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[CONTINUED FROM PART I: 1315 DUKE STREET SLAVE PEN] 
 

PART II: THE MARSHALL HOUSE 
INTRODUCTION 

In Part I of this article (see Winter 2023-2024 issue of the Alexandria Chronicle), we 
were able to conclude that William R. Pywell’s photograph of the Alexandria Slave Pen at 1315 
Duke Street, which appears in Alexander Gardner’s 1866 Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book 
of the War (referred to here as Sketch Book) could not have been taken in August 1862 as 
claimed by Gardner.1 From the available evidence, we were also able to conclude it likely had to 
have been taken some time after April 15, 1865 but before the late fall of 1865.  

Part II of this article will strengthen this argument by similarly ex-
amining the given date for the photograph of the Marshall House, 
which stood on the 400 block of King Street at the southeast cor-
ner of Pitt Street, now the site of the Alexandrian Hotel (Figure 0). 
Taken by William Redish Pywell, the iconic photograph depicting 
the location of the first two Civil War casualties was published by 
Alexander Gardner and appears on the previous page of the Slave 
Pen image in Sketch Book (Figure 1 & 2). This research will con-
clude that like Pywell’s photograph of the Slave Pen, his photo-
graph of the Marshall House could not have been taken in August 
1862 as claimed by Gardner, but instead was most likely taken be-
tween August 1, 1865, and sometime before the end of the fall of 
1865. Furthermore, it will also suggest several possible explanations for why both Alexandria 
photographs in Gardner’s book appear to have been backdated from 1865 to 1862. 

 
1 Skolnik, Benjamin A., “’Photographic Presentments of Them Will Be Accepted by Posterity with An Undoubting 
Faith’: Correcting Two Civil War-Era Photographs of Alexandria, Virginia, attributed to William R. Pywell and Pub-
lished in Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book of the War (1866), Part I –1315 Duke Stret Slave Pen/Military Prison,” 
The Alexandria Chronicle, Winter 2023-2024. 

Figure 0 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/17Tculp0hpp1Q-aI2DnPZ6y6ZPQzJXCGE/view
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Because the subject and contents of these two photographs are different, the sources used to con-
duct this analysis in Part II are also a little different from those used in Part I. In addition to other 
Civil War-era photographs of the Marshall House (possibly one of the only sites in Alexandria 
photographed during the Civil War more than the Slave Pen), these include Civil War-era 

Figure 1: Plate 3.  
The Marshall House,  
King Street, Alexandria, VA 

Figure 2: Plate 4.  
The Slave Pen & Military Prison, 
1315 Duke Street, Alexandria, VA 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1x7PSz0736XMV0UpqaSLqUAIlZsvu5vzB/edit
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1janJ5eNhNqlDScxLwNait-kJ-pufv0a3
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Internal Revenue tax lists as well as advertisements and notices for local businesses that ap-
peared in the local newspapers. This deep dive focusing on just one half of one side of one block 
during five years between 1861 and 1866 is not intended to be a detailed history of the Marshall 
House or an exhaustive catalog of every known photograph of it; rather, it is an attempt to docu-
ment the features visible in a single photograph of the Marshall House and then use those docu-
mented features to correct the date erroneously provided for that photograph by its publisher. By 
establishing that Gardner backdated this photograph of the Marshall House for inclusion in his 
book, we can further support the argument presented in Part I of this study that Gardner also 
backdated Pywell’s photograph of the Slave Pen that appears on the following page of his book 
(Figure 3a). While the Marshall House no longer exists, the former Slave Pen does, and it is cur-
rently interpreted by the Office of Historic Alexandria as a museum of the domestic slave trade. 
Being able to correctly date the Pywell photograph of the Slave Pen has significant implications 
for sequencing and dating the changes that were made to that building during the Civil War and, 
by extension, helps us establish the configuration of that site prior to May 24, 1861, when it was 
still being used as a site of the domestic slave trade. This conclusion will help guide the Office of 
Historic Alexandria as it interprets the surviving building at 1315 Duke Street as the Alexandria 
Slave Pen Museum. 

 

 
NOTE: Due to the highly visual nature of this article’s topic and the limitations of some reading devices, the 
images that appear in the following pages are linked to enlarged versions of the same images. Online images 
provide opportunities for closer scrutiny of the source material and, in some cases, aid with discussed compar-
isons. Where possible, the links go to the official repositories of the images such as the Library of Congress or 
the National Archives. If the reader is online, the enlarged versions of the pictures can be reached by clicking 
on the images in the text or in many cases from links listed in the footnotes. 

Figure 3a 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/19UseknOt5UAj4YihlCCnnaVHbvaKIJmm/view?usp=drive_link
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PROBLEMS WITH DATING THE WILLIAM R. PYWELL 

PHOTOGRAPH OF THE SLAVE PEN, ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA IN 

GARDNER’S PHOTOGRAPHIC SKETCH BOOK OF THE WAR 
 

 

To further support this ultimate hypothesis—that the Pywell photograph of the Slave Pen 
at 1315 Duke Street was not taken in August 1862 (or in one instance August 1863) as Gardner 
claims, but sometime after the death of Abraham Lincoln on April 15, 1865, and was backdated 
for inclusion in Gardner’s book—we can turn to the photograph of the Marshall House on the 
previous page of Gardner’s book. Appearing as the first image in Gardner’s Sketch Book, this 
image of the Marshall House in Alexandria, Virginia, was also taken by Pywell and was also as-
signed an August 1862 date by Gardner. Like with Pywell’s photograph of the Slave Pen in Part 
I, by examining this photograph with the help of other historical sources, we also can reject 
Gardner’s date of August 1862 for this photograph.  

This exercise of turning to the Marshall House photograph to better understand Gardner’s treat-
ment of the Slave Pen photograph was suggested to me by local historian Walton Owen during 

Figure 1 

https://americanhistory.si.edu/collections/nmah_1293152
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an early conversation about sequencing the Pywell photograph of the Slave Pen that culminated 
in Part I of this study. This project follows in the footsteps of other deep dives into Civil War-era 
photography, notably William A. Frassanito’s 1975 Gettysburg: A Journey in Time and Susan E. 
Williams’ “Richmond Again Taken: Reappraising the Brady Legend through Photographs by 
Andrew J. Russell.”2 Both of these studies attempt to bring order and depth to an otherwise dis-
articulated body of static Civil War-era images that have not been in conversation with each 
other as an assemblage in more than 100 years.  

In the case of Frassanito and the scenes of the battlefield at Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, he sought 
to firmly establish answers to the most basic questions regarding some of the most famous and 
well-known photographs taken during the Civil War—where and when were these photographs 
taken, and by whom? —before diving deeper and asking questions like: Why were these photo-
graphs taken? Why was this specific scene chosen?  

Working primarily with photographs taken in and around Richmond, Virginia, Susan Williams 
sought to disentangle the work of government photographer Andrew J. Russell from that of the 
more famous Mathew Brady and his studio. She traced Russell’s apprenticeship and career as a 
photographer and turning to the physical prints and glass plate negatives left by these photogra-
phers in the collections of places like the Library of Congress, the National Archives, and the 
Virginia Historical Society to properly assign credit and better understand Russell’s role as a 
government photographer more than 140 years after the fact. 

Opposite Pywell’s photograph of the Marshall House, Gardner provides readers of his Sketch 
Book with some context with the following paragraph (Figure 3b):  

The Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia 

The Marshall House, at the commencement of the war, was a dingy old hotel, kept by a 
man generally known in that section by the name of Jim Jackson. It was in this building 
that Col. Ellsworth of the New York Fire Zouaves was killed, in May 1861. Our troops had 
surprised and captured the city just before daylight, and as Col. Ellsworth was posting his 
troops about the town, he discovered a Confederate flag waving from the roof of the Mar-
shall House. Accompanied by Private Brownell, the Colonel went up through the building 
after the flag, and on coming down was shot on the stair-case by the proprietor, Jackson. 
Brownell instantly killed Jackson, and with others hurried to Washington with Ellsworth’s 
remains. The intelligence of his death was kept from the Zouaves for several hours, until 
measures could be taken to prevent them from destroying the city, which it was feared they 
would attempt in revenge for killing of their commander. Brownell was shortly after ap-
pointed a lieutenant in the regular army. Relic hunters soon carried away from the hotel 
everything movable, including the carpets, furniture, and window shutters, and cut away 
the whole staircase and door where Ellsworth was shot. Finally Northern men took 

 
2 Frassanito, William A., Gettysburg: A Journey in Time, 1975 and Williams, Susan E., “’Richmond Again Taken’: Re-
appraising the Brady Legend through Photographs by Andrew J. Russell,” in Virginia Magazine of History and Biog-
raphy, Vol 110 (4), 2002, pp. 437-460.  
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possession of the building, and fitted it up for business, so changing the interior as to be 
scarcely recognizable by those who visited it in 1861. 

 

 

 

Pywell’s photograph was taken from the northwest of the Marshall House, looking back south-
east across the intersection of King and Pitt Streets, to where the Alexandrian Hotel stands today 
on the south side of the 400 block of King Street. It was taken from a fairly high vantage point, 
likely from a third story window or roof of the building on the northwest corner of that intersec-
tion. The history of the Marshall House and this block on King Street prior to May 24, 1861 
(when Colonel Elmer Ellsworth was shot and killed descending the Marshall House steps) and 
after February 1866 (when Gardner published Sketch Book) is beyond the scope of this investiga-
tion, as such a study is not necessary to determine when this photograph was taken.  

Figure 3b 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1pn9lDgbRj4fRPwU8p_RmtGWM4o-t5yuC/view?usp=drive_link
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Just as a signpost for future re-
search, the Marshall House 
caught fire in 1873 and was 
largely rebuilt, before it was 
completely torn down around 
1950.3 Archaeology was con-
ducted on this block in 1974 by 
Richard Muzzrole of the Smith-
sonian Institution as a part of an 
urban renewal project, which 

razed the north half of this block.4 The site was recorded with the Virginia Department of His-
toric Resources as 44AX91 (4KS, Holiday Inn Site). Material recovered from this site includes 
163 boxes of artifacts and other associated records and is curated by Alexandria Archaeology, 
Office of Historic Alexandria. This material has not yet been systematically analyzed but may 
represent a sizable and significant collection of 18th, 19th, and early-20th century material. While 
the analysis below concentrates on the years 1861-1866, the commercial nature of this block 
lends itself to visibility in the historical record and provides high temporal resolution in terms of 
tenant occupancy. While outside the scope of this research, the 44AX91 (4KS) collection may be 
a good candidate for reanalysis when coupled with the kind of fine-grained occupational history 
presented here.  

Gardner’s complete Sketch Book and Pywell’s photograph reproduced as a standalone print can 
be found in many institutional collections, including the Library of Congress5, the Smithsonian 
Museum of American History6, the National Gallery of Art7, the Met8, the Getty9, the Museum 
of Modern Art10, and the Art Institute of Chicago.11 The National Archives has a series of Gard-
ner photographs not bound in his two-volume set, but mounted on photographic mounting cards 
with handwritten captions that include the original photographer, a date, and a copyright date.12 

 
3 “A Civil War landmark destroyed by fire,” Out of the Attic, Alexandria Times, September 29, 2016. 
4 Virginia Department of Historic Landmarks, Research Center for Archaeology, Archaeological Site Inventory Form, 44AX91, 4KS 
Holiday Inn Site, prepared by B. H. Magid, Alexandria Archaeology, 1986. 
5 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia/negative by Wm. R. Pywell; positive by A Gardner,” created August 1862, published c. 
1866, Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/2006685362/  
6 “Plate 1. Marshal House, Alexandria,” National Museum of American History, Smithsonian Institution, https://americanhis-
tory.si.edu/collections/search/object/nmah_1293152; Gardner’s Photographic Sketchbook of War, Volume 1, National Museum 
of American History, Smithsonian Institution, https://americanhistory.si.edu/collections/search/object/nmah_905595.   
7 “The Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia, August 1862, published 1866,” National Gallery of Art, https://www.nga.gov/collec-
tion/art-object-page.220156.html.  
8 Gardner’s Photographic Sketchbook of the War, Volume 1, 1863, The Met Museum, https://www.metmuseum.org/art/collec-
tion/search/283195.  
9 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia,” August 1862, The Getty Museum, https://www.getty.edu/art/collection/ob-
ject/1099BS.  
10 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia,” August 1862, The Museum of Modern Art, https://www.moma.org/collec-
tion/works/83188.  
11 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Virginia,” August 1862, The Art Institute of Chicago, https://www.artic.edu/art-
works/143455/marshall-house-alexandria-virginia.  
12Virginia, Alexandria, Marshall House,” August 1862, National Archives, https://catalog.archives.gov/id/533275. 
 
 

…the Marshall House caught fire in 1873 
and was largely rebuilt, before it was com-
pletely torn down around 1950. Archaeology 
was conducted on this block in 1974 …as 
part of an urban renewal project… 

 

https://www.loc.gov/item/2006685362/
https://americanhistory.si.edu/collections/search/object/nmah_1293152
https://americanhistory.si.edu/collections/search/object/nmah_1293152
https://americanhistory.si.edu/collections/search/object/nmah_905595
https://www.nga.gov/collection/art-object-page.220156.html
https://www.nga.gov/collection/art-object-page.220156.html
https://www.metmuseum.org/art/collection/search/283195
https://www.metmuseum.org/art/collection/search/283195
https://www.getty.edu/art/collection/object/1099BS
https://www.getty.edu/art/collection/object/1099BS
https://www.moma.org/collection/works/83188
https://www.moma.org/collection/works/83188
https://www.artic.edu/artworks/143455/marshall-house-alexandria-virginia
https://www.artic.edu/artworks/143455/marshall-house-alexandria-virginia
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/533275
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In the case of Pywell’s photograph of the Slave Pen, the original glass plate that was the source 
for the images appearing in Gardner’s book has survived, but unfortunately Pywell’s original 
glass plate photograph that was the source for these prints of the Marshall House has not. 

 
However, the Library of Congress has in its collection a notable print of the Pywell photograph 
that includes additional areas on all four sides of the original image that have been cropped out 
of the version published by Gardner in his book.  This also appears to be the one of the most de-
tailed and sharpest of the surviving prints derived from Pywell’s original photograph (Figure 4). 
Both points make this specific print useful for our analysis here.13 Before continuing, we need to 
first confirm that this copy held by the Library of Congress was produced from the same source 
image as the one published by Gardner. To do so, compare:  

• the signs over the storefronts along King and Royal Streets,  
• the pattern of the degraded white paint or handbills at the corner of the first floor of the 

Marshall House,  
• the positions of each of the window sashes and shutters visible in the photograph,  
• the cloth and other articles for sale displayed in front of the stores at 106, 108, 110, and 

112 King Street,  

 
13 “Marshall House, Alexandria,” [1862], Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/95519340/ 

Figure 4 

https://www.loc.gov/item/95519340/
https://www.loc.gov/item/95519340/
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• the wagon or carriage to the far right of the photograph,  
• the woman standing on the cellar door in front of the window at 112 King Street, and  
• at least five or six other people faintly visible in the image.  

All appear to be identical between the Library of Congress print and the version appearing in 
Gardner’s book. Because of the sharpness of this print and its inclusion of areas cropped out of 
the other prints, the remainder of this analysis will focus specifically on this copy held by the Li-
brary of Congress and not one of the prints appearing in Gardner’s book, as it will provide us 
with additional data points to investigate and allow us to resolve more detail from the image to 
analyze. 

 
19th Century Maps Showing the 400 Block of King Street 

Historic maps are generally a useful source to consult when attempting to understand the 
history of a site. They can convey the arrangement of the built environment at a specific moment 
in time, show change in that site over time, and be used in conjunction with other datasets to in-
form the analysis of the site.  

Unfortunately, in this specific 
case, historic maps are less than 
helpful. There are no detailed 
Civil War-era maps that show the 
streetface captured by Pywell in 
his photograph of the Marshall 
House. The 1864 Plan of Alexan-
dria (Figure 5) shows the Mar-

shall House on the southeast corner of the intersection of King and Pitt Streets, as well as build-
ings along the 400 block of King Street, but this depiction is not intended as an architectural plan 
view of the buildings shown, nor does it covey an accurate sense of the built environment.14  

 
14 “Plan of Alexandria,” 1864, Office of Coast Survey, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
https://www.historicalcharts.noaa.gov/image.php?filename=32-1-1864. This map appears to be an older map, 
possibly created c. 1853, that was acquired by the United States Army Coast Service, or possibly U.S. Sanitary Com-
mission during the Civil War with rough representations of the built environment that were added during the war. 
A handwritten notation and the inclusion of Civil War-era sites such as Soldier’s Rest suggest these additions to the 
map date to c. 1864. A similar map is held by the Library of Congress and includes several handwritten notes, in-
cluding one that reads, “Autographic transfer – from an old map of Alexandria furnished by the U.S. Sanitary Com-
mission,” and another that reads, “Printed at the Coast Survey Office, October 25, 1862.” This 1862 copy only in-
cludes the outlines of major public buildings in the City and does not include rough representations of the built 
environment. 

There are no detailed Civil War-era maps 
that show the streetface captured by Py-
well in his photograph of the Marshall 
House. 

https://www.historicalcharts.noaa.gov/image.php?filename=32-1-1864
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Neither the Marshall House nor this block on King Street is mapped at all as a part of the Quar-
termaster map series.15 The best, earliest map of this intersection and what is now the 400 block 
of the south side of King Street is the 1877 Hopkins Atlas of the City of Alexandria, Virginia 
(Figure 6).16  

 
15 Quartermaster Map Series, Post and Reservation Maps (1820-1905), Records of the Office of the Quartermaster 
General (1774-1985), Record Group 92, National Archives.  
16 City Atlas of Alexandria Va: From Official Records, Private Plans, and Actual Surveys, Based Upon Plans Deposited 
in the Dept. of Surveys, Griffith Morgan Hopkins, Jr., Philadelphia, 1877. Albert and Shirley Small Special Collections 
Library, University of Virginia, https://search.lib.virginia.edu/sources/uva_library/items/u1833937.  

Figure 5 

Figure 6 

https://search.lib.virginia.edu/sources/uva_library/items/u1833937
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1RdAa-dHivrPsOjuvwBawadH38zV9LWXy/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Xtdq-rKgdIfd7maMmzjGveI5ZydZOL2N/view?usp=drive_link
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The 1877 Hopkins Atlas and the slightly later 1885 and 1891 Sanborn Atlases (Figures 7 & 8) 
do show the same block face as seen in the photograph, but not without an issue.17 

While these maps date to the decades after the Civil War and are unable to show us the configu-
ration of this block between 1861 and 1866, what they should be able to provide are the original 
street addresses along this stretch of King Street. Having grown organically since the town’s 
founding in 1749, the streets in Alexandria were renumbered in the summer of 1887 to the pre-
sent system wherein each block is assigned a sequential batch of one hundred numbers, split 

 
17 Alexandria, Virginia, Sanborn Map and Publishing Co., New York, July 1885. Library of Congress, 
https://www.loc.gov/item/sanborn08968_001/; Alexandria Virginia, Alexandria County, Sanborn-Perris Map Co., 
July 1891. City of Alexandria, GIS Division.  

Figure 7 

Figure 8 

https://www.loc.gov/item/sanborn08968_001/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zN4r2Padcq9sQvhXxF7IL91cmWum3CRe/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zT9QXjgmsPcWJap10mfH-s1zMmsb8v50/view?usp=drive_link
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between odds on one side and evens on the other. The difficulties of navigating the streets of Al-
exandria and the importance of bringing order to the numbering system were reported in the Ga-
zette in advance of the 1887 renumbering campaign:  

It is to be hoped that the committee on streets will report promptly and that the City Council 
will pass a proper ordinance for numbering the houses at its next meeting….It really makes 
but little difference what system is adopted in a place of this size; the new would probably 
be more convenient, but the old will do; the thing is to have some system carried out as soon 
as possible. At present one has to be told that to find Mr. B----‘s house, the location of which 
he does not know, he must first go to Mr. S----‘s, which he does, and then turn round the 
corner and go to the opposite 
side of the street and he will 
find Mr. B----‘s, the fifth 
door from the corner, &c., 
&c. Strangely enough the 
framer of the existing ordi-
nance failed to provide for 
continuing its operation after 
the original numbering, and, 
as a consequence, though 
some few people took the 
trouble to count and measure 
and then to put numbers on their houses, most of those who built did not, and thus the hun-
dreds of buildings erected during the past thirty years are, for the most part, unnumbered.18  

The above two pre-1887 maps reference this older numbering system (which was in effect during 
the Civil War) and the 1891 Sanborn Atlas uses the current system.19 That being said, there is a 
discrepancy between the addresses visible in (or are able to be deduced from) the Pywell photo-
graph as well as other period sources and those shown on these maps. 

Presently, in theory, the south side of the 400 block of King Street encompasses the even num-
bers from 400-498 with 400 on the east side of the block and 498 on the west (but presently only 
400 and 480 King Street are in use). The numbering system along this streetface as it existed dur-
ing the Civil War used even numbers starting with 90 at the corner of King and Royal and went 
up to 112 one door east of the Marshall House. The Marshall House does not have a street num-
ber on the 1877 Hopkins Atlas, but the 1885 Sanborn Atlas assigns it 607-608 King Street. No 
address is known for the Marshall House prior to the 1880s and it is possible the address was re-
lational instead of numerical and was referred to as something like “Marshall House, King and 
Pitt.” Prior to demolition in 1968, the Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS) photo-
graphed 416 (previously 104), 418 (previously 106), and 420 (previously 108) King Street, as 

 
18 “Alexandria,” Alexandria Gazette, June 23, 1877, 3. 
19 Ibid; “The Numbering Process,” Washington Star, July 27, 1887, 4; “Local Brevities,” Alexandria Gazette, August 
30, 1887, 4. 

…though some few people took the trouble 
to count and measure and then to put num-
bers on their houses, most of those who 
built did not, and thus the hundreds of 
buildings erected during the past thirty 
years are, for the most part, unnumbered. 
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well as parts of 414 (previously 102) and 422 (previously 110) King (Figure 9).20 While heavily 
modified in the century that elapsed between Pywell’s and HABS’ photographs, 416, 418, and 
420 King Street are still recognizable as 104, 106, and 108 King Street.   

 
Given that the addresses visible in the Pywell photograph match the numbering from the Civil 
War-era tax lists and newspaper advertisements and notices, but do not match the corresponding 
numbers on the 1877 and 1885 atlases, it is possible either the cartographers made a mistake in 
the preparation of their atlases (transposing the 100-108 numbers one address to the west), a 
small renumbering campaign occurred along this block between the end of the Civil War and the 
preparation of the Hopkins Atlas in 1877 and the first Sanborn Atlas of Alexandria in 1885, or 
significant demolition and rebuilding occurred here during the same period that has obfuscated 
the historical continuity here (which does not seem likely). In any case, being able to match ad-
dresses from Civil War-era datasets to later or modern addresses is not the goal of this study, 
(nor is it necessary) because as will be shown, only the Civil War-era records are needed to iden-
tify when this photograph was taken. For the purposes of the following report, all addresses 
given are using the address system that appears to be consistent between the Civil War-era tax 
lists prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, period newspapers, and 
the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House and not those provided by the 1877 Hopkins atlas 
or 1885 Sanborn atlas. See Figure 10 and Table 1 for a summary of the historical addresses on 
the current south side of the 400 block of King Street. 

 
20 Historic American Buildings Survey, Kennedy Buildings, 416-418 King Street, Alexandria, Independent City, VA, 
Library of Congress, HABS VA,7-ALEX,142—2, 1968, https://www.loc.gov/pictures/collection/hh/item/va0138.pho-
tos.164235p/; Samuel Miller Building, 420 King Street, Alexandria, Independent City, VA, Library of Congress, HABS 
VA,7-ALEX,143—1, 1968, https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/va0166.photos.164236p/.  
 

Figure 9 

https://www.loc.gov/pictures/collection/hh/item/va0138.photos.164235p/
https://www.loc.gov/pictures/collection/hh/item/va0138.photos.164235p/
https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/va0166.photos.164236p/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1RsKQ3Cmzft4p5EgdfoyLjxhD3I-d3K6Z/view?usp=drive_link
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Addresses above from: 

Pywell photograph, tax lists, and newspapers (Civil War-era) 

1885 Sanborn Atlas 

1891Sanborn Atlas 

 

 

Figure 10 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1-zu78oS6n94wdX0MajbY6NQloljF8J_D/view?usp=drive_link
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Historical Addresses for the South Side of the 400 Block of King Street, 
Listed from East (Royal Street) to West (Pitt Street)  

Pywell Photograph 

Sign Text 

Pywell  
Photograph 

Address 

1877 
Hopkins 

1885 
Sanborn 

1891 Sanborn 

(post- 
renumbering) 

(out of frame) (out of frame) 90 90 400 
(out of frame) (out of frame) 92 92 402 
(out of frame) (out of frame) 94 94 404 
(out of frame) (out of frame) 96 96 406 
(out of frame) (out of frame) 98 98 410 

(out of frame) (out of frame) (not  
numbered) 610 412 

(out of frame) (out of frame) 100 100 414 
(out of frame) (out of frame)    
G. E. French 

[Book] Seller 104 (inferred) 102 102 416 
Gazette Office 

106 S. Dealham 106 106 104 104 418 
Great Western 

Clothing House 
108  

(possibly on 
sign) 

106 106 420 
[Freeman & Pflaunlacker] 

J. & W. J. Entwisle’s  

City Bookstore 
110  

(possibly on 
sign) 

108 108 422 
James Entwisle 

112 Dry Good Store 112 

Julius Schonfield 
112 (not  

numbered) 609 426 

Marshall House  (not  
numbered) 607-608 428-430 
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Brief Histories of Properties Visible in the Pywell Photograph of the Marshall House  

From the following brief histories of the properties and businesses appearing in the Py-
well photograph of the Marshall House, we can determine a narrow window of time during 
which all these businesses were present here together on the 400 block of King Street and there-
fore determine when Pywell’s photograph had to have been taken. These sketches are not in-
tended to be biographical descriptions of the proprietors of each shop, nor are they intended to be 
exhaustive or even necessarily complete; rather, they are intended as an initial survey only to de-
termine when each of the signs visible in the Pywell photograph could or could not have been 
present at the site to be photographed by Pywell. Future research could attempt to further refine 
the chronology presented here, but for the purposes of dating the Pywell photograph to a fairly 
narrow, approximately three- or four-month window between August 1, 1865, and late fall of 
1865, this additional work is not necessary beyond what is presented below. The two principal 
historical sources used for this analysis are the Civil War-era tax lists for Alexandria prepared by 
the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue between 1862 and 1866 and Civil War-era 
newspaper advertisements and notices relevant to the businesses along this block.21 These are 
buttressed by other Civil War-era photo-
graphs of the block because they appear to be 
internally consistent with each other, the fol-
lowing analysis will use the address number-
ing system visible in the Pywell photograph 
and used by the tax lists and newspapers and 
not that used by later, post-Civil War-era 
maps. 

Before continuing, it will be helpful to state some of the underlying premises and assumptions 
behind this analysis. First, it is assumed that the names, addresses, and dates provided by the Of-
fice of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue tax lists are generally correct unless there is reason 
to suspect otherwise. That is, if the tax lists record somebody or their business at an address at a 
specific point in time, they were at that address at that point in time. While there are variations in 
spelling and a few entries crossed out and numbers overwritten, the names and addresses exam-
ined here appear to be fairly consistent across years and with what is seen in other sources like 
the newspapers also examined here. The tax lists consulted for this study are United States Inter-
nal Revenue Assessment Lists, created by the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
the precursor to the Internal Revenue Service (IRS). These assessments and that office were cre-
ated by the Revenue Act of 1862, the nation’s first progressive income tax, which was passed by 
Congress to help fund the war.22  

 
21 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874." Images. FamilySearch. https://www.fami-
lysearch.org/search/collection/2075263: 18 July 2022. Citing Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue Ser-
vice. National Archives and Records Administration, Washington, D.C. 
22 “Pollack, Sheldon, D. “The First National Income Tax, 1861-1872.” The Tax Lawyer, Vol 67 (2), 2014, pp. 311-330. 

…it is assumed that the names, 
addresses, and dates [on the] 
tax lists are generally correct… 

https://www.familysearch.org/search/collection/2075263
https://www.familysearch.org/search/collection/2075263
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Second, it is assumed that the names and addresses provided in business’ own advertisements 
and notices in the newspaper are correct and relatively up-to-date at the time when they were 
published. Third, and most importantly, it is assumed the business signs visible in the Pywell 
photograph are generally sensitive temporal markers. The premise here is that new businesses at 
an address will tend not to operate under their predecessor’s sign (that is, any old signs will be 
taken down when a new business moves in) and businesses will tend to put up their own signs 
when (or shortly after) they move in to a new address. This appears to be true here with the pos-
sible exceptions of the “Great Western Clothing Company” sign visible above 108 King and the 
“G. E. French” bookstore sign visible above 104 King (see below). In both cases, there is some 
confusion about the timeline of the occu-
pancy of these addresses and evidence sug-
gests these stores continued to operate as 
landmarks even after those specific busi-
nesses were no longer operating there and 
may explain why their signs remained in 
place. 

The following analysis is presented spa-
tially, that is, from east to west up the 400 
block of King Street (from left to right in 
the Pywell photograph). The Civil War-era 
history of each address will be presented (in 
some cases, the analysis will begin prior to 
1861 and conclude after 1865 to help estab-
lish date brackets for the occupancy of each 
of these addresses) and compared to the 
sign or signs visible at that address in the 
Pywell photograph in order to determine 
the date range when each of those busi-
nesses visible in the photograph were at 
each of these addresses at the same time.  

104 King Street – “GAZETTE OFFICE” 
and “G.E. FRENCH [BOOK] SELLER”  

Prior to the Civil War, George E. 
French ran a “Book and Periodical Depot” 
(a bookstore) (Figure 11) at 104 King 
Street. French’s advertisements in the Alex-
andria Gazette show he was at 104 King by 
at least January 18, 1855 (Figure 12).23 Ad-
vertisements as early as 1849 place 

 
23 “Great Excitement” Alexandria Gazette, January 18, 1855, 2. 

Figure 11 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fJ0aUDvT7bG6LD_uFYQ9fpf_i9Eo_tdl/view?usp=drive_link
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French’s store (then described as a “Cheap 
Book, Magazine, Newspaper, and Periodical 
Depot”) on the south side of this block of 
King, likely at 104 King, but do not provide 
a specific address.  These locate French’s 
store as  “directly opposite J. D. Corse’s Ex-
change Office,” which an 1844 advertise-
ment for a third business that was described 
as being “next door to Mr Corse’s Exchange 
office” placed that third business at the 
northwest corner of King and Royal 
Streets.24 Another advertisement from 1846 
placed George W. Johnston’s Dry Goods at 
the corner of King and Royal Streets and 
also noted it was “next door to Corse’s Ex-
change Office.”25 Both of these advertise-
ments place Corse’s Exchange Office some-
where on the eastern half of the north side of 

what is now the 400 block of King Street, placing French on the south side of the King Street by 
the 1840s. Additional research with the City’s tax lists may be able to further refine French’s oc-
cupancy of 104 King but is beyond the scope of 
the present analysis. 

French frequently advertised his bookstore at 
104 King in the pages of the Alexandria Ga-
zette, taking out long advertisements listing 
many of the recent acquisitions available for 
purchase at his store (see for example Figure 
13), and these ran up until May 24, 1861, when 
the Union Army crossed the Potomac River and 
captured the City of Alexandria and the Mar-
shall House. Either publication of the local 
newspaper appears to have been sporadic dur-
ing the early period of the war or there are tem-
poral gaps in the surviving issues, but at least 
one additional advertisement for French’s Book 
Store appeared on October 18, 1861 (Figure 
14).26 

 
24 “Pro Bono Publico” Alexandria Gazette December 14, 1849, 3; “The Cheap Cash Store Removed” Alexandria Ga-
zette, February 27, 1844, 3. 
25 “New Spring and Summery Dry Goods” Alexandria Gazette, April 18, 1846, 3. 
26 “The New York Papers,” Alexandria Gazette, October 18, 1861, 1. 

Figure 12 Alexandria Gazette, January 18, 1855 

Figure 13 Alexandria Gazette, May 23, 1861 (fragment) 
 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1aHCIoRpYFZgRmYfKcGPWOHs8PxqTjYXT/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1lV6TknUaEG9OgZXVoyK1PisXB2ED_Llz/view?usp=drive_link
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On February 10, 1862, a fire destroyed the 
office of the Alexandria Gazette, then 
likely at the corner of Prince and Fairfax, 
halting publication until May 13, 1862.27 
When printing resumed, the colophon (the 
section of a newspaper that lists the name 
of the publisher, the location of their of-
fices, subscription information, advertising 
rates, etc.) of the newly reprinted Alexan-
dria Gazette announced that the paper was 
“PUBLISHED (DAILY) BY EDGAR 
SNOWDEN, JR.” and that his office could 
be found at “No. 104 King street, over 
French’s Book Store.”28 The following 
day, the second day of the paper’s renewed 
run, the description of the location of 
Snowden’s office changed to “No. 104 
King street, over Stone’s, (formerly 
French’s Book Store) .29 One possible in-

terpretation of this changing colophon is that French moved out of 104 King and Stone moved in 
on the evening of May 13, 1862. This seems unlikely, but there is no evidence to reject this pos-
sibility. Another explanation is French moved out and Stone moved in at some point prior to 
May 13, 1862, and after running the previous colophon on May 13, Snowden noticed the errone-
ously listed former proprietor of the store under his offices and decided he needed to make a cor-
rection going forward. In either of these cases, by May 1862, a new tenant was operating a 
bookstore out of 104 King Street, but French’s name was still attached to the location by the 
printers of the Gazette, even if only as the former proprietor.  

Stone’s bookstore also appeared in notices and advertisements in the Alexandria Gazette (but not 
as frequently as French’s had) beginning shortly after Snowden resumed publication. References 
to Stone’s shop appear in a wide variety of advertisements including:  

• for clothing stencils, “Mark Your Clothing” Alexandria Gazette, August 21, 1863, 3 
• by someone looking to rent a piano “A Piano Wanted” Alexandria Gazette, June 21, 

1862, 3. 
• by a professor of music, “Music” Alexandria Gazette, May 24, 1864, 3. 
• as a drop-off location for a lost gold chain “Lost” Alexandria Gazette, April 3, 1863, 3. 

or a pocket book, “$10 Reward” Alexandria Gazette, January 7, 1864, 3. 

 
27 “The Alexandria Gazette,” Alexandria Gazette, May 13, 1862, 2; “The Local News of Three Months,” Alexandria 
Gazette, May 13, 1862, 4; “Job Printing, Handbills, Cards, Bill Heads, Circulars, &c., &c.” Alexandria Gazette, De-
cember 19, 1861, 3. 
28 Colophon, Alexandria Gazette, May 13, 1862, 1. 
29 Colophon, Alexandria Gazette, May 14, 1862, 1. 

Figure 14 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1dYW3gmRE09rCzlFMqKmUoGHnTmWclOaY/view?usp=drive_link
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•  as a location to buy:  
o concert tickets, “Liberty Hall!” Alexandria Gazette, June 1, 1863, 3; March 18, 

1864, 3.   
o steamboat tickets “Excursion to Glymont” Alexandria Gazette, August 24, 1863, 3. 

• as a landmark to find the business of P. Seldner, located one door to the east at 102 King 
and out of Pywell’s frame (and therefore not discussed here) or “Madame Dubois, the 
Lady Hair Dresser” Alexandria Gazette, August 12, 1862, 3. 

 The Alexandria Gazette itself continued to utilize the bookstore as a landmark, not just in its col-
ophon, but in advertisements that offered “All Kinds of Job Printing neatly executed,” noting 
they were located on “King st., over Stone’s Book Store, opp. Theatre,” 30 as well as noting that 
advertisements to be printed in the pages of the Gazette could be left “at Stone’s Book store, 
(over which is the office).”31  

The Internal Revenue tax list for September, October, November, and December 1862 (unlike 
other monthly lists, these four months are grouped together as a single list) placed L. B. Stone at 
104 King Street, as did the May 1863 (entry dated May 18) and 1864 (entry dated March 24) an-
nual tax lists32. G. E. French is listed on King Street in an entry dated July 31 in the July 1863 
monthly assessment, but no specific address on King is given.33 The colophon of the Alexandria 
Gazette on that date continued to list the location of their office at “No. 104 King street, over 
Stone’s (formerly French’s) Book Store” and French cannot be placed specifically at 104 King 
Street at this time.34 In an entry dated May 8, 1864, Edward Snowden was also listed at 104 King 
in the annual 1864 tax list.35 The annual 1865 list (entry dated April 10) put G. E. French back at 
104 King and described him as a “Retail Dealer,” and this timeline roughly corresponds to the 
reversion of the Alexandria Gazette’s colophon to exclude Stone and place French back in the 
bookstore under the offices of the Gazette at 104 King Street (see below).36 Interestingly, L. B. 
Stone is also listed 104 King in the 1865 annual tax list, but the entries on this line have all been 
crossed out or erased, perhaps suggesting a recent change or some other confusion about whether 
or not Stone was still at this address at that time.37 

Another photograph of the Marshall House, this one attributed to Mathew Brady (or at least his 
studio), shows another view of the businesses along this block of King Street (Figure 15, re-
ferred to below as “the Brady photograph”).38 

 
30 “Alexandria Gazette,” Alexandria Gazette, January 19, 1865, 4. 
31 “Advertisements for the Alexandria Gazette,” Alexandria Gazette, February 16, 1865, 2. 
32 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Divi-
sion 1, September 1862-December 1866, 33; 54; 100; 276. 
33 Ibid, 63. 
34 Colophon, Alexandria Gazette, July 31, 1863, p. 1. 
35 Ibid, 280. 
36 Ibid, 517. 
37 Ibid, 538. 
38 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Va,” Brady National Photographic Art Gallery, https://catalog.ar-
chives.gov/id/529398. 

http://familysearch.org/
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/529398
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/529398
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Like Pywell’s photograph, this one is also taken from the corner of King and Pitt, although 
Brady’s is taken from ground level a little further west up King Street and angled to east back 
down King Street than southeast. This photograph is comprised of four separate exposures on the 
same glass plate, each shot from the same location but one after another (compare for example 
the location of the horse-drawn wagon, the figures, or the hanging flag in each exposure). The 
level of detail resolvable in this photograph is not as high as in the Library of Congress print of 
the Pywell photograph (Figure 4) and it is difficult to read many of the signs along this block. 
Perhaps future research could try to match known businesses from this portion of King Street to 
the not-quite legible signs in the Brady photograph. While most of the signs are difficult to read, 
the signboard leaning against the west side of the Marshall House is partially legible and likely 
datable. Therefore, if we can determine the date of Brady’s photograph, while we may not be 
able to read all the words on the signs, it will be useful for establishing at least the presence or 
absence of the signs that we can read in the Pywell photograph (Figure 16) .  

 

Figure 15 

https://catalog.archives.gov/id/529298
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While much of the text on this sign is illegible, 
it appears to be an advertisement for a theatri-
cal production at the New Theatre. The New 
Theatre was operated by Joseph Parker and 
opened the evening of October 12, 1863, 
providing the earliest possible date this photo-
graph could have been taken. The theatre was 
located on the north side of the 400 block of 
King Street, “opposite the Gazette office” (104 
King) in Fig 17.39 While an identically named 
New Theatre operated in Alexandria at Phoe-
nix Hall, located across the street at the corner 
of King and Royal, between September 1859 
and January 1860, no further reference to this 

theatre by this name can be found after the end 
of the 1859-1860 season.40 After January 1860, 
some performances were still held at this site, 
but reviews and advertisements referred to it just 
as Phoenix Hall and not the New Theatre.41 

The theatrical scene in Alexandria must have 
been negatively impacted by the war because ad-
vertisements and reviews for entertainment at Phoenix Hall practically disappeared from the 
pages of the Alexandria Gazette. In March 1863, it was rumored in the newspaper that, “…it is 
said on the street, [Alexandria] is again to boast a theatre.” Three potential sites were identified, 

 
39 Ibid. 
40 “Theatre,” Alexandria Gazette, September 16, 1859, p. 3; “New Theatre! New Theatre!!,” Alexandria Gazette, 
September 28, 1859, p. 3; and “New Theatre, Alexandria,” Alexandria Gazette, January 12, 1860, p. 3. 
41 See for example “Phoenix Hall, Alexandria,” Alexandria Gazette, January 31, 1860, p. 3; “Phoenix Hall, Alexan-
dria,” Alexandria Gazette, February 8, 1860, p. 4. 

Figure 16 

Figure 17 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1to0lmSyXUyty7MIU5atxk3bEEUkV3jml/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1s1VUh7u1FitDN9rG15BSF0b2pVNyrL3N/view?usp=drive_link
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including this one on the north side of the 400 block of King Street.42 In September 1863, John 
T. Ford (manager of Ford’s Theatre across the river in Washington) leased the site on the north 
site of the 400 block of King Street and announced plans to build a new brick theatre that was to 
be completed by the winter.43 A month later, an item in the Alexandria Gazette noted “The new 
Theatre on King street, is rapidly approaching completion, and is a spacious building, and all the 
accessories will be in good taste and order.”44 On October 12 ,1863, it was reported that “the 
new Theatre on King street, opposite the Gazette office, has been so nearly completed” and the 
proprietors were straining to “open this evening.”45 As evidenced by the reporting in the next 
day’s paper which read, “Parker & Co’s. New Theatre, on King Street, opened last night,” they 
were successful in those efforts, and from the middle of October 1863, the New Theatre on King 
Street was open for business.46    

Billed on this sign for the New 
Theatre in the Brady photograph 
is Mr. E. [Edward] Eddy and Ada 
Parker Plunkett, two well-known 
mid-19th century actors. The 
name of the production may be 
listed on the line below Ada Par-
ker Plunkett’s name, but it is not 
legible here. The entire advertise-
ment is repeated on the lower 
half of the sign. The only in-
stance in which Eddy and Plun-
kett could be identified perform-
ing together in Alexandria was an 
engagement at the New Theatre 

on King Street on the north side of the 400 block of King Street (directly opposite the Gazette 
printing office at 104 King) between at least May 12 and May 21, 1864 (Figure 18).47 While ad-
ditional biographical research is needed, it seems as if Ada Parker Plunket (previously Ada 
Clare, originally Ada Stetson)48 regularly appeared in theatrical advertisements and reviews as 

 
42 “Local,” Alexandria Gazette, March 24, 1863, p. 2. 
43 “New Theatre,” Alexandria Gazette, September 2, 1863, p. 2. 
44 “Local News,” Alexandria Gazette, October 10, 1863, p. 2. 
45 “The New Theatre,” Alexandria Gazette, October 12, 1863, p. 3. 
46 “Theatre,” Alexandria Gazette, October 13, 1863, p. 3. 
47 See “Amusements,” Virginia State Journal, May 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20, and 21, advertisement on page 2 and 
review on page 3. Copies of the Virginia State Journal between May 4 and May 11, 1864 (inclusive) could not be 
located for this study. Eddy and Plunkett’s engagement at the New Theatre likely began before May 12, but not as 
far back as May 3, 1864, when Alice Placide was listed to perform there; “Amusements,” Virginia State Journal, 
May 3, 1864, p. 2. 
48 “Theatrical Matters,” New York Atlas, August 5, 1855, p.3; “Burton’s New Theatre,” New York Herald, February 
12, 1857, p. 7. 

Figure 18 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1jCabErUVgehSIVFJhQas8_Vw2UY1TZII/view?usp=drive_link
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Ada Plunkett from February 1857 through March 1862, when she divorced her husband.49 Be-
ginning early that next month, in April 1862, she began appearing as Ada Parker and items ap-
pearing in the papers that month (including in the Washington Evening Star) confirmed she 
would “assume her maiden name, and be henceforth known as Ada Parker.”50 At this time, Ada 
Parker was performing at Ford’s Atheneum in Washington, D.C., and then later returned to the 
city in October 1862, and then again in March and April 1863 when she was performing at Grov-
ers’ Theatre, and then again in February 1864 at Ford’s New Theatre. Ada continued to appear in 
theatrical advertisements and reviews as Ada Parker until late February 1864. Up through this 
point, neither Ada Parker/Ada Plunkett nor Edward Eddy appear linked to any Alexandria-based 
productions, nor do they appear in any theatrical productions together.51 Ada’s name, as it ap-
pears on the sign in front of the Marshall House “Ada Parker Plunkett” could only be found in 
conjunction with two engagements, one at the Academy of Music in Albany in September 1864, 
and the second at the New Theatre in Alexandria in May 1864 when she appeared with Edward 
Eddy between at least May 12 and May 21, 1864.52 

Unfortunately, coverage of Eddy and Plunkett’s performances at the New Theatre only appeared 
in the Virginia State Journal (a Unionist publication that was published in Alexandria and for 
which the existing runs are incomplete), which leaves many of the theatrical productions in Al-
exandria either unreported or lost to historians. So, while the coverage of Eddy and Plunkett’s 
run at the New Theatre in May 1864 does not conclusively prove this was the only time the pair 
performed here together, it is another datapoint suggesting a post-October 1863 (and in this case 
possibly a mid-May 1864) date for the Brady photograph.  

A post-October 12, 1863, date for this Brady photograph of the Marshall House (corresponding 
to the opening of the New Theatre), and specifically a mid-May 1864 date (corresponding to the 
Eddy and Plunkett engagement there) appears congruent with what is suggested by newspaper 
and tax list sources. Here at 104 King in the Brady photograph, the sign of the Alexandria Ga-
zette office is visible (if not quite legible). Likewise, the sign for the bookstore below it is also 
not legible, but the height, shape, and length of the letters suggests it may be the G. E. French 

 
49 “Theatrical and Musical Items,” New York Atlas, March 2, 1862; an Ada Parker appears in advertisements for the-
atrical productions as early as 1847; see “Concert Hall,” Newark Daily Advertiser, October 7, 1847, p. 3. 
50 “Ford’s Athenaeum,” National Republican, April 7, 1862, p. 3; [no title], Washington Evening Star, April 9, 1862, 
p. 2; “Scraps, Musical and Dramatic,” New York Sunday Dispatch, April 27, 1862, p. 6. It would appear that Ada 
went by Ada Parker (presumably her maiden name) on at least four occasions prior to this; see “A Good Cast of 
Hamlet,” New Orleans Daily Picayune, October 24, 1856, p. 2; “Burton’s New Theatre, Broadway,” New York Her-
ald, September 13, 1857, p. 7; “Musical and Dramatic,” Memphis Daily Appeal, October 3, 1858, p. 5; and “Amuse-
ments Elsewhere,” Philadelphia Inquirer, November 6, 1858, p. 1. 
51 See for example: “Amusements,” Washington National Republican, April 11, 1862, p. 3; “Grovers’ Theatre,” 
Washington Daily National Intelligencer, October 10, 1862, p. 3; “Grovers’ Theatre,” Washington Evening Star, 
March 17, 1863, p. 2; “Ford’s New Theatre,” Washington Daily National Intelligencer, February 26, 1864, p. 1. 
52 Players of a Century: A Record of the Albany Stage, Henry P. Phelps, 1880, p. 341. 
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sign visible in the Pywell photograph (Figure 19). While the colophon of the Alexandria Gazette 
suggests French was not operating here in 1863 or 1864, the continued presence of his sign at 
104 King may explain why the Alexandria Gazette continued to use the location of his former 

shop as a landmark to find their offices 
throughout much of the war. 

On April 24, 1865, an advertisement in the 
Alexandria Gazette announced that tickets to 
a concert at Liberty Hall could be purchased 
at L. B. Stone’s bookstore at 104 King Street. 
This is the latest reference to business being 
conducted at Stone’s bookstore that has been 
found.53 The final day the colophon of the 
Alexandria Gazette included reference to 
Stone’s bookstore ( “No. 104 King street, 
over Stone’s (formerly French’s) Book 
Store”) was June 5, 1865.54 The following 
day, the colophon changed back to read “No. 
104, King street, over French’s Book Store,” 
as it had on May 13, 1862 before being 
changed to include Stone (Figure 20).55 By 
the late summer, passing references to 
French’s store reappear in the Alexandria 
newspapers and on August 30, 1865, 
French’s advertisements for his bookstore 
also reappeared in the Alexandria Gazette.56 
He is again listed at 104 King in the 1866 an-
nual tax list.57  

 
53 “Liberty Hall!,” Alexandria Gazette, April 24, 1865, p. 4. 
54 Colophon, Alexandria Gazette, June 5, 1865, 1. 
55 Colophon, Alexandria Gazette, June 6, 1865, 1. 
56 “Excursion,” Alexandria Gazette, August 12, 1865; “Books and Stationary,” Alexandria Gazette, August 30, 1865, 
p. 3. 
57 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 7, Divi-
sion 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 7. 

Figure 19 

http://familysearch.org/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1pO1aenFGKep5MInDHqGerXSgMBaDdsDP/view?usp=drive_link
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The presence of the “Gazette Office” 
sign at 104 King in the Pywell photo-
graph indicates a post-May 13, 1862, 
date for the photograph. It is difficult 
to make a conclusion about the date 
of Pywell’s photograph from the 
presence of French’s sign. In addition 
to the Brady photograph that appears 
to show a sign very similar to 
French’s at 104 King, the Alexandria 
Gazette continued to reference 
French’s former bookstore between 
1862 and 1865, suggesting the possi-
bility that French’s sign remained in-

stalled at 104 King as a kind of landmark during these years, even if he no longer operated the 
store there. From the available documentation, it is not immediately clear when French ended his 
first occupancy at 104 King Street and Stone began his, but it would appear that Stone ended his 
sometime in the spring of 1865 and French returned here by the late summer of 1865.  

Therefore, from the available evidence at 104 King, it is possible this photograph was taken after 
the spring of 1862 (when the Gazette Office opens here). Additional research is needed in order 
determine if French’s sign is a reliable temporal marker, but from the available evidence, French 
was absent from 104 King for most of the war and did not return until the spring or summer of 
1865.   

106 King Street – “106 S. DEALHAM 106”  

At the outset of the Civil War (or within 
a few months of it), the shop at 106 King Street 
was occupied by a Mrs. M. Brodbeck, who was 
running a confectionary business there. She ad-
vertised in the Alexandria Gazette “all kinds of 
candies, creamdrops, oranges, lemons, figs, al-

monds, &c.” and also “at all times a good plate 
of ice cream” at her “new store, 106 King.”58 
Brodbeck continued to advertise as late as the 
week of Christmas 1860 that her “Choice Con-
fectionary” was available “at her store, 106 King 
Street” (Figure 22).59   

 
58 “Mrs. M. Brodbeck” Alexandria Gazette, October 25, 1860, 1. 
59 “A Merry Christmas and New Year” Alexandria Gazette, December 22, 1860, 1. 

Figure 21 

Figure 20 

Figure 22 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ygXK54izOImN38usP3Y2zJA3XXDpZ0uj/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1R_KKkZ4jfe0P6g7UGOIWjXYIuqHTgw-v/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/17p8HzukdD_7UuKiTpi0aeBQmqQKN-vyw/view?usp=drive_link
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By the fall of 1862, there were new occupants at 106 King Street. The September, October, No-
vember, and December 1862 Internal Revenue tax lists recorded them as Dealham & Hirsh, who 
were listed as “Retail Dealers.”60 Dealham & Hirsh (sometimes just Hirsh, without Dealham) 
also appeared at 106 King in the monthly tax lists for May and July (just Hirsh) 1863, and also 
the annual lists for 1863 and 1864.61 The annual tax list for 1864 placed an I. Hirsh at 124 King 
Street down the street, but it is unknown if this is the same Hirsh as at 106 King Street.62 

While the tax lists can place Dealham and Hirsh at 106 King as early as 1862, the first time Deal-
ham appeared in the Alexandria newspapers is in July 1864 in relation to a recent court ruling in 
the case of Dealham & Hirsh vs. Baggett.63 The paper noted the case was decided in favor of the 
plaintiff and they were entitled to “recover possession of the premises in controversy.” Addi-
tional research may uncover more details about this case, as the “premises in controversy” may 
be 106 King. Here at 106 King, the Brady photograph of the Marshall House believed to date to 
after October 1863 and possibly to 
mid-May 1864, shows no sign over 
106 King (Figure 23). The lack of a 
sign at 106 King Street in the Brady 
photograph complicates our assess-
ment of that image, but its absence 
may be related to the events that cul-
minated in Dealham & Hirsh v. 
Baggett that was decided in the 
summer of 1864. Baggett was in 
possession of 106 King as a tenant 
prior to July 1864 and was removed by the verdict of the court in that case, which would explain 
why there is not a Dealham & Hirsh sign visible here in the Brady photograph). However, more 
research is required to reach this conclusion.  

Neither Dealham nor Hirsh (nor Dealham & Hirsh) appeared in the annual list for 1865. Nor is 
106 King Street listed elsewhere in the tax 
lists for that year. The first time Dealham is 
explicitly linked to 106 King Street in the 
Alexandria newspapers is not until July 7, 
1865, when the Alexandria Gazette reported 
a robbery of “the bed chamber of Mr. S. 
Dealham, over his store, 106, King street” 
(Figure 24).64  

 
60"United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Divi-
sion 1, September 1862-December 1866, 27. 
61 Ibid, 46; 64; 83; 90; 220. 
62 Ibid, 238. 
63 “County Court” Alexandria Gazette, July 9, 1864, 1. 
64 “Robbery” Alexandria Gazette, July 7, 1865. 
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Figure 24 
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The first time Dealham advertised in the newspaper as “S. Dealham” (the text on the sign at 106 
King) was not until September 8, 1865, when his name appeared flanked on either side with a 
pair of “106”s, similar to how it is depicted in the Pywell photograph (Figure 25).65 In the 1866 
annual tax list prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, S. Dealham re-
appeared at 106 King after not appearing in the 1865 list, but this time without Hirsh.66 Dealham 
continued to operate here at 106 King until February 14, 1868, when he announced in the Alex-
andria Gazette that he had “removed to his new and elegantly fitted up store, No. 108, King 
Street, (formerly occupied by Schoolher & Bro.,) one door above the old stand” (this is, next 
door to the west).67 

Therefore, from the available evidence, Dealham’s name on the 
sign in front of 106 King Street indicates this photograph had to 
have been taken after December 22, 1860, when Mrs. M. Brod-
beck was still the occupant there. The lack of Hirsh’s name on the 
sign suggests the photograph was taken some time after Hirsh left 
the site, which had to be after he was recorded here in the 1864 
annual tax assessment, which was conducted that spring. Circum-
stantially, given the history of Dealham’s advertisements, that the 
sign at 106 King reads “S. Dealham” and uses paired 106s on ei-
ther side of his name hints the possibility for an even later date in 
the late summer or fall of 1865 for the Pywell photograph, but 
cannot be used on its own to conclusively date the Pywell photograph.   

108 King Street – “GREAT WESTERN CLOTHING HOUSE” and 
 “[TREUMAN & PFLAUNLACKER]”  

The Great Western Clothing 
House (Figure 26) was an establish-
ment run by Louis Schoolherr (some-
times spelled Schooler or Schoolheir) 
and further up King Street where they 
had operated for at least three months 
(Figure 27).68 Around 1857, the 
Schoolherr brothers either added an-
other partner to their business (possi-
bly Isaac Rosenthal) and changed their 
company name to Schoolherr & Co,  

 
65 “New Advertisements,” Virginia State Journal, September 8, 1865, p. 2; See also, “Selling off!” Alexandria Ga-
zette, November 7, 1865, 4. 
66 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 7, Divi-
sion 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 6. 
67 “City Items – Removal” Alexandria Gazette, February 14, 1868, 3. 
68 “Facts and No Humbug!” Alexandria Gazette, January 15, 1852, 4. 

Figure 25 

Figure 26 
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or they created a second business called School-
herr & Co.69 In either case, they opened and op-
erated another location on the northwest corner 
of King and Royal Streets (across the street and 
at the other end of the block from 108 King) 
called the Phoenix Hall Clothing Rooms, but it 
is not clear if they carry on at this location into 
or beyond 1858.70 Through this period, they 
continued to advertise for the Great Western 
Clothing House at 108 King Street, and re-
minded their customers that their old store con-
tinued to exist, including statements in their ad-
vertisements such as “Remember the old 
place”71 and “give them a call at their Old 
Stand”72. 

The final advertisement in the Alexandria Ga-
zette for the Great Western Clothing House ran 
on April 15, 1861, just two days after the sur-
render of Fort Sumter in Charleston Harbor and 
just over a month before the Union Army would 
cross the Potomac River and occupy the City for 
the duration of the war.73 Interestingly, the 

brothers titled this advertisement “The Union For-
ever” (Figure 28), perhaps shedding some light on 
their political leanings and explaining why they ap-
pear to sell their Alexandria business that fall. On 
October 24, 1861, a notice in the Alexandria Ga-
zette announced that Schoolherr & Bro. sold “their 
entire stock of goods and entire business in Alexan-
dria” to M. Treuman & Co.74 An item placed in the 
newspaper by both companies, M. Treuman & Co. 
asked for the Schoolherrs’ customers to continue to 
provide them with their business. From this notice, 

 
69 “Notice” Alexandria Gazette, January 4, 1858, 3. 
70 See “New Stores,” Alexandria Gazette, September 25, 1857, 4; “Phoenix Hall Clothing Rooms” Alexandria Ga-
zette, October 15, 1857, 4. 
71 “Clothing for Fall and Winter” Alexandria Gazette, October 5, 1858, 1. 
72 “The Very Latest. And Highly Important” Alexandria Gazette, December 12, 1857, 4. 
73 “The Union Forever” Alexandria Gazette, April 15, 1861, 5. 
74 “Miscellaneous” Alexandria Gazette, October 29, 1861, 3. 

Figure 27 

Figure 28  
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it would appear that the Schoolherrs no longer operated at 108 King Street after the fall of 1861 
(Figure 29); however, the tax lists suggest they did not cut all ties to the site at this time.  

Despite their notice in the Alexandria Gazette that they 
had sold their stock and their business to Treuman, 
Schoolherr & Bro. (spelled Schooler here) are located 
still at 108 King Street in the September, October, No-
vember, December 1862, May 1863, annual 1863 (en-
try dated June 14), and annual 1864 (entry dated April 
29, but address given as either 104 or 106 King) tax 
lists prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue.75 Louis Schoolherr (spelled Lewis 
Schooler and L. Schoolheir) was recorded at 108 King 
in the annual 1863 (entry dated August 21), 101 King 
in the annual 1864 (entry dated May 17), and 108 again 
in the 1865 (entry dated April 10) tax lists.76 So while 
their October 26, 1861 notice in the newspaper stated 
the Schoolherrs sold their business to Treuman, the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Rev-
enue was still recording and taxing them as Retail Dealers who operated at this location through-
out the war, suggesting the reality of their business is more complicated than their self-reported 
sale suggests.  

The May 1863 and annual 1863 tax lists prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue also identified a company by the name of R. R. Loomis & Co. operating as a wholesale 
dealer at 108 King Street, but no additional information can be found on this company, nor does 

their name appear in the Pywell photograph.77 The 
Brady photograph of the Marshall House believed to 
date to after October 1863 and possibly to mid-May 
1864 shows the Great Western Clothing House sign 
(although it is partially obscured and not legible in 
the photograph) but does not include the sign visible 
below it in the Pywell photograph that possibly reads 
“Treuman & Pflaunlacker” (Figure 30, also see be-
low). A notice appearing in the Alexandria Gazette 
on November 7, 1865, identifies “Trueman & 
Pflaunlacher” as clothiers somewhere on King Street, 
but does not specify exactly where (Figure 31).78  

 
75 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Divi-
sion 1, September 1862-December 1866, 33; 55; 101; 278. 
76 Ibid, 102; 280; 535. 
77  "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Di-
vision 1, September 1862-December 1866, 51; 93. 
78 “Police Report,” Alexandria Gazette, November 7, 1865, 3. 

Figure 30 

Figure 29 
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Treuman, who supposedly purchased 
the stock and business of the School-
herrs in the fall of 1861, did not ap-
pear in the 1863 or 1864 tax lists, but 
did appear on four lines of the 1865 
annual tax list (spelled M. Trueman,) 
both individually and with 
Pflaunlacker (possibly spelled 
Pflounlacker,) but is recorded at 105 
King Street, not 108 King.79 The 

1866 annual tax list placed both M. Trueman individually and Trueman & Pflounlacker together 
at 118 King Street, not 108 King (see below for more on Pflaunlacker.)80  

It is not until the annual 1866 tax list (conducted around May 1866) that the Schoolherrs no 
longer appeared at 108 King Street in the tax records. In their place was an S. Pflaunlacker.81 
Several Pflaunlackers appeared in Alexandria in various tax lists during the Civil War.  One J. 
Pflaunlacker appeared at 157 King and S. Pflaunlacker at 105 King in the annual 1863 tax list.82 
Both B. and J. Pflaunlacker appeared at 157 King in the annual 1864 tax list.83 In addition to 
Trueman & Pflaunlacher (above), an-
other reference to a Pflaunlacker on King 
Street is in a dry goods directory pub-
lished in 1868 that identifies a firm 
named Freeman & Pflaunlacker operat-
ing in Alexandria, Virginia.84 Given the 
similarity between the names Freeman 
and Treuman, it is possible the directory 
meant Treuman and not Freeman, but there is no further evidence to suggest that this might be a 
typo. The text on the sign below the “Great Western Clothing House” sign in the Pywell photo-
graph is extremely difficult to read, but in light of the directory, newspaper notices, and tax lists, 
it appears to read either “Treuman & Pflaunlacker” or “Freeman & Pflaunlacker” on the first 
line, and maybe a description of their business on the second, possibly with “108” at the begin-
ning and end of the line, similar to the signs at 106, 110, and 112 King  (refer to Figure 26). The 

 
79 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Divi-
sion 1, September 1862-December 1866, 539. 
80 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 7, Divi-
sion 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 17. 
81 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 7, Divi-
sion 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 14. 
82 Ibid, 97. 
83 Ibid, 266. 
84 The Dry Goods Trade, and Cotton, Woolen, Silk, and Linen Manufacture of the United States; A Directory of the 
Jobbers, Importers, Commission and Retail Dealers in Dry Goods, and Cotton, Woolen, Silk and Linen Manufacturing 
Corporations, Firms, &c., in the United States; Together with Valuable and Interesting Statistics of the Same, C. A. 
Dockham & Co., Boston, 1868, p. 196. 

Figure 31 

Several Pflaunlackers appeared in 
Alexandria in various tax lists  
during the Civil War. 
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first line appears to contain the same number of letters and general shape of the visible letters 
and their spacing is consistent with the name of that firm.  

Even after the Civil War, succeeding businesses 
at 108 King frequently reminded their customers 
that 108 King was the former site of the School 

 
 

herr brothers’ Great Western Clothing House. In 
1867, Herman Reizenstein began one of his ad-
vertisements with “Schoolher & Bro’s Old Stand”  (Figure 32)85 and when Dealham moved his 
shop in 1868 from next door at 106 King to 108 King (see above), he made certain to note he 
was moving to “No. 108 King street, next door to his former business stand, and to the same 
room so long occupied by the Messrs. Schooler & Bros.” (Figure 33).86 If the Schoolherrs did 
not leave 108 King in October 1861 when they sold their business to Treuman, or by the spring 
of 1866 when the annual tax list records S. Pflaunlacker at the address, they were certainly gone 
by September 1867 when Reizenstein began advertising his occupancy of the site. Likewise, the 
“S. Dealham” sign visible at 106 King in the Pywell photograph would have almost certainly 
been moved next door to 108 King when Dealham moved in February 1868 (or possibly replaced 
with a new one).87 He likely operated until the following year when his shop was advertised for 
rent. Dealham was gone from 108 King by 1873 when Joseph Kaufman occupied both 108 and 
110 King Street.88 

 
85 “Schoolher & Bros’. Old Stand” Alexandria Gazette, September 19, 1867, 4. 
86 “Large Clothing Establishment” Alexandria Gazette, February 11, 1868, 4. 
87 “City Items – Removal” Alexandria Gazette, February 14, 1868, 3. 
88 “For Rent—The Two Large Fireproof Stores, Nos. 108 and 110 King Street” Alexandria Gazette, March 11, 1869, 
2; “Notice” Alexandria Gazette, December 27, 1873, 5. 

Figure 32 
Figure 33 
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From the available evidence, the Schoolherr brothers stopped their regular advertisements for 
their Great Western Clothing House business approximately five weeks before Ellsworth crossed 
the river and was shot at the Marshall House. Furthermore, they supposedly sold their business in 
Alexandria ten months prior to the August 1862 date claimed for the Pywell photograph. The tax 
lists prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, however, suggest they re-
mained (or are at least taxed here) until at least May 1865. Successive occupants of 108 King 
continued to refer to the Schoolherrs’ use of the space in their own advertisements. Therefore, 
from the other analysis presented in this report, it would appear that either they remained operat-
ing their business at the site after their purported October 1861 sale to Treuman or their “Great 
Western Clothing House” sign remained installed on the building after their occupancy as a kind 
of landmark for the remaining businesses (see Brady photograph, Figure 15). Without additional 
research, this sign may not be a useful temporal marker for dating the Pywell photograph except 
to note that Dealham probably would have moved his sign from 106 King to 108 King when he 
moved there in early 1868. If the difficult-to-read sign below the Great Western Clothing House 
sign does indeed read “Treuman [or Freeman] & Pflaunlacker,” then this would suggest the Py-
well photograph dates to sometime after the annual 1865 tax assessment was conducted around 
May 1865 (which does not yet show them at 108 King) but before the annual 1866 tax assess-
ment (which places Pflaunlacker there), and strongly discounts an August 1862 date.  

 

 

 

 

 

110 King Street – “J. & W. J. Entwisle’s City Bookstore” and 
 “[110] JAMES ENTWISLE [110]”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From at least 1855 to the beginning of the Civil War, 110 King Street was occupied by 
William B. Richards, who operated a millinery shop (Figures 34 & 35).89 

 
89 “Richards’ New Stock at His New Store,” Alexandria Gazette, September 25, 1855, 1; “Spring Millinery” Alexan-
dria Gazette, May 24, 1861, 4. 

Figure 35 

…this would suggest the Pywell photograph dates to sometime after the 
annual 1865 tax assessment was conducted … but before the annual 
1866 tax assessment… and strongly discounts an August 1862 date. 

Figures 34 & 35 
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Elsewhere on this block, at the onset of the war, James Entwisle, Jr. operated an apothecary at 94 
King Street, located at the east end of the block (Figure 36),90 and James Entwisle & Son oper-
ated a bookstore across the street at 95 King Street (Figure 37).91 Presumably, the “& Son” here 

is Wilmer J. Entwisle (see below), but addi-
tional genealogical research is required in 
order to determine the relationships between 
these Entwisles.   

James Entwisle & Son operated their 
bookstore at 95 King Street until the night of 
March 8, 1862 when it was “embraced” in a 
large fire that broke out on the north side of 
this block of King Street (Figure 38).92 Just several weeks after this fire, another Entwisle, this 

time Isaac Entwisle, took out an ad-
vertisement in the newspaper stating 
he had “purchased the entire stock of 
drugs and medicines, of Jas. Entwisle, 
Jr. and will continue the business at 
the old stand, No. 94 King street.”93    

By October 1862, a notice in the Alex-
andria Gazette suggests the James 
Entwisle & Son bookstore had reo-
pened, as tickets to a concert at Lib-
erty Hall that evening could be pur-
chased there. From this advertisement 
it is not clear if the bookstore had 
been reopened in the old address at 95 
King Street or the new one that would 
open at 110 King (Figure 39).94  

 
90 See “Ellis’s Solution Citrate Magnesia” Alexandria Gazette, March 15, 1861, 5; “Drugs and Patent Medicines” Al-
exandria Gazette, May 24, 1861,4. 
91 “See Christmas Notice” Alexandria Gazette, December 18, 1860, 4; “James Entwisle & Son” Alexandria Gazette, 
October 29, 1861, 2. 
92 “March 9” Alexandria Gazette, May 13, 1862, 4. 
93 “Drugs and Medicines” Alexandria Gazette, May 20, 1862, 4. 
94 “Notice” Alexandria Gazette, October 17, 1862, 3.  

Figure 36 

Figure 37 

Figure 38 
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James Entwisle appeared at 110 King Street in 
many of the tax lists prepared by the Office of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue during 
the Civil War. He appeared as a retail dealer in 
the September, October, November, December 
1862 (the specific date listed here is September 
1), May 1863, annual 1863 (entry dated June 
30), and annual 1865 (entry dated April 8) tax 

assessments.95 Also appearing at 110 King in the tax lists for these years was a Dr. Lipsnard 
(June 1863) or Lispnard (annual 1863), a physician.96 No additional information could be found 
on this individual. 110 King did not appear in the annual 1864 tax list, but J. Entwisle was listed 
on King Street this year with no specific address given.97   

Neither of the two Entwisle signs visible at 110 King in the Pywell photograph of the Marshall 
House appear in the Brady photograph believed 
to have been taken post-October 1863 (and pos-
sibly in mid-May 1864) (Figure 40). While 
James Entwisle appeared at 110 King Street in 
many of the Civil War-era tax lists, he cannot be 

placed here with W. J. Entwisle (Wilmer J.), 
nor does their bookstore (neither the one run by 
James Entwisle nor the one he ran jointly with 
W. J. Entwisle) appear specifically linked to 
110 King in the newspaper prior to August 
1865.  

However, on August 1, 1865, James Entwisle 
began running a notice in the Alexandria Ga-
zette that “the Book and Stationary business 
heretofore conducted by James Entwisle, at No. 
110, King street, will be continued by the un-
dersigned, from and after this date, under the 
name and style of J. & W. J. Entwisle” (Figure 
41).98 This notice was signed by both James 
Entwisle and Wilmer J. Entwisle, and beneath 

 
95 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Divi-
sion 1, September 1862-December 1866, 27; 47; 83; 516. 
96 Ibid, 60; 93. 
97 Ibid, 224. 
98 “Co-Partnership Notice” Alexandria Gazette, August 1, 1865, 2. 

Figure 41 

Figure 40 

Figure 39 
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this notice was an advertisement for the J. & W. J. Entwisle City Book Store. It is this business, 
J. & W. J. Entwisle, whose name appears on the sign over 110 King Street in the Pywell photo-
graph.   

Assuming this notice is correct, that is, that James Entwisle did not conduct his book and station-
ary business at 110 King Street as J. & W. J. Entwisle until “from and after” August 1, 1865, 
then the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House could not have been taken until on or after 
this date.  

The annual 1866 tax assessment (prepared around May 1866) listed James H. Entwisle for in-
come tax, W. J. Entwisle for income and a watch tax, and W. J. & J. Entwisle as a retailer at 110 
King Street.99 This is the first year Wilmer J. Entwisle appeared at 110 King Street, further sug-
gesting he arrived here and joined James Entwisle in a capacity to also be listed as a retail dealer 
sometime between the 1865 assessment in the spring of 1865 and the 1866 assessment in the 
spring of 1866. James and Wilmer J. Entwisle operated here for only a few years, as their shop 
(like Dealham’s next door) was advertised for rent in March 1869 (Figure 42).100 In 1871, S. 

Lindheimer opened a “twenty-five and fifty 
cent” store at 110 King Street (Figure 43).101  

From the available evidence, the presence of 
the James Entwisle sign beneath the J. & W. J. 
Entwisle City Bookstore sign at 110 King 
Street indicates the Pywell photograph was 
taken after the May 8, 1862, fire that de-
stroyed his original bookstore at 95 King on 

the other side of the street. 
This sign could have been 
at 110 King Street in August 1862 when the 
Pywell photograph of the Marshall House is 
claimed to have been taken, and the tax lists 
can place Entwisle at this address on Sep-
tember 1, 1862, just one day after the 
claimed August 1862 date. However, if the name of Entwisle’s business changed on August 1, 
1865, as he notifies the public it did (and if he did not operate under that name until this date as 

 
99 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 7, Divi-
sion 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 7. 
100 “For Rent—The Two Large Fireproof Stores, Nos. 108 and 110 King Street” Alexandria Gazette, March 11, 1869, 
2. 
101 “New Store” Alexandria Gazette, November 15, 1871, 3. 

Figures 42 & 43 

Assuming this notice is correct…that James Entwisle did not conduct his … business at 110 
King Street … until “from and after” August 1, 1865, then the Pywell photograph of the 
Marshall House could not have been taken until on or after this date. 
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he claims), then the J. & J. W. Entwisle City Bookstore sign above the James Entwisle sign in 
the Pywell photograph would indicate the photograph was taken after James Entwisle re-formed 
his business under that name on August 1, 1865, not in August 1862 as is claimed on the photo-
graph. If a higher-quality version of this photograph is ever found, perhaps the text on the other 
signs in front of the Entwisle shop can further refine this date, as it is likely these signs advertise 
new books or products for sale within, and these could be expected to be chronologically sensi-
tive and datable.  

Of all the available evidence presented in this article, this “J. & W. J. Entwisle City Book Store” 
sign visible at 110 King Street is the latest datable feature, and it dates the Pywell photograph of 
the Marshall House to sometime on or after August 1, 1865, as a partnership by this name did not 
exist until this date. This is in line with other evidence presented here that indicates the photo-
graph could not have been taken in August 1862, and had to have been taken much later, likely 
in the summer or fall of 1865. 

112 King Street – “112 DRY GOOD STORE 112 JULIUS SCHONFIELD”  

At the onset of the Civil War, the store at 112 King Street was occupied by William A. 
Hart.102 He moved to 112 King from 109 King (across the street on the same block at the northeast 

corner of King and Pitt) in January 1860. 103  

Two early-war photographs of the Marshall House 
show Hart’s sign over 112 King (Figures 45 & 
46).104 Hart does not appear in any of the Civil War-
era Internal Revenue tax lists. 

 
102 “Pickles,” “Honey! Honey!!,” and “Vinegar,” Alexandria Gazette, May 24, 1861, 4. 
103 “Removed” Alexandria Gazette, January 13, 1860, 1. 
104 “Marshall House, Alexandria,” photographed by A. A. Turner, published by D. Appleton & Co., 1861, 
https://www.cowanauctions.com/lot/civil-war-photograph-of-the-marshall-house-alexandria-virginia-signed-by-
elmer-ellsworth-s-avenger-frances-brownell-140425; “Ellsworth. Memorial Col. E.E. Ellsworth, the patriot martyr. 
The Marshall house, Alexandria, Va. Francis E. Brownell, the avenger of Ellsworth.” Library of Congress. 
https://www.loc.gov/item/2015645487.   

Figure 45 Figure 46 

Figure 44 

https://www.cowanauctions.com/lot/civil-war-photograph-of-the-marshall-house-alexandria-virginia-signed-by-elmer-ellsworth-s-avenger-frances-brownell-140425
https://www.cowanauctions.com/lot/civil-war-photograph-of-the-marshall-house-alexandria-virginia-signed-by-elmer-ellsworth-s-avenger-frances-brownell-140425
https://www.loc.gov/item/2015645487
https://www.loc.gov/item/2015645487
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1TXwaj0NiWakrvBkfqE3nqL53q6rsiov3/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1TXwaj0NiWakrvBkfqE3nqL53q6rsiov3/view?usp=drive_link
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The September, October, November, December 1862 and annual 1863 (entry dated May 23) tax 
lists prepared by the Office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue placed J. R. Green here and 
listed his occupation as a hotel keeper and owner of a livery stable at 112 King Street.105 The an-
nual 1865 tax list (entry dated May 31) specifically placed him at the Marshall House and the an-
nual 1866 tax assessment placed a John B. (this “B” could very well be an “R,” but it looks very 
much like a “B”) Green also at the Marshall House.106 The 1885 Sanborn Atlas labeled a narrow 
stretch of 112 King Street (then 609 King) as a “hall” (see Figure 7). This lines up with the door 
located to the west (right) of the shop at 112 but east (left) of the Marshall House steps. Given 
that the tax records and photographs also placed retail merchants at 112 King Street at the same 
time (see below), it is possible this door and hall served as a passthrough to the rear of the Mar-
shall House or to access interior spaces within it, or that operations within the Marshall House 
extended into the second-floor space over the storefront at 112 King Street. Green’s presence 
here at 112 King in the tax lists suggests some of the Marshall House’s activities were carried 
out next door as well.  

The January and February 1863 (this entry is dated January 1), May 1863, annual 1863 (entry 
dated June 18), and annual 1864 (entry dated April 29) tax assessments listed Max Koenigsberg 
(sometimes listed with just his first initial or spelled Koenegsberg) as a retail dealer at 112 King 
Street.107 Several photographs of the Marshall House taken during the Civil War show Koenigs-
berg’s sign at 112 King.108 From the clearest of these photographs (Figure 47), the sign read 
“112 M. KOENIGSBERG 112,” and the tax lists reveal it predates the “DRY GOOD 
STORE/JULIUS SCHONFIELD” sign seen in the Pywell photograph. A sign at 112 King Street 
is also visible in the Brady photograph of the Marshall House believed to date to post-October 
1863 (and possibly to mid-May 1864) (Figure 48). While not quite legible in the Brady photo-
graph, Hart’s, Koenigsberg’s, and Schonfield’s signs are different enough in lettering and layout 
that it is clear this sign photographed by Brady is not Hart’s or Schonfield’s signs and is likely 
Koenigsberg’s sign.        

 

 
105 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Di-
vision 1, September 1862-December 1866, 28; 86. 
106 Ibid, 520; "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, Dis-
trict 7, Division 1-7,1866 Annual Lists, 9. 
107 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Di-
vision 1, September 1862-December 1866, 37; 50; 92; 246. 
108 “Marshall House, Alexandria, Va,” Brady National Photographic Art Gallery, https://catalog.ar-
chives.gov/id/529398.  

Figure 47 

Figures 47 & 48 

http://familysearch.org/
http://familysearch.org/
http://familysearch.org/
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/529398
https://catalog.archives.gov/id/529398
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1spM1aFoNa4L4XrwHsZiEjFHuh5fi_4fF/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1spM1aFoNa4L4XrwHsZiEjFHuh5fi_4fF/view?usp=drive_link
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The annual 1865 tax list for Alexandria placed a J. or I. Hirch at 112 King Street.109 It is un-
known if (but likely that) this is the same as Isaac Hirsh, partner in Dealham & Hirsh, located 
just three doors down at 106 King the previous year. Also listed in the 1865 annual tax assess-
ment is Julius Schonfield (spelled Schoonfield), but his address is given as 13 Royal Street.110 It 
is not until the annual 1866 assessment (prepared around May 1866) that Schonfield appeared at 
112 King Street, suggesting he arrived here at some point between the spring of 1865 and the 
spring of 1866.111  

On March 30, 1866, Julius Schonfield sold at auction his “entire stock of dry goods and fancy 
articles.” 112 The following week, Victor Schonfield began advertising the “Best and Cheapest 
Dry Goods and Fancy Goods in the City” at Julius Schonfield’s old stand at 112 King Street 
(Figure 49).113 

Then, on July 3, 1866, J. Rosenthal placed a notice in the Al-
exandria Gazette that he had removed to 112 King Street 
where he would remain temporarily until his new store was 
completed.114 A court order dated to November 1866 placed 
the property for sale at public auction on April 4, 1867.115 

From the available evidence, the sign at 112 King Street in 
the Pywell photograph belongs to Julius Schonfield and not 
Max Koenigsberg. This dates it to sometime after the annual 
tax assessment of 1865, which was conducted around May 1865, thereby 
also dating the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House to sometime after May 1865. 

Marshall House – “MARSHALL HOUSE”  

While a discussion of the history of the Marshall House before, during, and after the Civil 
War would be interesting and noteworthy, it is largely outside the scope of this report. Ironically, 
this author is unable to refine the date of the Pywell photograph (Figure 50) of the Marshall 

House by using the history of the Marshall 
House except to say the photograph was 
taken some time shortly after May 24, 
1861, when Colonel Elmer Ellsworth and 
James Jackson were killed inside the hotel 
but before it burned February 5, 1873.116 

 
109 "United States Internal Revenue Assessment Lists, 1862-1874.,” http://FamilySearch.org, Virginia, District 3, Di-
vision 1, September 1862-December 1866, 522. 
110 Ibid, 537. 
111 Ibid, 16. 
112 “Trustee’s Sale of Dry Goods” Alexandria Gazette, March 27, 1866, 3. 
113 “The Best and Cheapest Dry Goods” Alexandria Gazette, April 3, 1866, 4. 
114 “Removal” Alexandria Gazette, July 3, 1866, 4. 
115 “Valuable Real Estate in Alexandria, VA.” Alexandria Gazette, March 19, 1867, 3. 
116 “Burning of the Marshall House” Alexandria Gazette, February 25, 1873, 3. 

Figure 49 

Figure 50 

http://familysearch.org/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1RTNUgO8yodqHzr_xu9x5BrZMey66yRLx/view?usp=drive_link
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The sign for the Marshall House at that time consisted of individual letters hung directly on the 
brick façade between the second and third 
floors and was taken by souvenir seekers 
during the early part of the Civil War, 

likely by late May or early June 1861.117 An ear-
lier sign is depicted on the cover of the June 15, 
1861 issue of Harper’s Weekly (Figure 51) as is 
clearly visible in a triptych of the Marshall House, 
Ellmer Ellsworth, and Francis E. Brownell held 
by the Library of Congress (Figure 52).118  

The “O” from this original sign is now owned by the 
City of Alexandria as a part of the Fort Ward Mu-
seum collection (Figure 53). A faint outline indicat-
ing the three-dimensional (Figure 54) sign’s loca-
tion on the façade can be made out in one of the 
early-war photographs that shows the sign of Wil-
liam Hart at 112 King (Figure 46). Therefore, the 
painted sign visible in the Pywell photograph over 
the door of the Marshall House is a later replace-
ment. As evidenced by the Hart and Brady photo-
graphs, the Marshall House went without an external 
sign for at least part of the war.   

 
117 “The Marshall House,” New York Evening Express, May 31, 1861, 2; “The Marshall House,” Lowell Daily Citizen 
and News, June 7, 1861, 2; “Vandalism,” Baltimore Daily Exchange, June 11, 1861, 2; “Dilapidation of the Marshall 
House,” Janesville Daily Gazette, June 15, 1861, 1. 
118 “Elmer Ellsworth,” Harper’s Weekly, unidentified artist, 1861, National Portrait Gallery, Smithsonian Institution, 
https://npg.si.edu/object/npg_NPG.2008.113; “Ellsworth. Memorial Col. E.E. Ellsworth, the patriot martyr. The 
Marshall house, Alexandria, Va. Francis E. Brownell, the avenger of Ellsworth.” Library of Congress, 
https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2015645487/.  

Figure 51 

Figure 52 

Figure 53 

https://npg.si.edu/object/npg_NPG.2008.113
https://www.loc.gov/pictures/item/2015645487/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1RTNUgO8yodqHzr_xu9x5BrZMey66yRLx/view?usp=drive_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1RTNUgO8yodqHzr_xu9x5BrZMey66yRLx/view?usp=drive_link
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The later sign is visible in two other photographs of the Marshall House. These photographs 
were also possibly taken by Pywell on the same date as the photograph that appears in Gardner’s 
Sketch Book (see Figures 58 & 59 below), although more work is needed before this can be 
stated more conclusively. 

One additional point to note about the Marshall House (and several other buildings visible here) 
is that many of the windows are open and many of the shutters (both interior and exterior) are 
closed. This suggests the photograph was taken on a warmer day, such as is typical in the sum-
mer and common in much of the spring and fall in Alexandria, rather than on a cooler day. If the 
Pywell photograph was taken after August 1, 1865 as suggested by the presence of the J. & W. J. 
Entwisle sign, and was published in Gardner’s Sketch Book some time before February 6, 1866 
when booksellers began advertising it in their shops (see below), then it would appear likely that 
the Pywell photograph was not taken during the cold winter months between those two dates, 
suggesting a latest possible date of sometime in the late Fall 1865 before it became impractical to 
leave these windows open to the cold winter air.  

[2539 S. Pitt Street] – “OYSTER BAY”  

The sign here along the S. Pitt Street side of the wing behind 
the Marshall House appears to mark a business being run from 
the basement. (Figure 55) The address given here comes from 
the 1885 Sanborn Atlas. During the Civil War, there appears to 
be an identically named establishment across the Potomac in 

Figure 55 

Figure 54 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/19c4FaSaZ2o2cd8Mtbcterm2b35tBXUrY/view?usp=drive_link
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Washington, D.C. at 13th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue119 and another at Bridge and Mont-
gomery Streets in Georgetown.120 Unfortunately, not much else is known about this business and 
it cannot be used to help date this photograph of the Marshall House. 

Summary of the Properties Visible in the Pywell Photograph of the Marshall House 

In terms of dating the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House, the single most important piece 
of data is the notice placed in the Alexandria Gazette by James and Wilmer J. Entwisle on Au-
gust 1, 1865 (Figure 41). In it, they state that the business conducted by James Entwisle at 110 
King Street “will be continued…from and after this date” under their new name of J. & W. J. 
Entwisle, which is the name that appears on the sign in the Pywell photograph.  

The Internal Revenue tax lists cannot place all the businesses visible in the Pywell photograph 
along this stretch of King Street until the 1866 annual assessment, which provides a window for 
the Pywell photograph between the conclusion of the 1865 annual assessment (approximately 
May 1865) through the conclusion of the 1866 annual assessment (May 1866). Furthermore, sev-
eral other pieces of evidence all point to this same general time frame with varying degrees of 
certainty. These telling details include:  

• the sign for French’s bookstore and not Stone’s at 104 King Street (post-spring 1865), 
• Dealham’s use of “106 S. Dealham 106” without Hirsh at 106 (this appears in the news-

papers starting in September 1865),  
• the presence of Pflaunlacker on the sign at 108 (Pflaunlacker moves in here sometime 

between May 1865 and May 1866), and  
• Schonfield’s presence at 112 King Street (like Pflaunlacker, Schonfield appears to move 

here sometime between May 1865 and May 1866).  

All this evidence suggests the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House was taken some time in 
1865 or 1866, and not in August 1862 as claimed by Gardner. The positioning of the windows 
and shutters in the Pywell photograph suggests it was taken in a warmer month (in the spring, 
summer, or fall) and not in winter. It is worth noting that while we can reject Gardner’s attribu-
tion of the year 1862 to Pywell’s photographs, we cannot rule out that these photographs were 
possibly taken in the month of August as claimed by Gardner, albeit August 1865 and not Au-
gust 1862. 

 

BRIEF PUBLISHING HISTORY OF GARDNER’S PHOTOGRAPHIC 
SKETCH BOOK OF THE WAR  

Because Pywell’s photograph of the Marshall House appears in Gardner’s Photographic 
Sketchbook of the War, which was published in 1866, the photograph of the Marshall House had 
to have been taken at some point prior to the time when Gardner’s book began appearing in 

 
119 “Wanted at Oyster Bay,” Washington Evening Star, November 21, 1861, 4; “Oysters” Washington Evening Star, 
February 15, 1862, 2.  
120 “Notice” Washington Evening Star, April 28, 1864, 3. 
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stores in 1866. A circumstantial and inconclusive clue as to the origin of the Pywell photographs 
of the Slave Pen and the Marshall House can be found in the text below each of these images in 
Gardner’s Sketch Book. Appearing between “Negative by Wm. R. Pywell” and “Positive by A. 
Gardner, 511 7th St., Washington” the text reads, “Entered according to act of Congress, in the 
year 1866, by A. Gardner, in the Clerk’s Office of the District Court of the District of Colum-
bia.” This shows that Gardner did not seek to copyright Pywell’s images until 1866 (likely early 
1866, see above). Unfortunately, the other 98 photographs in both volumes of Sketch Book are 
accompanied by a similar passage with either an 1865 or 1866 date, even photographs that can 
be conclusively dated to earlier in the war, and so this passage alone cannot be used to cement 
1865 dates for the Pywell photographs of Alexandria. However, this 1866 copyright date leaves 
open the possibility Pywell’s photographs were taken at any point up to 1866 (February 6, 1866, 
at the absolute latest, see below) which therefore allows for the timeline described in this article. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

An item appearing in the Washington Evening Star on January 22, 1866, noted that “Gardner, the 
Photographer, is getting out a superb Photographic Sketch Book of the War, in two large vol-
umes. The work is considered the finest collection ever published.”121 From the  
phrase “is getting out,” it would appear that Gardner was then still in the final stages of publish-
ing Sketch Book, and it had not quite reached consumers. The earliest confirmation of Gardner’s 
completed book dates to February 6, 1866, when an advertisement appearing in the New York 
Daily Tribune on February 6, 1866, stated the book can be seen at 200 Broadway in New York 
and had 100 plates (the full two volume set indeed has 100 plates, meaning Pywell’s photographs 
of both the Marshall House and the Slave Pen at 1315 Duke Street can be accounted for by this 
date) (Figure 56).122 One advertisement/review for the two-volume set even positively confirms 
the existence of the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House by the end of February 1866 (but 
at the same time erroneously dates the incident that took place there) by stating “The first view 
represents the Marshall House, Alexandria, where Colonel Ellsworth was murdered by the pro-
prietor, Jackson, in May 1860” (Figure 57).123  

 
121 “Personal,” Washington Evening Star, January 22, 1866, 2; reprinted in “Personal,” Richmond Examiner, January 
24, 1866, 4. 
122 “Photographic Sketch-book of the War,” New York Daily-Tribune, February 6, 1866, 2. 
123  “Photographic History of the War,” Philadelphia Press, February 27, 1866, 4. 

Figure 56 
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Like the forward to Gardner’s Sketch Book 
which proclaims, “photographic present-
ments of [such places or scenes] will be ac-
cepted by posterity with an undoubting 
faith,” this review in the Philadelphia Press 
also emphasizes the “sufficiently full and 
always accurate description[s]” for each 

photograph. Another review of Gardner’s work appeared in the Baltimore American on March 
10, 1866, stating it was “a work of great value, and will be treasured in all time to come.”124  

Of all the available evidence, this notice in the New York Tribune related to the publication 
of Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book of the War dates the Pywell photograph of the Mar-
shall House to sometime before February 6, 1866, as a copy of the book with all 100 plates 
was reported to exist by this date. 

 

OTHER PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE MARSHALL HOUSE 
As has been shown above, in addition to the Pywell photograph, there exist several other 

photographs of the Marshall House that date to the Civil War-era. It is possible that at least two 

 
124 “Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book of the War,” Baltimore American, March 10, 1866, 1. 

Figure 57 
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of them were taken on the same day as the photograph that appears in Gardner’s book (Figure 
1). Unlike the photograph in Gardner’s book, the original glass plates for these two other photo-
graphs survive and are held by the Library of Congress. One of these is in the same collection of 
181 Civil War-era photographs as Pywell’s original glass plate photograph that is the source for 
his image of the slave jail that appears on the following page in Gardner’s Sketch Book (Lot 
4161).125 Also in this same collection is a stereoview glass plate photograph of the Fairfax 
County Courthouse attributed to Timothy H. O’Sullivan that is not quite identical to the third im-
age in Gardner’s Sketch Book, but from the arrangement of figures was very likely taken within 
minutes of the one that appears in Sketch Book.126  

This third photograph in Sketch Book is dated June 1863, and unlike Pywell’s photographs of the 
Slave Pen or the Marshall House, a number of photographs attributed to Sullivan appear in a cat-
alog of Gardner’s studio’s work dated September 1863, including several taken of and at the 
Fairfax County Courthouse in Alexandria at that time. It seems likely the photograph of the Fair-
fax Courthouse that appears in Sketch Book was taken when Gardner claims it was taken and not 
backdated like the photographs of the Marshall House and the Slave Pen.127 Given that material 
in this collection at the Library of Congress appears to come from photographers affiliated with 
Gardner and given that at least several of these subjects end up in Gardner’s Sketch Book, addi-
tional research could examine the creation and history of this collection and compare its contents 
to the images that appear in Gardner’s Sketch Book to determine the extent of the overlap be-
tween these two sets of photographs.  

These two additional photographs of the Marshall House (referred to here as the Library of Con-
gress plates) potentially taken on the same day as the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House 
are similar enough to each other that they could have been captured at nearly the same time and 
from the same location.  See the far-left side of Figure 58 for what appears to be the far-right 
side of an adjacent image on the same original glass plate, either the other half of a stereopair or 
a multi-part, sequential exposure like the Brady photograph of the Marshall House, Figure 59. 

There does not seem to be any change in perspective or parallax between the two images, nor 
does anything appear to change position between the two views, and it would seem more likely 
these are copies of the same exposure rather than separate halves of a stereopair. In any case, 
these two photographs are also taken from near the corner of King and Pitt Streets, but at ground 
level and several feet north of the intersection. Whereas the photograph in Gardner’s book cap-
tures the Marshall House and the businesses along King Street to the east, this photograph cap-
tures the Marshall House and the buildings along Pitt to the south.  
 

 

 
125 “Alexandria, Virginia. The Marshall house,” Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/2018670535/ and 
“Alexandria, Virginia. Marshall house,” Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/2018671430/.  
126 “[Fairfax Court House, Va. The courthouse], Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/item/2018666293/.  
127 Catalogue of Photographic Incidents of the War, From the Gallery of Alexander Gardner, Photographer to the 
Army of the Potomac, Corner of 7th and D Streets, Washington, D.C., September, 1863, H. Polkinhorn, Washington, 
1863, p.8, https://ia800600.us.archive.org/16/items/catalogueofphoto00gard/catalogueofphoto00gard.pdf.  

https://www.loc.gov/item/2018670535/
https://www.loc.gov/item/2018671430/
https://www.loc.gov/item/2018666293/
https://ia800600.us.archive.org/16/items/catalogueofphoto00gard/catalogueofphoto00gard.pdf
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They both capture the Dry Good Store sign of Julius Schonfield at 112 King Street, which ac-

Figure 59 

Figure 58 

https://www.loc.gov/item/2018670535/
https://www.loc.gov/item/2018671430/
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cording to the tax lists and discussed above, should not have existed prior to the annual 1865 as-
sessment conducted around May 1865, as well as the Oyster Bay sign around the corner on S. 
Pitt Street. These other two photographs are also the only other known photographs that show the 
same sign over the door to the Marshall House as seen in the Pywell photograph, also suggesting 
their temporal proximity to the Pywell photograph.  

To develop the argument that these two photographs and the Pywell photograph of the Marshall 
House were all captured on the same day, we can compare: 

• the items for sale in the window and hanging in front of Schonfield’s shop,  
• the position of the carriage or stagecoach at the right of the image, and  
• the location and the position of each window, and exterior and interior shutter.  

The arrangement of the people, the horse, and especially of the fabric hanging from Schonfield’s 
store strongly suggest the two Library of Congress plates were taken at the same moment and 
one may be a copy of the other. Of the approximately sixty windows and doors visible in both 
Pywell’s image and the Library of Congress plates, only three appear to be positioned differently 
between Pywell’s view and the Library of Congress plates. On the second floor the shutters:  

• directly above the door to the shop at 112 King are closed in Pywell’s photograph and 
cracked open in the others, 

• on the first window to the right along S. Pitt are open in Pywell’s photograph and closed 
in the others, and  

• on the third window from the right on the same wing are closed or cracked open in Py-
well’s photograph and open partially in the others.  

That the positions of only three windows or shutters had changed would indicate at least some 
time had elapsed between these views, but at the same time, suggests that maybe not a lot of time 
had elapsed between the shots.  

Unlike the photograph that appears in Gardner’s book, one of the Library of Congress plates in-
cludes a tree at the far right. From the presence of leaves on this tree, this photograph was not 
taken during the winter months. If this photograph was taken on the same day as the one taken 
by Pywell that appears in Gardner’s book, then this would also be true for the latter. In addition 
to what we have been able to demonstrate about the timing of the Pywell photograph above, the 
presence of leaves in this similar Library of Congress plate and the fact that many windows are 
open suggests the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House had to have been taken between Au-
gust 1, 1865, and late Fall 1865. By then all of the leaves would have fallen off of this tree and 
the windows would have been closed to regulate the temperature of the building. Additional re-
search should attempt to determine if these two Library of Congress plates were taken by Pywell 
on the same day he took his photograph of the Marhsall House that appears in Gardner’s Sketch 
Book. Further research could examine the shadows cast in these photographs of the Marshall 
House to estimate the time of year and time of day these photographs could have been taken.  

 

 



 

ALEXANDRIA CHRONICLE           FALL 2024 

CONCLUSION 
 Like with the Pywell photograph of the Slave Pen that appears on the following page of 
Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book of the War, examining the details visible in his photograph 
of the Marshall House and building the historical context for those details leads us to the conclu-
sion that Pywell’s photograph of the Marshall House cannot have been taken in August 1862, as 
Gardner claims on the published image.  

Based on the available Internal Revenue tax lists of Alexandria, Virginia, the earliest possible 
date that the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House could have been taken has to be sometime 
after the annual 1865 assessment conducted around May 1865. From the available advertise-
ments and notices in the newspaper, this date can be further refined to August 1, 1865, when 
James Entwisle re-organizes his book-selling business at 110 King Street “under the name and 
style of J. & W. J. Entwisle.” 

From information uncovered about the publication and sale of Gardner’s Photographic Sketch 
Book of the War, the last possible date that the Pywell photograph of the Marshall House could 
have been taken is February 6, 1866, when a copy of the book with all 100 plates was available 
for viewing in New York City. Realistically, the last possible date for the Pywell photograph of 
the Marshall House is almost certainly some undefined date prior to February 6, 1866, to allow 
for the preparation, printing, assembly, and distribution of Gardner’s book. The open windows 
visible in the Pywell photograph strongly suggest warmer, rather than colder weather. Similarly, 
if the glass plate image of the Marshall House held by the Library of Congress (specifically Fig-
ure 58 that shows a tree at the far right of the image) was also taken on the same day as the one 
that appears in Gardner’s book, then we can further support this conclusion. Therefore, the most 
likely end date that Pywell’s photograph could have been taken is sometime in late Fall 1865. 

We can conclude that rather than being taken in August 1862 as Gardner indicates on the 
published photograph, the William R. Pywell photograph of the Marshall House in Alexan-
dria, Virginia was taken at some point in an approximately three- or four-month long win-
dow starting August 1, 1865, and ending in the late fall of 1865.  

Three speculative attempts to explain the discrepancy between the date provided by Gardner and 
the date of the photograph as determined by the above analysis are as follows. First, Gardner 
may simply not have had access to Brady’s early-war photographs (or the photographs Gardner 
took while in the employ of Brady) of the Marshall House and Slave Pen at 1315 Duke Street 
when he was preparing Sketch Book for publication.128 A published catalogue of the work of 
Gardner’s studio dated September 1863 contains no entries for any photographs of the Marshall 
House or of the Slave Pen, nor does it contain any entries for photographs taken by Pywell.129 
This catalog would suggest that neither Gardner nor his studio had taken (or had access to) early-

 
128 Gardner’s Photographic Sketch Book of the Civil War, Alexander Gardner, Dover Edition, 1959, forward by E. F. 
Bleiler, [np]. 
129 Catalogue of Photographic Incidents of the War, From the Gallery of Alexander Gardner, Photographer to the 
Army of the Potomac, Corner of 7th and D Streets, Washington, D.C., September, 1863, H. Polkinhorn, Washington, 
1863, https://ia800600.us.archive.org/16/items/catalogueofphoto00gard/catalogueofphoto00gard.pdf. 
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war photographs of the Marshall House or the Slave Pen, or else they would be listed here for 
sale along with the rest of their work. 

Second, it is possible Gardner had access to existing photographs of the Marshall House and the 
Slave Pen, but his decision to have Pywell take new ones was simply one of editorial discretion. 
As described in his brief forward, Gardner 
conceived of his Sketch Book as a kind of vis-
ual narrative, “designed that it shall speak for 
itself.” It is possible, that for whatever reason, 
Gardner was not satisfied with the visual story 
told by any of the existing images for these 
two sites.  

Even if Gardner both possessed and was satis-
fied with early-war photographs of the Mar-
shall House and the Slave Pen, there exists a 
third possible explanation for why Pywell took 
his photographs of these two sites in the sec-
ond half of 1865. In the early morning of Sep-
tember 25, 1865, a fire broke out at Gardner’s 
Washington, D.C., studio and workshop (Fig-
ure 60).130 Initial reports suggested Gardner’s 
losses might reach several thousand dollars 
and noted that “a large number of photo-
graphs” were destroyed, either by the fire itself 
or the water used to put out the fire. One report 
noted a separate incident that occurred a few 
weeks prior in which one of Gardner’s em-
ployees left water running overnight, destroy-
ing “some very fine photographic scenes” 
while others were “seriously spoiled.”  

By October 4th, Gardner was advertising that 
his gallery was “ONCE MORE IN RUNNING 
ORDER” and that “business will be resumed THIS MORNING, 
(WEDNESDAY, October 4th).131  From the newspaper reports, it is not clear how many original 
glass plates (as opposed to photographic prints) were lost in the fire. The account in the Daily 
National Republican states, “A large number of pictures were safely removed from the building, 
one glass only having been broken,” but it is not clear if the one broken glass was among those 
removed from the building and broke in the process or if it was left behind and was the only one 
destroyed in the fire. In any of these cases (whether not having access to previously taken 
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Figure 60 
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photographs, not being satisfied with the existing photographs, or loss of existing photographs to 
a pair of accidents at his studio), Gardner would have needed to obtain new photographs for his 
book of these two important Alexandria sites located just across the Potomac River from his 
Washington, D.C. studio and gallery.  

These two opening photographs in Sketch Book (the Marshall House and the Slave Pen) are 
framed by Gardner as incidents or scenes encountered by Union troops during the opening phase 
of the war. In the case of the Slave Pen, it was used almost as a proxy for the entire institution of 
slavery and a major cause of the war in the first place. Given that he seems to have published 
late-war (or even post-war) photographs of these two sites, for Gardner to provide accurate 1865 
dates for these two photographs would undercut the perceived power of his photographs as eye-

witnesses to the events of the war, which is 
the way he framed his project.  
For an in-depth examination of Gardner’s 
body of photographic work as a kind of ideo-
logical discourse, see Makeda Best’s 2020 
Elevate the Masses: Alexander Gardner, 
Photography, and Democracy in Nineteenth-
Century America.132 Her chapter on Pywell’s 
photograph of the Slave Pen at 1315 Duke 

Street specifically discusses that image, places it in conversation with other 19th century aboli-
tionist imagery, and explains the moral role Gardner assigns it at the beginning of Sketch 
Book.133In the introduction to Sketch Book, Gardner contrasts the photographs contained within 
his book with “verbal representations of such places, or scenes,” which he says, “may or may not 
have the merit of accuracy.” He concludes this thought by writing, “but photographic present-
ments of them [the photographs] will be accepted by posterity with an undoubting faith.” Here, 
with just the first two images of his book, Gardner appears to be playing fast and loose with the 
“undoubting faith” of his audience by backdating these two photographs to better fit his narrative 
and his recounting of the recent war. In doing so, Gardner has made it more difficult for histori-
ans to document the Civil War-era history of these two specific sites without first uncovering his 
erroneous (or perhaps just outright falsified) dates and then determining the correct ones.  

This Alexandria-based research is not the first work that calls into question Gardner’s photo-
graphic practice (see, for example, Frederic Ray’s 1961 “The Case of the Rearranged Corpse” or 
William A. Frassanito’s 1975 Gettysburg: A Journey in Time, especially pages 175-176, 186-
192, and 222-226),134 but in uncovering two fabrications by Gardner on the first two images of 
Sketch Book, it further casts a shadow over Gardner’s self-proclaimed “merit of accuracy.” It is 
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Gettysburg: A Journey in Time, 1975 
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probably not fair to judge Gardner’s 
work by modern photojournalistic or 
historiographic standards, not only be-
cause these standards were much differ-
ent in Gardner’s time (if extant at all,) 
but because Gardner likely would not 
have considered himself either a photo-
journalist or a historian in the first 

place.135 That being said, the analysis presented in this report reminds us of the importance of 
understanding the origins and context of the historical datasets with which we as historians work.   
 

 
Part II of this deep dive into the Alexandria scenes in Gardner’s Sketch Book shows Gardner 
backdated Pywell’s photograph of the Marshall house for inclusion in his book. This analysis, 
based on historical newspaper items, Internal Revenue tax lists, and other photographs of the 
Marshall House, increases our confidence that Gardner also backdated Pywell’s photograph of 
the Slave Pen at 1315 Duke Street on the following page of his book (as discussed in Part I of 
this analysis). Ultimately, being able to correctly date the Pywell photograph of the Slave Pen at 
1315 Duke Street is of fundamental importance to the Office of Historic Alexandria’s efforts to 
understand the configuration of that building during its use as a Slave Pen and its efforts to inter-
pret the building as a museum of the domestic slave trade. Beyond this pair of Alexandria-spe-
cific conclusions, it is hoped that these two case studies build on a successful template for other 
researchers to examine critically, and bring order to, other Civil War-era photographs. 
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PhD in anthropology was awarded by the University of Maryland, College Park, with an empha-
sis on historical archaeology, plantation and urban slavery, and geographic information systems 
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ginia report, which documents the history of the Alexandria Slave Pen at 1315 Duke Street. He 
co-wrote an article for Slate titled “The Brig Named Uncas: The story of an all-American slave 
ship,” presented Exposing the Alexandria Slave Pen: Historical Photographs, Engravings, and 
Illustrations of 1315 Duke Street at the Alexandria Lyceum, and was the keynote speaker for the 
2016 Alexandria Historical Society Student Awards.  
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