from the 
same man as my brother.  The other man at that distance 
would only be 70.41% likely to share a common ancestor.  
Amazingly, the probability at 12 generations is 99.89% and 
92%.  Obviously, all three share a direct ancestor somewhere 
up the tree because even the more distant kin is 99.94% in 24 
generations to have the same grandfather.

Person with 
a genetic 
distance of 1

Person with 
a genetic 
distance of 6
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Genetic 
distance of 3

Genetic 
distance of 2

Genetic 
distance of 1

Please remember that all predictions are based on probability – whether it is sports, 
the stock market, or genetics!  And since we are looking at random acts of nature 
over hundreds of years, occasionally mutations occur at a different rate than 
expected.  Although it is all based on averages, it is still useful information.  What is 
this data indicating about the relationship between these men and my brother?

Genealogists compute a generation as about 25 years.  Of course this can vary 
greatly but it is a useful predictor.  (Note: On the right, I am using charts showing 
predictions for every other generation instead of every generation in order to fit 
three charts together.)  Notice that at 2 generations, each of these three men is 
progressively less likely to share a grandfather with Raymond.  This makes sense 
since his closest genetic distance would naturally be a Fortenberry.  At what point, 
using the TiP predictor for every generation, would a predicted shared ancestor 
calculation of 90% be achieved?  At what generation would 100% be predicated?

Name Generation at 90% Generation at 100%
Jim Fortenberry 4 89.75% 10 99.67%
Wilfred Van Valkenburgh 7 92.45% 13 99.59%
David Van Valkenburg 9 89.66% 17 99.65%

From my research, I know that the Fortenberrys/Faulkenberrys descend from 
Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg’s son, Henry.  Wilfred did not share his ancestry 
online, but David Van Valkenburg descends from immigrant ancestor, Lambert Van 
Valkenburg.  Lambert was baptized 16 April 1614 in Millen, Province of Limburg and 
immigrated to New Netherlands.  He was born 331 years before Raymond.  As 
mentioned above, 25 years is used as a estimate of a generation.  Dividing 331 by 
25, Lambert’s birth would be about 13 generations before Raymond’s.   At 13
generations, even David, with a genetic distance of 3 has a 97.96% probability of 
descending from the same man as Raymond!  

What can all this data mean?  
The Fortenberry/Falkenberrys
must somehow descend from 
the Van Valkenburgs!  

What can be learned from TiP data?
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Y-DNA Surname Projects
Technically, since all men pass down their Y-DNA intact to their male children, the test can be directly connected to a surname. Not long 
after they began testing Y-DNA, Family Tree DNA began allowing the formation of surname groups on their site.   These projects allow direct 
comparisons of each tested marker.   When a male has a Y-DNA test completed, the results he receives will be only his markers values.  The 
information given will show the names of people he matches but not specific data as to their STR results.  By joining a surname project, one 
can actually see and be compared to other men’s STR numbers.   But once choosing to join, data is no longer private because you are 
allowing others to see your results.  I requested that my brother’s data be added to both the Faulkenberry/ Fortenberry Project as well as the 
Valkenburg Project.  Though Raymond had 8 “Van Valkenburgs” on his close matches, not many Van Valkenburgs have joined “our” project.  
Of course, they know that they are genetically Van Valkenburgs whereas we are trying to be recognized and added to their family tree!

Before looking at any surname project data, we should look the column labels about the data.
Kit number = the number assigned to a person’s DNA when it goes to the lab.
Paternal Ancestor = the person farthest back in their paper trail.
Haplogroup = ignore for this discussion

As with the previous results discussed, all the remaining perpendicular numbers and letters refer to the SPECIFIC LOCATION on the Y-DNA 
where a particular set of STRs occur.   These STR locations always appear in the same order.

Please notice that some show up in different colors.  Each change in the shade of blue means an increase in the number of locations tested 
(See bar below.)  What is really important are those shaded in dark red.   These locations mutate more rapidly than other locations.   
Consequently, it is at those locations that a number can be off by one and still be considered as close kin.  This is why the location of where
the variation occurs makes a difference when determining genetic distance.
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Data from the Faulkenberry/Fortenberry DNA Project
Below is a portion of the results on the Faulkenberry/Fortenberry project site.  The actual table extends to 111 markers but below only shows 
the first 37 markers.  This group had results that formed a cluster because the results matched so well.  Though I have not corresponded 
with any of these men, I recognize many of the ancestors they have listed.  For instance, I know how the man from the kit listed just below 
my brother’s kit (red star) is related to us.  I know that the Revolutionary War soldier David Faulkenberry was the brother of my ancestor, 
John Faulkenberry.  David and John’s father was Jacob Faulkenberry - son of Henry the Ferryman - son of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg, the 
Indian interpreter.  If the man who is kit number 265886 below Raymond belongs to my brother’s generation, they would be sixth cousins.  It 
is amazing that even after so many years, Y-DNA can be identical!  

17

Once again, notice that some of the locations where a number difference occurs (colorized on data above) 
is at a marker identified as having a more rapid mutation rate.  Consequently, it is “very acceptable” for 
that number to be off by one and still be considered close kin. If you are interested in visiting the site, the 
link is on the right.

https://www.familytreedna.com/gr
oups/fortenberrydna/about

https://www.familytreedna.com/gr


Because of its importance to understanding our link to the Van Valkenburgs, we will now look at the area where our Fortenberrys and 
Faulkenberrys are clustered within the VAN VALKENBURG data.  Again, kit number 306703 (red star) is my brother’s.  Remember, members 
of a DNA project have to ASK to be added. In our attempt to establish kinship, several Fortenberry/Faulkenberrys have asked to be added to 
the Valkenburg Project!

Please notice all the Fortenberry/Faulkenberrys clustered in the middle of the Van Valkenburgs!  Once again, acceptable differences within 
the group are noted in color.  As before, the major differences are in the locations known to be much faster changing sites. This means that 
all these men descend from a common surname line, even if the surname has “mutated” over generations too!

Data from the Valkenburg DNA Project18

If you are interested in visiting the Valkenburg DNA Project, please see the link on the right.  Also, the Van 
Valkenburgs have an amazing organization and web page.  Check out the National Association of the Van 
Valkenburg Family (NAVVF) at https://navvf.org/ What all this proves beyond any doubt is that our ancestor over 
400 years ago was a Van Valkenburg.   Sadly, finding definitive proof of this with a direct line paper trail has been 
pretty much impossible!

https://www.familytreedna.
com/groups/dutchvalkenb
urgs/about

https://navvf.org/
https://www.familytreedna.


Why is it so difficult for many of us to follow the family line back?
In 1735, Hendrick Jacob Falkenburg’s son, Henry Falkenburg, moved his family to the Shenandoah Valley.  There he received a grant from 
a land speculator named Jost Hite who had been granted 100,000 acres by the Virginia government to help settle the area. 7 They were 
evidently unaware that the King had granted much of the same area to someone else.  Almost immediately, all the Hite grants were placed 
in doubt by the arrival of a Scottish peer of the realm named Lord Fairfax who owned the land directly from the King.  Now, all land grants 
from Jost Hite and Company were ruled to be illegal. 8 Please remember that name – Jost Hite!  All sorts of legal issues seemed 
imminent, so by 1745, the Falkenburgs decided to move further south down the “Great Wagon Road.”  Court records during their ten 
years in Virginia give us the names of four of Henry’s grown sons – Andrew, Jacob, Henry, and John. 9 Although it is likely that Henry, Sr. 
had several grandchildren born during their time in Virginia, only one birth record has ever been located there.  On 19 October 1740, 
Jacob Falkenburg’s son, John, was baptized by the minister of the future Tinkling Spring Presbyterian Church of Augusta County, 
Virginia.  10 Luckily for me, research shows that Jacob and his son, John, are my line because his family group settled on land in South 
Carolina instead of North Carolina.
Here is the difficulty – All of our families during this time period used the same 
given names repeatedly - especially Henry, Jacob, John, and Isaac!  Looking at 
the 1790 Federal census for just the two Carolinas, we find the following heads 
of household:  3 named Jacob, 3 named John, 2 named Isaac, and one each of 
Andrew, Joseph, Robert, David, Henry, and two women - Mary and “Widow.”  In 
1790, only a head of the house was named; everyone else was counted.  
Together, these households had 37 additional males not named, for a total of 50 
males. This does not include the many men living in territories and states not 
having census data! 11 Adding to the problem, the old records were often 
destroyed when the wooden courthouses burned.  In 1850, the government 
finally began listing everyone in the household by name, but this is two 
generations after the census of 1790.  With the loss of court records, it is now 
almost impossible to determine many family connections from this period!  
To make matters even worse, just because there is an Isaac Sr. and Isaac Jr. does not necessarily mean they were father and son.
During this time, it often meant that two men had the same name but one was known to be older than the other. 12 All these issues have 
caused researchers major problems with establishing provable family lines.  Please know that IF you are a descendant of a Falkenburg 
ancestor who was in the Carolinas before the Civil War, then you most likely descend from Henry Falkenburg the Ferryman! 

View of some of the area on the river owned by the Falkenburgs

http://www.learnnc.org/lp/multimedia/7376
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Now would be a good time to look at 
how the spelling of our surname has 
changed over time.   Of course, the 
huge variety of spellings is really 
more indicative of what the court 
recorder heard and how he thought it 
should be spelled.  During the past 
380 years, the name used by our 
family has varied considerably.  One 
would think that once a change took 
place, it would continue with the new 
form, but that has not been the case.  
In early 1682, Hendrick Jacobs 
Falkenburg was the Indian interpreter 
asked by the Lenape chief 
Ockanickon to translate his dying 
words to the local Quakers as he 
spoke them to his own people.  
Because of the importance of the 
Quaker community’s involvement, a 
copy was sent to London and 
printed.  On the right is the second 
page of their published document. 13

(Red boxes added.)  I discovered this 
document years ago and can still 
remember how amazed I was to see 
Falekinbery used in 1682!

As we move forward in time and reach the early 
1700s, there seems to be an infinite number of 
spellings.  A good example is the surname of Henry 
Falkenburg, son of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg.  
Henry was born about 1675 in New Sweden and was 
an adult living in Cecil County, Maryland by 1705.  A 
single court document from Cecil County dated 17 
November 1705 has four different spellings, all 
written by the same court clerk. 14 One even begins 
with a V!  Hint:  Look at the H used each time for 
Henry – it is definitely the same person’s 
handwriting.

Over 40 years later:  In a 1750 Anson County, North 
Carolina deed, the above Henry is written as 
Hendrick Valkenbury. 15 A different Anson County 
deed from 1754 involving the same Henry says 
Henery Falkenburgh (signed in Dutch). 16 One has to 
wonder why the transcriber noted the name was “in 
Dutch!”

How do you spell that name?20



Some other thought-provoking finds about our name
Here is a quote from a document located in Newton County, Georgia that appeared in the September 1850 Superior Court records. It 
concerned a court case against a defendant named George Waters who was the son-in-law of John Faulkbury (this is the spelling of the 
name where he put his X as a signature on the court document).    In the information he stated “…it was the defts business to attend to 
some matters for me as I thought my name is Faulkenborough but now currently called Fortenberry …” 17 One document with basically 
three forms of the name! Faulkenborough – Faulkenbury – Fortenberry.  His phrasing on his response is quite humorous!

A limited edition family history was published in 1942 by George Kellie Fortinberry about the Fortinberry families living in southern 
Mississippi.  George was my grandfather’s second cousin as their shared ancestor was William Jasper Fortenberry mentioned on the
first page where my lineage is listed.  In his book, he discussed family “legends” he had heard while growing up.  At one point, he stated 
that he had heard the family name was originally Von Faulkenberg. 18 Needless to say, the first time I reread this book after receiving my 
brother’s DNA results, I was astonished!  When I read the book previously, I am sure I thought that possibility was totally crazy.  Of 
course, now it actually makes sense!  It is really easy for people to confuse the use of Von and Van – but wow – somehow my family’s 
link to the Van Valkenburgs was now supported by DNA and a very old family story!

Just in case you are thinking that name changes occurred only in the South, here is a document to consider - this time from NEW YORK.  
In 1897, a request was sent to the Bureau of Pensions requesting information about a Revolutionary War soldier named Levi Van
Valkenberg, Falkenberg or Falkenberry. 19 It is interesting that a New York record shows someone using the name that is so prevalent in 
the South.  According to his pension application, he enlisted about May of 1777 and spent his entire life in New York.  

In his application, Levi stated that his birth was 
recorded in the family Bible as 28 February 
1761.  That means he was only 16 when he 
joined!  He also said that due to being infirm, at 
the age of 71, he could not even make an X for 
his name so someone else had to do it!  He was 
given a pension and it is filed as S.10652. 20 On 
the 1790 census, he is listed as Levy Van 
Valkenburgh.  But on the 1800 census, his name 
is Levi Falkenbury! 21
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The New Sweden Connection

1671 – Hendrick Jacobs (H.J.) Falkenburg was living in the household of his father-in-law, Sennick Broer, 24

often referred to as Sennick Broer, the Finn.  After the English took over the area in 1664, the Swedes and Finns 
were required to stop using the patronymic naming system.  Now everyone in a family was expected to use the 
same surname as their father. 25 Most of Sennick Broer’s descendants chose either Sinix or Sennickson. 26

1672 – H.J. Falkenburg (under a misspelled name) was named on a deed with Brewer Seneke and Andrew 
Seneke as one of three heirs of “Seneca Brewer,” deceased. 27 Falkenburg was named because, at this time, a 
wife’s husband would be named in legal documents even if she was living. 

1735 – H.J. Falkenburg’s son, Henry, moved his family to the Shenandoah Valley of Virginia.
1744 – Brewer Seneke (the great grandson of the immigrant, Sennick Broer, father-in-law of Falkenburg) 

“intending to move to another country,” sold his pews at Holy Trinity Church (Old Swede’s Church) to his 
brother, John Seneke, which indicates that Brewer was leaving the colony of Delaware. 28 Note:  I know the 
names are getting confusing but the next page should clear it all up! 

1745 – Henry Falkenburg (son of HJ Falkenburg) and all his family move to the Carolinas.
1746, November 22 – Brewer Simxson filed a request for 200 acres in Bladen County, North Carolina.  Four 

days later, the Executive Council of NC ordered a warrant (survey) for the land. 29

1748, December 27 – Brewer Sinnixann married  Anne Dewit, widow  - Prince Frederick Parish, Winyaw, 
South Carolina. 30

1750, April 4 – Brewer Senixer received his grant in Bladen County, North Carolina but it measured 134 acres
instead of 200. 31 This unusual number of acres for a land grant will prove important.

“Old Swede’s Church”.  The outer 
brick structure is more recent, but 
you can see the old rock church 
behind it.  This is the church 
where Brewer sold his pews. 

Because of its importance, I need to provide the definitive proof linking my family 22 to Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg.  What follows is a 
summary of relevant documents that build a picture, much like a puzzle, establishing our kinship with him.  Of specific importance are our 
links to the Sinnex family who were Finnish and immigrated to New Sweden in 1656. 23

Photo: J. Criminger

Implications from the above information:  The Falkenburg men, once making the decision to leave Virginia, must have gotten in touch 
with their Sinnex cousins and told them they were going to the Carolinas.  Cousin Brewer Seneke left Delaware and was in the Carolinas 
with his Falkenburg cousins by 1746 when he was documented as requesting a land grant.  Here is an interesting side story about 
Sennix’s marriage to Anne Dewit in 1748.  When he left Delaware, he did not take his wife, Brita, with him.  Brita did not die until 1755, 
meaning that Brewer was still married to her when he married Anne DeWit! 32
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The following are important court records dealing with Sennix and his 134 acres that provide some amazing information.
1756, March 26 – Ann Sinnixon sold 300 acres in South Carolina she owned as a widow.   This means Brewer Sennix had died but there is 
no record of her making a claim on the 134 acres in Anson County, North Carolina. 33 This was likely 300 acres she inherited from her first 
husband.
1756, April 29 - Henry Falkenborough sold to Jacob Falkenborough 134 acres with the exact location and dimensions of the Sennix
property.  There is no record of Sennix selling the land to Henry nor having left a will. 34

1757, September 7 – Henry Falkenburg, Sr. GAVE to Henry Falkenburg, Jr. (stated as grandson – not son) the exact 134 acres. 35

1770, April – Henry and Jacob Falconberry requested from the land office of Bladen County that a resurvey of 134 acres granted “by Patent 
to Brewer Sinexan” be done because they thought it encompassed more than 134 acres. 36 (Henry, Jr. had owned the land for 13 years.)
1770 - Though no record of the document now exists, a related document mentions that the Falkenberry family issued a caveat (legal cease 
and desist order) against Samuel Spencer because he was trying to assume ownership of the 134 acres granted to Sennix. 37 Who was 
Samuel Spencer?  He purchased the office of sheriff of Anson County from the Governor of North Carolina. 38 In his position, he was 
requesting grants for huge amounts of vacant land and claimed that the Falkenburgs had no rights to the 134 acres, which technically was 
probably true. 39

The Falkenburgs were clearly claiming the land as “next of kin” 
without written evidence.  With all the deed transfers for the same 
property, they were evidently hoping to get it past the courts. On 31 
March 1771, Spencer sent a letter to the Governor explaining why 
HE should be given the 134 acres.  Spencer stated that Sennix
“died Intestate without any Conveyance or Disposal of it in any 
Manner whatever, and without an Heir known of by any Body in the 
Country, except one son, who was since drowned in Virginia…” 40

So Sennix actually made it to Virginia and traveled south with the 
Falkenburgs!  And it is likely that Sennix’s son 41 drowned in the 
Shenandoah River!  Just how likely is it that these two unusual 
names, Sennix and Falkenburg, would be so closely connected in 
Delaware, Virginia, and the Carolinas and NOT be the same families 
each time.  All the above data proves a personal connection 
between these two families from 1671 to 1771!

Sinnex - Falkenburg link
(Boy who drowned was the son of Broer

Sinnex born 1703.) 
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What do we have so far?  The previous discussion about the Sennix family proves that the southern Fortenberrys/Faulkenberrys are 
descendants of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg and the daughter of Sennick Broer.  The earlier discussion of common Y-DNA provides the 
proof that we are descendants of someone named Van Valkenburg.  That leaves us with a very logical if – then statement for analysis.

If 
we descend from both Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg and by Y-DNA, to the Van Valkenburgs

then
Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg must also descend from the Van Valkenburgs. 

This has been a problem I have been struggling to solve for many years.  After my brother’s Y-DNA was analyzed in 2013, it was obvious 
that a link between the Van Valkenburgs and Fortenberrys had to exist.  The obvious place to seek connections would be between Lambert 
Van Valkenburg (the immigrant ancestor of the Van Valkenburgs) and Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg since they existed close in time – in 
fact, only one generation apart.  For years, I found nothing connecting the two!  One was a Dutch merchant/soldier associated with the 
West India Company and the other an Indian interpreter closely connected to the inhabitants of New Sweden and early Quaker immigrants.  
Being a voracious reader and focused researcher, I do not give up easily.   Several years ago, I came across a tantalizing lead from a book 
by Warren R. Hofstra titled The Planting of New Virginia. 42 A small tidbit of information in that book sent me to a private library and what I 
found there changed the course of my research.  

Recall that the Falkenburgs lived in Virginia from 1735 to 1745.  When they realized that land ownership disputes were coming, they sold 
their land and left.  Amazingly, shortly after the Revolutionary War, ownership of the SAME 100,000 acres in Virginia came under dispute 
again.  In the previously discussed first legal battle in the 1740s, Lord Fairfax demanded that anyone who received land from Jost Hite
return the land or request a grant from him.  Over 40 years later, Jost Hite’s descendants (Hite had been dead 25 years) filed a lawsuit and 
were able to convince the Virginia courts that Fairfax’s original grant was not legal.  This meant that landowners in the Shenandoah Valley 
living within Hite’s original 100,000 acres but had received an additional grant from Fairfax were told to give the property back to Hite’s 
heirs unless they had proof they had originally gotten the land first from Hite.  One of the places within this highly contested 100,000 acres 
was called the Narrow Passage Tract, which was the land originally owned by the three oldest Falkenburg brothers (Andrew, Jacob, Henry).   
By 1786, there were 28 landowners on the original three pieces of Falkenburg property. 43
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Notice that Andrew Falkenburg said “on his oath that he lived some time in Albany in New York Goverment in which time the deponent 
saith that certon Gentlemen viz Joist Hite Robert McKay Robert Green and William Duff in company Published and let for sale Sundry 
tracts of Land on Shenando river by Advertisement at three pounds p Hundred Acres……”  Two justices of the peace were sitting with 
Andrew in Burke County, North Carolina on 10 July 1787 when he made this statement. 45

Why is Andrew’s deposition so significant?
This document proves that our family heard about the land available in Virginia while living in Albany, New York!  What?  Not a single 
record has ever been located in the Albany area for Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg or his son Henry.    You can see where this is going -
Albany is where many of the Van Valkenburg family lived.  Notice Andrew stated that he “lived some time in Albany,” not born there or 
lived there a long time.  If Andrew had lived there most (or all) of his life, he would never have used “lived some time.”   The next burning 
question has to be “Why were they there in the early 1730’s?” Cecil County, Maryland documents tell us that Henry was the Bohemia River 
ferryman from at least 1705 to 1716 as his name appeared in the court records. 46 That makes Henry and his family’s location unknown for 
almost 20 years – from about 1716 (Maryland) to 1734/5 (New York to Virginia).   I have researched the Albany, New York records for this 
time period and have found nothing.  One can only assume the pull to the area must have been family – the Van Valkenburgs. 47

So why is this land dispute so important for proving a possible connection to the Van 
Valkenburgs?  Soon after the Virginia courts ruled in favor of the Hite heirs, the people living on 
the Narrow Passage Tract, filed a countersuit which named the 28 men individually as plaintiffs.  
Now the Hite heirs found themselves in the position of having to locate and interview everyone 
originally concerned with the Narrow Passage property to try to legitimize their claim.  Many of 
the families, like the Falkenburgs, had moved farther south.   So the Virginia courts sent 
requests to the North Carolina courts to locate people relevant to the suit and to get 
depositions from as many as they could.   Among the people they located to depose were 
Andrew Falkenburg and his sister, Margaret Falkenburg Helms. 44
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NAVVF has tentatively placed my family in Branch 2, but they are currently discussing a more appropriate place for us in the tree.  Using
Branch 2, we would have the following family line:  Lambert VV - Jochem VV – Hendrick VV - the young men of Virginia and the Carolinas. 48

The following discussion will be to explain the reasoning as to why this is not the right placement.  To keep the discussion linear, I will begin 
with the most recent (the young men of Virginia and the Carolinas) and work back in time to Lambert Van Valkenburg.  Here we go: The 
children of Hendrick Jochemse Van Valkenburg have been assumed to be the same children as those of Henry Falkenburg because of the 
similarities in some names and approximate birth years.  Hendrick and Henry were even born about the same time!  But the two families must 
be carefully compared.  On the table below, the two columns on the left are the children of Hendrick Van Valkenburg who appear on the 
NAVVF tree as individuals numbered 79 to 84. 49 The family members in the right two columns are the known children of Henry Falkenburg, 
son of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg.  There are quite a few problems with assuming that they are the same family.  Let us look at a few 
individually. 

Problems with placed in Branch 
2 

NAVVF name christening data VA/NC/SC names approx. birth
Andries 30 Apr 1710 Andrew about 1708
Eva 20 Apr 1712
Jochem 6 Oct 1717

Jacob about 1710
Hendrick 23 Oct 1720 Henry at least by 1715
Johannes 18 Jun 1723 John about 1721
Isaac 12 Dec 1731 Isaac about 1725

Margaret about 1727

1.  In the Dutch Reformed Church, a child was taken to the church by witnesses 
(godparents) within the first few days of birth. 50 Though at first glance the 
estimated births of both groups seem “close enough,” the two groups do not 
realistically fit.   One example:  Henry Falkenburg (born about 1715) signed a petition 
in Virginia in 1737. 51 Hendrick VV (christened 1720) would not have been of legal 
age as he would have been about 17 years old. 52

2.  Eva (daughter of Hendrick VV) never appeared as a child in the southern family 
and was apparently named after her grandmother, Eva Vrooman. 53

3.  Jacob (my ancestor) does not appear in the NAVVF list at all.  Jochem is not
another name for Jacob.  Therefore, where is Jacob’s christening record?
4.  Margaret, who appears in none of the NAVVF records, was a sibling of the men in 
Virginia and Carolinas.  The information in the blue box is from a deposition taken in 
Mecklenburg County, North Carolina on 17 February 1787 relating to the Virginia 
lawsuits discussed previously.  There is absolutely no way to dispute this evidence.  
The justices of the peace state that Margaret is “above 60 years of age” which would 
mean she was born BY 1727. 54 If she and her siblings were Van Valkenburgs and 
her siblings were christened, why is she not listed between Johannes and Isaac?

Next, we will compare the lives of these two fathers discussed here.

“… Margaret wife to George Heloms of the said County and Daughter 
of Henry Falkenburg Senr formerly of Augusta County in the Colony 
of Virginia …. She being above sixty years of age …. Deposath and 
saith that about the year 1736 a Certain Robert McKay one of the 
then proprietors of Certain Lands Lying on Shanando River in Said 
Colony, Came to her Fathers House the said Henry Falkenburg Sen r

And saith that she heard the said Robert McKay tell her three 
Brothers Andrew Jacob & Henry Falkenburg that he the said McKay 
would sell them land and that She knew her said three Brothers go 
with the Said McKay to Chain Land And that She understood that the 
land that her Brothers then purchased from the sd McKay Lay along 
the Shanandoah River from the Narrow passage to the Mouth of Elk 
Meadows Run ……”

Children of Hendrick VV (b.~1676)    Children of Henry Falkenburg (b. ~1675)
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Comparing Hendrick and Henry
The following table is a comparison of life events for the two fathers, Hendrick Van Valkenburg (Hendrick VV) and Henry Falkenburg      
(Henry F), whose children were compared on the previous page.   Because they were both born in the mid 1670s and had children at similar 
times, these two men were of the same generation.  But can they be the same person?   Again, a look at discrepancies is necessary.

Hendrick Jochemse Van Valkenburg Henry (the ferryman) Falkenburg
born ~1676 Kinderhook, NY born ~1675 New Sweden
son of Jochem Lambertse VV son of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg
unknown locations during life lived New Sweden, Maryland, NY, VA, NC
unknown location at death Died in North Carolina in the 1750s
had 9 known siblings two step or half siblings
Witness in 1702 and 1707 for VV relatives on duty as ferryman 

1. Henry was the son of Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg who 
married the daughter of Sennick Broer.  He was born in the area 
called New Sweden where his wife’s family lived. 55 Hendrick VV 
was born in Kinderhook, New York and married Anna Huyck. 56

2. Hendrick VV had 9 siblings. 57 Henry F had two half (or more 
likely step) siblings. 58 No one seems to know where Hendrick 
died but our family knows that Henry died in North Carolina.

4.  The following additional discussion is to explain why Henry would not have 
traveled to New York to have his children christened:  Henry was a ferryman living 
in Maryland from at least 1705 to 1716.  This is the exact time period when both his 
and Hendrick VV’s first few children would have been born/christened.   Henry, who 
was appointed to be the ferryman by the local court, was required to be available to 
provide ferry service at all times. 61 He could not have taken the time to travel the 
300 mile one-way trip between Albany and Bohemia River to have his children 
christened much less to make that long trip just to be a witness.  It is not logical to 
think a family would do this, even without factoring in his responsibilities at the 
ferry.  If Henry and his wife had wanted to have their children christened, they would 
surely have taken them to Holy Trinity Church (Old Swedes’ Church) in Delaware 
where the Sennix family attended. 62 That church was only 26 miles from the ferry 
and he could have made most of the trip by water.  When considering the evidence, 
these two men were obviously not the same person! http://www.living-in-the-past.com/ferry.html

3.  Hendrick VV was the witness for two christenings at the Dutch Reformed Church in Albany in February of 1702 and 1707. 59 Why would 
a man living in Maryland be asked to be a witness at a christening in New York?  Also, Henry Falkenburg was at court in November of 1706 
renewing his agreement to be the Bohemia River ferryman. 60
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There is no way these two men can be the same person though they both 
had sons named Hendrick (Henry) and grandsons named Andrew, Henry, 
John, and Isaac.  According to the NAVVF website, Jochem VV died in 1720
in Kinderhook, NY. 65 Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg died at Little Egg Harbor 
less than two years after writing his will in June of 1710. 66 Although he has 
no marker, he is known to be buried at the Friends Burial Ground (Quaker 
Meeting House) in Tuckerton, New Jersey. 67

So if this branch of the Van Valkenburgs was our best chance at connecting 
to the family, what do we do now?

Now step back another generation
Continuing back a generation in the Van Valkenburg tree, we arrive at Jochem Lambertse Van Valkenburg.  As noted on the NAVVF website, 
Jochem was christened on 4 November 1646 at the Dutch Reformed Church in New Amsterdam (Manhatten) and was the child of Lambert 
and Annetie Jacobs.  This means he was born some time before November of 1646. 63

Continuing back a generation in the Falkenburg tree, we arrive at Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg. The 1671 census shows he was a married 
adult; therefore, Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg’s birth would have been sometime in the 1640s. 64

Here is what is so important to realize about their birth years - these two men were contemporaries!  By accepting the fact that the 
Fortenberry/Faulkenberrys descend from Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg by way of all the evidence previously discussed and ALSO to the 
Van Valkenburgs through the amazing Y-DNA results, then the generation being discussed here is where the fit into the JOCHEM Lambertse
Van Valkenburg line COMPLETELY breaks down.   

The only answer possible due to Hendrick Jacobs 
Falkenburg’s probable year of birth is that he is most likely an 
unknown/undocumented son of Lambert and Annetie (Jacobs) 

Van Valkenburg. 
Photo: J. Criminger

Friends Burying Ground  Tuckerton, New Jersey
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Here is one example of this type of indirect link:  
Henry Falkenburg was the ferryman at Bohemia River in Maryland (Cecil 

County).   The area was called Bohemia Manor by Augustine Herman who had immigrated 
from Bohemia.   Herman was awarded this property by Lord Baltimore for mapping the 
area. 68 Henry was appointed by the local magistrates to run the Bohemia River ferry. 69

Herman lived very close to Lambert Van Valkenburgh in New Amsterdam and, 
like Lambert, worked for the West India Company.  See the map on the right showing the 
lot owners near the fort at New Amsterdam.  Herman (red box) and Lambert would have 
known each other while living there.   

In 1679, Augustine Herman’s son, Ephraim, was a guide for some visitors who 
stopped for two nights at Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg’s house on the Delaware River near 
Burlington, New Jersey.   One of the men noted in his journal that Ephraim described 
Hendrick Jacobs as an acquaintance. 70

This links three generations (Lambert, Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg, and his son Henry) to 
the Herman family.   Lambert is connected to Augustine Herman because they both worked 
for the West India Company and lived near each other in the community around the fort.  
Hendrick Jacobs and Ephraim Herman obviously knew each other in 1679.  Additionally, 
Henry was the ferryman on Bohemia River and lived on the land owned by the Herman 
family.

Once I opened my mind to looking “indirectly” at repeating people and places, the more I 
found.  Trying to keep track of all these connections became extremely difficult; so over 
time, I designed a complex graphic organizer to help me understand how events and 
people were associated.  It is on the following page and is the result of years of research. 

L. Van Valkenburg

So how can research proceed in connecting everyone?
Since court records could not be found linking our Maryland/Virginia/Carolina families with the Van Valkenburgs, a new research plan had 
to be developed.  We all recognize that families do not live in isolation, and this was especially true during colonial times.  As we all know, 
friend and family networks always develop linking people and places together.  Over time, I began seeing the same names and places in the 
records again and again; but, they were rarely linked directly.  This made me start looking at the data from a tangential perspective. 

https://dp.la/primary-source-sets/dutch-new-netherland/sources/1349

Map of New 
Amsterdam 

(see link 
below)
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heir drowned in VA

Jan Labatie
Huguenot

Indian interpreter
Albany

Lived  
next to 
bothJan Evertsen Bout

Indian interpreter
Manhattan

Casper
Herman

1687 appraised Jegou’s 
estate in Cecil Co.

Several of these children
likely born

in Cecil County

grandson

son

son

No references will be given for this 
diagram but every item has been proven 
through documentation EXCEPT for 
documented proof that HJF is connected 
to Lambert Van Valkenburg. 

I realize this is an overwhelming amount of 
information, but sometimes genealogists have 
to look outside the box to see relationships.  I 
was surprised with how many people and 
events connected to Cecil County, MD.
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Interesting discoveries and their implications

From the previous discussion, it would be implausible to say that the Falkenburgs descend 
from Jochem Van Valkenburg.  There are a few additional ideas about events that may be 
relevant in establishing a link between Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg and Lambert VV.

Was Falkenburg actually from Holstein? This evidence comes from the previously mentioned 
journal kept by the man traveling with Ephraim Herman in 1679.  The information could very 
well be second hand information told to them by Herman during multiple boat trips with the 
two men.  We now know, based on the Fortenberry/Faulkenberry Y-DNA that Falkenburg had a 
Netherlands heritage.  To access the journal kept by the traveler during his visit to 
Falkenburg’s home, see the endnote link. It is very likely that this place of birth has echoed 
through time from this one erroneous but well known source. 71

Finns and Swedes lived and interacted with the Native Americans very differently from the 
Dutch colonists.  The Dutch, who came to trade for furs, lived close to their trading stations in 
organized villages.  But in addition to trading, the Finns/Swedes were intent on owning and 
clearing land to farm; therefore, their homes were widely scattered along waterways.   This 
made their interactions with the Natives different from other colonies because they wanted to 
acquire knowledge about what to do to thrive in their new homeland.  Over time, a mutual 
respect between them developed that lasted many generations. 72

“The Swedes and the Indians in New Sweden.” Illustration in Thomas 
Campanius Holm, Kort Beskrifning om Provincien Nya Swerige uit
America (Stockholm, 1702).  Public Domain

In the places where Falkenburg appears in the historical records and his association with the settlers of New Sweden, he seems to have
chosen a lifestyle different from the Dutch.  But was he the lone Dutch within all the Finns and Swedes?  Peter Craig, on his work on the 
1671 census of New Sweden, identified 19 men known to be Dutch, most of them using an altered form or alias for their name.  Five
examples include: Dericke Johnson - born Hendrick Jansen Van Jever; Gerret Sanderson - born Gerrit Sandersen Van Tiel; Mathias 
Linburgge - born Matthys Van Linborgh; Garrett Smith (who was a blacksmith) - born Gerrit Janset Van Beck; and  Vlad Raven - born 
Walraven Jansen de Vos, to name a few. 73 It becomes apparent that Hendrick Jacobs was not the only man in the Swedish area going by a 
name he was not born with! 
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If he were a Van Valkenburg, what happened to his name?
Once he began living in a more culturally diverse area, it appears that Hendrick dropped the Van Valkenburg surname.  So, his problem 
became – What to use as a surname?  Records show that he chose Jacobs (NOT Jacob) – perhaps because that was his mother’s maiden
name?  At the time we are discussing, a Dutch woman did not take her husband’s surname but used her father’s last name her entire life. 74

Consequently, if H. J. Falkenburg were Lambert’s son, he would have grown up hearing his mother referred to as Annetie Jacobs as she 
was the daughter of Arnold Jacobs. 75 It would make sense if Falkenburg were looking for a less “ethnic” last name he might have chosen 
his mother’s surname.  It should be noted that whenever his name appears in the various records, it is consistently Jacobs, not Jacob, even 
when he began to use it as his middle name.   Also, recall that the Dutch would have pronounced Valkenburg as Falkenburg and the 
Swedes would have pronounced it something that sounds like “Falkenberry.” To hear it pronounced in Swedish, see the link in endnote. 76

All this might raise an additional related question:  After the English took over New Netherlands in 1664, why did the Van Valkenburgs in 
New York continue to use Van Valkenburg?  That has a simple answer.  They continued to live in areas of the colony that valued their 
culture and churches - areas where being Dutch continued to be esteemed.   Below is the seal of New York City.  Notice all the graphics 
related to the Dutch and New Netherlands – windmill, Dutchman, beavers.  

When did H. J. Falkenburg become recognized as an interpreter?
It would have taken years of exposure to the Native languages to become proficient enough to 
be asked to translate important transactions.  Considering the areas he frequented and the 
people he interacted with, he was probably proficient in Dutch, Swedish, Finnish, English, 
French, and various native dialects. 77 And of course, a certain level of trust in a translator 
would be necessary for both sides to feel comfortable with the transaction.  Falkenburg was first 
noted in the records as an Indian Interpreter in 1677, which would likely place his age as in his 
thirties.  In August of that year, the ship Kent arrived with 230 Quakers from England and 
dropped anchor near Burlington Island in the Delaware River.   The Quakers asked the local 
Swedes to suggest some interpreters.  Among the three men suggested was “Henric Jacobson 
Falconbre.” 78 On 10 October 1677, six “Indian Sackamackers” sold to eight Quakers who had 
arrived on the Kent an unspecified amount of land using only vague boundaries.  This deed was 
executed and witnessed before Henricus Jacobs. 79 It should be noted that Sackamacker was 
used by the Dutch as a “pidgin Dutch” term for chief. 80

Public domain
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Can HJF’s life as an interpreter be more directly linked to Lambert Van Valkenburg?
One has to wonder what experiences led to his becoming an interpreter.  Clearly, he had a knack for languages but it would also require 
extended interaction with Natives.  Dr. Stephen T. Staggs states in The Encyclopedia of Greater Philadelphia  website that Indian leaders 
would select go betweens (i.e. interpreters) “based on kinship connections and their standing within the native community, while colonial 
leaders had to identify individuals with an intimate knowledge of a particular native culture and language, which were extremely difficult to 
learn.” 81 That quote makes one realize what an interesting man he must have been!  So one has to wonder, how did Hendrick Jacobs 
Falkenburg became one of those rare people able to interface effectively with so many different cultures?

Over the years, I have found three interesting tangential connections that I believe could be very relevant.  Two of them have to do with the 
exact locations of where Lambert Van Valkenburg lived, both in New Amsterdam and Beverwijck. Take a second look at the map of lot 
owners surrounding the fort at New Amsterdam.   Lambert was located next to the road going into the fort.  If you look carefully at the name 
just above Lambert's you will see Jan Eversen Boud (often spelled Bout).  He was born in the Netherlands, worked for the West India 
Company, and was an Indian interpreter. 82

Sometime before March of 1652, Lambert can be found up the Hudson River in 
Beverwijck (later renamed Albany). 83 While researching tangential events, another 
link to an interpreter was discovered.  Jean Labatie, though a Huguenot, was a very 
prominent and respected person in Beverwijck. Like Bout, he too was an Indian 
interpreter 84 and lived for a time next door to Lambert Van Valkenburg.  On 11 
November 1654, Jean Labatie was attempting to sell a house south of Fort Orange 
“…with a garden and hogpen therein standing, lying to the south of said fort, 
adjoining to the west Lambert Van Valckenborgh ” 85 What are the chances of living in 
two different places and in both places being next door to one of the few men who 
were interpreters for the Native Americans?  What impression would that have made 
on a young boy?  As an interpreter, Labatie and Bout would have led a life that might 
have appealed to an adventurous boy/young man.  I am well aware that this is truly 
speculation which I try not to do when presenting the results of serious research, but 
one has to wonder, could these two men have influenced the direction of his life?

Map of New 
Amsterdam 

(see link 
below)

https://dp.la/primary-source-sets/dutch-new-netherland/sources/1349
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One final item is, in my opinion, extremely important as it concerns the wife of Lambert Van 
Valkenburg.  In August of 1678, Annetie was listed with four other women as defendants in a 
court case concerning their disregard of the ordinances controlling fur trade. (Underlining is 
mine.)  The plaintiff (who was actually the magistrate) said “… that the defendants incessantly, 
contrary to the ordinance, venture again and again either to go themselves or to send their 
children to the Indian houses on the hill and to trade there with the Indians, as the plaintiff 
himself has observed.  Although he has fined them for it, the defendants have taken little 
notice of it.  Therefore, as the plaintiff has found the defendants or their children innumerable
times in the aforesaid houses, he can not be content with a single fine, but demands that the 
defendants be condemned to pay each at least a double fine according to the ordinances.  The 
defendants are all in default, excect the wife of Mews, who claims that she is not guilty.” 86

This quote from the court minutes for Albany indicates that these women had been doing it for 
a very long time, most likely for years.  This problem was of major concern to the government 
and was a pattern that had developed early in the history of Beverwijck.  This date of 1678 may, 
at first, seem somewhat late if Falkenburg was born in the 1640s but “the ordnance against 
going into the woods to trade…” was noted as far back as 1645 and is frequently referred to in 
the area courts over the years. 87 Sadly, the court records are missing from 1660 to 1668.  So 
why would the Van Valkenburgs be willing to ignore the laws about sending their children into 
the woods to trade? They were so poor that the family had to have public assistance from the 
church 29 times between 1660 and 1673.  By trading illegally, the family would have a 
substantially better profit margin.   This topic is discussed at length in the endnote. 88“Dutch Traders in the New Netherlands.”  Public Domain 

https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2006691543/

Trouble for Lambert’s wife

What better way to learn the Native American language and customs than to have your parents send you out to meet them in the woods 
to bring them home to trade illegally!  We know that children can learn a new language easier than adults.  Could he have spent his early 
years making friends among the Natives as he learned their language and customs?  
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The DNA evidence is clear:  The Falkenberry, Fortenberry, and Van Valkenburg families belong somehow to the same family tree.  One of 
the reasons I feel comfortable stating that Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg is a son of Lambert Van Valkenburg has to do with the information 
known (and unknown) about each of his children.  As with any family history where no records exist, reasonable suppositions have to be 
made.  Can there actually be a place among the Van Valkenburg children where Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg would fit?  Let us look at the 
births of Lambert’s six known children according to the NAVVF tree.

Anna about 1642/3;    Jochem - christened 4 Nov. 1646;     Catrym - about 1648;      Lambert - christened 21 July 1652;     Rachel - about
1654;     Maritje - almost a complete unknown.  She appeared as a witness to a baptism in 1699 as Maritje V. Valkenborgh. 89 It is evident 
from each of their extended family records that Anna’s and Rachel’s births were estimates based on estimated marriages which were 
based on estimated births of their children, not from any definitive dates of known events about them specifically. 

If one looks closely at the records, it is clear that the Van Valkenburgs were not consistent in having their children christened.  In fact, as 
you can see above, the only two children christened were their two known sons.   

Where would our line fit on the Van Valkenburg Tree?
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Now I am going to make my own reasonable suppositions!  We know that Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg was married and living with his 
Finnish in-laws when the 1671 census on the Delaware River was taken.   Because of his chosen way of life and interactions with people of 
different cultures, I believe a realistic estimate of his age at the time of the 1671 census would be 25 to 30.  This would give him a year of 
birth of 1641 to 1646.  Previously, I discussed how we know Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg and Jochem VV were not the same person.  That 
means Hendrick could not have been born in 1646 because Jochem was.  Consequently, Hendrick would have had to be born either before 
or after Anna.  I believe it would be reasonable to push Anna’s year of birth out to late 1644 for two reasons:  By 1644, the Van Valkenburgs
were already established in New Amsterdam.  Since none of their other daughters had been christened, it would not be unexpected for 
Anna to have not been christened either.  Also, because her brother Jochem was not born until late 1646, a later birth than 1642/43 for 
Anna would be completely plausible.    

Lambert and Annetie married on 4 January 1642 which 
leaves plenty of time to have a baby late 1642 or sometime 
in 1643.  I would place Hendrick as the first child because 
it seems that if he had been born once the family had 
settled in New Amsterdam, he would have been christened 
there as were the other boys.  Because Lambert’s first 
record in New Amsterdam was 29 July 1644, we do not 
know exactly when he and his family arrived.  Hendrick 
could have been born in the Netherlands or even onboard 
the ship to America.  What is clear is that Hendrick Jacobs 
Falkenburg must fit into the Van Valkenburg tree.  With the 
combination of logical reasoning and DNA evidence, there 
are a limited number of ways this can happen.   This 
thinking would result in the following:  Hendrick - about
1642/3;   Anna - about 1644;   Jochem - christened 4 Nov. 
1646;     Catrym - about 1648;     Lambert - christened 21 
July 1652;     Rachel - about 1654;     Maritje - total
unknown.

https://welcometocolonialnewyorkpace
.weebly.com/clothing.html

https://historyhysteria.wordpress.com/2016/03/22/s
wedish-commoner-of-18th-century/

Dutch commoners’ clothing 
in the 17th century

Swedish commoners’ clothing in 
the 17 & 18th centuries
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Daughter of 
Sinnick Broer

Broer Sinnexson born 
abt 1650 died 1708

married
Hendrik Jacobs

Falkenberg born in 
early to mid 1640s

Sinnick Broer
Born about 1620s Finland
Immigrant to New Sweden

Hendrick Falkenberg
Born about 1675

James Sinnex born 
abt 1678 died 1709

OUR Virginia pioneers
Andrew, Jacob, Henry 
all 3 born before 1715

Broer Sinnex born 1703, moved 
south with Faulkenburgs, 
request for land in Carolinas in 
1746, died by 1756 when land 
dispute over 134 acre grant 
began, son drowned in Virginia. 
No Sennix records in VA.

Lambert Van Valkenberg born 
1614, Netherlands

Immigrant to New Netherlands
married Annetie Jacobs

In the 
Netherlands

Second cousins

First cousins

siblings

What more can I say?  I have worked hard to present this information in a clear and straightforward manner. Below is how I believe my 
family tree should be structured based on my many years of research. Two questions immediately come to mind:  If Hendrick Jacobs was 
a Van Valkenburg, why is his existence just coming to be known, and why are there no records of him in New York? 

The first is now easily answered.  Our Y-DNA results have forced us to look beyond the name Falkenburg!  Secondly, why are there no 
records of his living in New York?  Even after extensive research, one notices that his name NEVER appears in documents that would be 
typical of a Dutch soldier, fur trader, or merchant.  Instead, he spent his early adult years with the settlers of New Sweden who had a 
close relationship with the Native Americans.  He became a renowned Indian Interpreter.  He married a Finn, and his family stayed 
connected to them for over 100 years.  While in his 30s, his business partner was a French Huguenot.   In 1677, he became closely 
connected to the early Quaker communities of New Jersey.   Twenty years later, his second wife was a Quaker from that community.
And at his death, he was buried in a Quaker cemetery.   

As a young adult, he was not associated with 
one culture and was clearly a man of 
adventure.  A man consciously choosing this 
lifestyle would likely have left home at an 
early age.  This would mean that he would 
have left no legal or religious records in New 
York, and that is exactly what he did.  
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Sadly, there is no direct proof of Lambert 
Van Valkenburg ever having a son named 
Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg.  This will 
likely mean that our branch will be an
unattached branch of the Van Valkenburgs –
but wouldn’t that be wonderful! 



Anonymous
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Endnotes
The following endnotes have been written with two purposes in mind.  The first, of course, is to document the location of my sources of information.  The 
second and sometimes more important purpose is to expand upon or explain information in more detail.  Someone reading the main document who desires to 
know more about a particular topic will often find quite a bit in the endnotes along with some additional sources to pursue. 

1.  Scientists have found that eye color is not as straight forward as we once thought.  It is not really as simple as one gene being dominate and another being 
recessive.  There are actually multiple genes that can affect the color of eyes.  To read more, see https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eye_color

2.  Among the very few types of cells that do not have nuclei are red blood cells, grown out parts of our hair and nails, and the very top layer of the epidermis 
of our skin.      https://dnasu.com/every-cell-body-contain-dna/

3. National Center for Biotechnology Information, National Library of Medicine at the National Institute of Health (NIH), “Understanding Human Genetic 
Variation,” from the NIH Curriculum Supplement Series.  Accessed 3 Feb 2021 from https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK20363/
4. Cells divide in two different processes.  Mitosis is when one cell divides and forms two new cells 
genetically identical to the original cell, each having a full complement of 23 pairs of chromosomes.   
Almost all the cells in our body reproduce this way.  Meiosis is a form of cell division that is necessary for 
the formation of a new organism.  This process, which forms both egg and sperm cells, ensures that only 
half of the genetic material from each chromosome pair is ready to be combined with “another half” to 
produce an offspring.   That way, an egg that is fertilized by a sperm will produce an offspring with the 
normal total of 46 chromosomes (23 pairs).  One would think that it would be a simple process, but it is not.  
Before meiosis is complete something really amazing occurs and is called chromosomal crossover.  During 
this process, there is an exchange of genetic material between the two X chromosomes in pairs 1-22.  To 
clarify, before the egg that would later become me was formed, meiosis occurred.  During that cell division, 
every chromosome pair lined up with its partner and parts of the DNA swapped placed.  (See diagram) That 
means each X from the chromosome pair that formed me would no longer come totally from just ONE of my 
GRANDPARENTS, but was a genetic mix of them both!   If you are interested, more can be learned at 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chromosomal_crossover
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Synapsis#/media/File:Synapsis_during_Meiosis.svg

https://smithplanet.com/stuff/gedmatch.htm This site does a good job of explaining this complex topic 
graphically.  Check it out!

https://web.stanford.edu/group/Urchin/GIFS/crossover.jpg

Chromosomal Crossover

Chromosomal crossover is important to life 
because this mixing of genetic material 
provides genetic diversity.
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5.  The mutation rate of mtDNA is so slow that a perfect match may be someone you connected to by way of a direct female line 700 to 1300 years ago; therefore, 
it is of little use to most genealogists.  The mtDNA tests are used mostly by individuals wanting to know about inherited health issues carried by way of 
mutations in the mtDNA.  That is done through mapping the entire mtDNA genome.  https://learn.familytreedna.com/mtdna-testing/generations-traced/

6.  Autosomal DNA testing collects data from all our X chromosomes.  About a million locations are tested.  Because of the chromosomal crossover discussed 
above, we never inherit the same genetic combination as our siblings (unless you have an identical twin).  When you get your autosomal results from a testing 
company, they provide a link to a map of your “ethnic makeup.”  This should be thought of as your PERSONAL GENETIC ethnic makeup because your results, 
when compared with siblings, can be very different.  It all has to do with crossover (discussed above) and random selection. Each of us gets genetic material 
from four different grandparents.  For instance, let’s look at my family’s Scandinavian results.  My results say that I am 13% Scandinavian, Raymond has 4%, two 
sisters have 0%.  No, there is not a problem with the test results.  Each of us obviously got a different “mix” from whichever of our grandparents carried the 
Scandinavian DNA!  Your results are not your FAMILY’S ethnic makeup, just yours.  This also means that your autosomal results can be very different from your 
paper trail.   Two siblings can often match different cousins on their match list.  Basically, results from an auDNA test can help you discover new relatives or 
maybe new surnames to pursue, but your ethnic results are really just entertainment.  They often have very little connection to your actually family tree.

7.  Thomas Johnson Michie, Thomas Jefferson, and Pearchy Ridgway Grattan, Virginia Reports:  Jefferson – Grattan 1730-1880, Vol. 1-6  Call’s Reports 
(Charlottesville:  The Michie Company Law Publishers, 1902), 647-661.   Digitized from Harvard University by Google Books, 27 August 2007.  Accessed 25 
August 2016.  

8.  "Northern Neck Proprietary." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, Web. Accessed 15 March 2019 from http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Northern_Neck_Proprietary

9.  Please see my blog article “Falkenburgs of the Shenandoah Valley” for extensive documented information about their time in Virginia. 
https://fortenberry.files.wordpress.com/2016/11/shenandoah-valley.pdf

10.  Howard McKnight Wilson, The Tinkling Spring, Headwater of Freedom; a Study of the Church and Her People, 1732-1952 (Fishersville, VA: Tinkling Spring 
and Hermitage Presbyterian Churches, 1954) 474.  It would seem that Jacob’s wife was probably a Presbyterian and wanted her child christened by a 
Presbyterian minister.

11.   Ancestry.com. North Carolina and South Carolina 1790 and 1840 United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, 
Inc., 2012.  As noted in the text, in 1790 there were at least 50 males with some form of the Fortenberry/Faulkenberry surname. My family, while compiling the 
information for our book, collected all the available data on the U.S. census records from 1790 to 1840.  In 1840, eleven states had census data for some spelling 
of our name.  There were 64 men and 5 women named as a head of a household.  Counting the additional males living within those families, there are at least 200
males.  Once again, this does not include territories, or missing records.  

12.  Dale H. Cook (adm.), “Senior and Junior and Tertius, Oh My!” The Plymouth Colony Pages Retrieved 7 January 2019 from  
https://plymouthcolony.net/resources/tertius.html
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13.  Norman Penney (ed.), “The Dying words of Ockanickon” originally published in 
England in 1682 and reprinted in The Journal of the Friends’ Historical Society, Vol IX
(Philadelphia:  Herman Newman, 1912) 164-166.  Accessed from Hathi Trust 9 July 
2010.  https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/000496177 Also, an interesting 
explanation of the document shown on the right is from:  William Raymond Weeks, 
Valuable Collection of Americana Formed (Philadelphia:  Bicking, 1902) 38. Accessed 
from Hathi Trust 20 November 2021. https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/009023486

14.  The original court document is within a very fragile book of Cecil County Court 
Records 1701 – 1738 owned by the Cecil County Historical Society in Elkton, 
Maryland.  A few years ago, this amazing book was returned to the county courthouse 
by someone in New York!  See blog article “Henry Falkenburg” for an extensive 
discussion and document sources concerning Henry’s time in Maryland.  
https://fortenberry.files.wordpress.com/2017/12/henry-f1.pdf

15.   Anson County, North Carolina Deed Book A, 89-90. From microfilmed original at the 
State Archives of North Carolina.  My copy was printed from microfilm in 1975 after the 
original deed books had been made into photostatic copies which is why it appears as a 
reverse black and white image.  The two names on the right are clearly written as Hendrick 
Valkenbury and Isaac Falkenburgh.

16.  Anson County, North Carolina Deed Book B, 360-361.  I do not have a copy from the 
original deed book.  Over the years, there have been two ways this record has been 
transcribed.  Before photostatic copying, the Archives had made typed transcriptions of 
these deed books and bound them.  That is the one I am referencing here which says 
(signed in Dutch) Henery Falkenburgh.   Isaac Falkenburgh was a witness and “made his 
mark” as in the above deed.   Evidently, they were known to be related and the transcriber 
used the same surname for both men.  In 1974, Brent Holcomb published his own 
transcribed version of this deed book from the original books.  (This paperback book has 
no other bibliographic information.)  Holcomb (on page 32 of his transcription) notes this 
name as Hendrick Walkinbarg.   Obviously, I need to set eyes on this document myself 
because there seems to be something important about how this name was written.
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17.  Newton County, Georgia, Minutes of the Superior Court 1849 – 1850, pages 273-275 (original record from the county courthouse in Covington, Georgia). 

18.  G.K. (George Kellie) Fortinberry, Abstract History of the Fortinberry Family (Published privately, 1942) 11.

19.  Levi Falkenbury, Revolutionary War Pension Application # S.10,652 located at the National Archives and accessed digitally from FOLD3 by way of 
https://www.ancestry.com/ Accessed 5 December 2021.

20.  Ibid.  Both images are from Levi’s pension file.

21.  Ancestry.com. New York 1790 and 1800 New York United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2012.

22.  In this instance, “my family” would mean anyone descended from Hendrick Jacobs Falkenburg and his son, Henry.  That would mean all possible spellings 
used by their descendants – Fortenberry, Faulkenberry, Falconberry, Falkenburg, and all their variations.  What is very interesting is that no descendants from 
Henry’s line today use the name Falkenburg.

23.  Peter Stebbins Craig, 1671 Census of the Delaware (Philadelphia:  Genealogical Society of Pennsylvania, 1999) 42.  Hereafter cited as Craig, Census.

24.  Craig, Census, 71-72.

25.  Craig, Census, viii.

26.  Judith A. Walker, Genealogy of the Sinnickson Family of Salem County, New Jersey (and some of its descendants) 1656-2006 (Glennville, GA: Southeastern 
Printech, 2007) 1-2.

27.  Peter Stebbins Craig, Sinnick Broer the Finn and his Sinix, Sinnickson & Falkenberg Descendants, Swedish Colonial News, Volume 2, Number 7 (Fall 2002) 2. 
Retrieved 13 June 2007.  Hereafter cited as Craig, Sinnick Broer the Finn.   http://colonialswedes.net/Images/Publications/SCNewsF02.pdf

28.  Craig, Sinnick Broer the Finn, 13.

29.  Albert Bruce Pruitt,  Colonial Land Entries in North Carolina Volume 1 (1735 – 1752) (unstated location/printer, 1994) 134.  Copy viewed at Rowan Public 
Library, Salisbury, North Carolina.

30.  E. W. Allston Pringle, National Society of the Colonial Dames of America. The Register Book for the Parish, Prince Frederick, Winyaw (Baltimore: Williams & 
Wilkins Company, 1916) 56.  Accessed from Hathi Trust 18 August 2010.  https://catalog.hathitrust.org/Record/011211231

31.  Original copy of grant from the State Archives of North Carolina Book 5, pages 429.  Also, can be found online at www.nclandgrnts.com

32.  Craig, Sinnick Broer the Finn, 13.
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