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Berkeley Plantation, Virginia

By CANON J. E. GETHYN-JONES

Presidential Address delivered at Wheatstone Hall, Glouceséer, 22 March 1975

- APOLOGIA

. THE SUBJECT of my presidential address, although closely concerned with Bristol and Gloucester-
shire, has hitherto attracted little or no attention in Britain. Consequently it was astonishing to dis-
cover early in its preparation that Dr J. Thirsk of Oxford was engaged.on a contribution for our
Society’s centenary volume which appeared to threaten an overlap. I am grateful to Dr Thirsk for
the courtesy of an interview which revealed that our papers, far from duplicating each other, were
in a measure complementary.

THE BACKGROUND AND DEVELOPMENT

The discovery of the New World, it has been said, is much the greatest event in the history of the
Old.* Columbus discovered ‘America’ in 1492. We are reminded, however, that ‘Attempts from
Bristol to find rumoured islands in the Atlantic go back . . . as early as 1480’.2 In 1497 John Cabot
sailed from that port and made a landfall im the New World. The importance of this voyage lies in
the fact that it was the mainland of America which had been discovered, at a time when the
Spaniards were concerned only with the West Indies. It is humiliating, remembering Cabot’s feat,
to realize that whereas Spain, Portugal and, later, France began colonisation on the mainland in
the early part of the 16th century, it was not until 1607 that the first permanent British settlement
was established at Jamestown in Virginia.

A study of the early settlements in Virginia must of necessity draw heavily upon the State
Papers (Colonial) and the records of the Virginia Company of London. The student interested in the
foundation of the Berkeley Plantation on the James River in 1619, and its early development, has
however another major source of original material, namely the Smyth Papers, many of which are
now in America. These papers no doubt prompted an American historian® to write that Berkeley
‘ts the most thoroughly recorded of all plantations’.

The printed Colonial Papers, though sparse in detailed information, give some idea of the fluctu-
ating fortunes of the settlement projects in Virginia, and the hazards by land and sea encountered
by the Elizabethan and early 17th-century colonizers and the merchant venturers who played so
great a part in the founding of that state. The opening entry (1574) reported that committees had

The numbering of the Smyth papers follows that of The Smyth of Nibley Papers, 1613-1674, on pages 186-go
in the New York Public Library Bulletin of July 1897. These manuscripts were bought by a Mr Alexander
Maitland and given by him to the above library. The majority of the Smyth quotations are taken from those
papers published in the N.Y.P.L. Bulletin. :

1. A. L. Rowse, The Elizabethans and America (Trevelyan Lectures, Cambridge 1958), (London 1959), 1.
2. Ibid., 159. There were, of course, legendary claims of much earlier explorations and landfalls in the far
west., ’

3. C. D. Dowdey, The Great Plantation (Charles City, Virginia, 1957), 29. The account of the Harrisons of
Berkeley, Virginia, draws heavily on this work.
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been set up to confer upon ‘intended discovery and attempt in the northern parts of America’, and
that they were ‘well persuaded that the country is very fruitful; inhabited with savage people of
a mild and tractable disposition’.% In 1578 Queen Elizabeth granted letters patent to Sir Humphrey
Gilbert to discover and take possession of all remote and barbarous lands unoccupied by any
Christian prince or people.

An entry dated August 1586 relating to Virginia, recorded that Adventurers, including Sir
Richard Grenville—Raleigh’s cousin—had ‘discovered so many rare and singular commodities in
the Queen’s new kingdom of Virginia, as by the universal opinion of all the apothecaries and
merchants there, no state in Christendom doth yield better and more plentiful’. Sir Walter Raleigh
is termed their ‘noble patron’. Alarm at possible Spanish interference is clearly indicated by reports
that “The strength of Spain doth altogether grow from the mines of her treasures’ (a reference, no
doubt, to her conquests in central and southern America) and ‘the tyranny of Spain . . . will not be
suffered . . . to triumph’. Other dangers, such as famine, are obviously also feared. Sir Walter
Raleigh’s attempt at settlement in Virginia failed, in spite of having ‘stored it with cattle, fruits and

lants’.

’ Little further relating to Virginia can be traced in the Colonial Papers until 1606, when in April
of that year a grant of land ‘of Virginia, between 34 and 45 degrees of north latitude, to be divided
into two several colonies’, was made to certain gentlemen. These included ‘Sir Thos. Gates, Sir
Geo. Somers, Rich. Hakluyt, Prebendary of Westminster, Edw. Maria Wingfield, Thos. Hamon,
Raleigh Gilbert, Wm. Parker, Geo. Popham and divers others.” The pre-requisite for successful
colonization in Virginia—as had been demonstrated by the Elizabethan failures—was peace at
home and on the high seas. This King James had achieved, at least from 1604 to 1621, precarious
though that peace was.

The incentives were various and interwoven. First, naturally, came finance, the adventurers
and merchants seeking the rewards of exploration and exploitation of settlement in a new land and
the pecuniary advantages of an expanding overseas market for home products. Secondly, to many,
Virginia held out the promise of future release from the somewhat restrictive conventions in
England, and the possibility of personal fame and fortune. Lastly, there was the religious motive,
the urge to convert and educate the native, and later in the century to obtain freedom of worship.
The early establishment of Henrico College, near the site of present-day Richmond, symbolized
the last of those feelings.

A Captain Newport returned from Virginia in the summer of 1607 and reported that the ad-
venturers could not ‘yet be at peace with the natives; but had fortified themselves and built a
small town which they call James Town’. The documents for 160g/10—termed ‘the starving times’
—-contain many references to the problems of settlement in Virginia, the hazards of the sea voyage
and the tragedies which had occurred, while in 1612 disquieting reports came from the British
Ambassador at Madrid that Spain was making preparations to destroy the British plantation in
Virginia, and in October news arrived from Seville that the English in Virginia had been over-
thrown. This latter report proved untrue, but in 1614 Sir Thomas Gates, on returning from the
colony, stated that if the ‘plantation be not presently supplied, it will fall to the ground’, but at the
same time spoke of the ‘wonderful commodities’ which could be obtained by patience and invest-
ment.

4. The printed Colonial Papers, Vol. 1 on page 1 record that: ‘(The names of the Committees are Alderman
Hart, Messrs. Spencer, Wil. Burrough, Hoddesdon, Towerson, Slayne, Stapers, Maye, John Castlelin, and
Leake. In Domestic Corresp. Eliz., Vol. xcv, No. 63, Cal. p. 475, will be found a Petition to the Queen dated 22
March 1574 to allow of an enterprise for discovery of sundry rich and unknown lands, ‘“fatally reserved for
England and for the honor of Your Majt¥”” which is endorsed ““Sir Humphrey Gilbert, Sir Geo. Peckham, Mr.
CARLILE, and Sir Ric. Greenvile, and others, voiages.”)’. On the same page, and presumably relative to the
same date, it is stated that the Committees ‘propose that one hundred men be conveyed thither [the northern
parts of America], to remain one year, . . . The charges will amount to 4,000£:* the city of Bristol having very
readily offered 1,000£,* the residue remains to be furneshed by the city of London.’

* Text has small L, ie., 1.
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It is against such a background that the Berkeley venture must be viewed. Early in the 17th
century the interest of two local men, George Thorpe of Wanswell Court, Berkeley, a dedicated
Virginia colonist,® and John Smyth of North Nibley and steward ‘of the Berkeley estates, was
aroused by the potential of the colonization projects. Thorpe became a member of the Virginia
Company and was elected on to the council, while Smyth’s investments began in 1612.

In February 1618,% after considerable preliminary negotiations, Smyth entered into partner-
ship with Thorpe, Richard Berkeley of Stoke Gifford, Sir William Throckmorton of Clearwell in
Newland and Sir George Yardley, Governor of Virginia, to take up a number of 100 acre shares at
£12 105 od. All except Yardley, who speedily withdrew from the partnership, bought ten shares
and agreed ‘to place preachers, build churches, school houses and such like works of charity’, for
which a further 1,500 acres were allotted by the Virginia Company. The venturers were also to
receive a further 50 acres for every person they transported at their charge, provided these remained
three years or died there.

In a later indenture, when Yardley and Throckmorton had withdrawn and William Tracy had
bought the latter’s shares, it was reiterated that the settlers ‘shall apply themselves and their labour
in a large and competent manner to the plantinge sowinge settinge making working and procuringe
of good and staple comodities, in and upon the lands granted to them, as namely, corne, wine, oyle,
silk gras, flax pitch and tarre, sope ashes and potashes, iron, clapboards, and other materials, . . . and
not wholly or chiefly upon Tobacco’.?

Thorpe wrote to Yardley on 18 February 1618/1g that their ship had been windbound in Ireland,
and so they had ‘lost this season, but'doe entend (god willinge) that shee shall leave . . . by the first
of August next with fifty men furneshed for that country’. The Margaret, 45 tons ‘or thereabouts’,
was hired in August from Edward Williams, ‘marchant owner’, of Bristol at £33 per month of 28
days, counting from sailing, which was to be from the ‘port of Bristol (called Hungrode) with the
first fayre wynd and weather . . . after the xvth day of September next ensuinge’,® to the day of
return. A bond of £400 was given by the principals, and an agreement drawn up whereby John
Woodleefe of Prestwood, Bucks., should ‘be Captayne and governor over’ the expedition in accord-
ance with the instructions of the partners.

On 4 September the sponsors agreed that the settlement should be called Berkeley, and ‘their
lands and territories about the Berkeley Hundred’, and that costs and profits should be divided
between the four. On the same day Captain Woodleefe received detailed ‘Ordinances directions and
Instructions for the government of our men and servants in the Towne and hundred of Berkeley
in Virginia’. :

These instructions begin by stating that ‘the day of our ships arrivall at the place assigned for
plantacon . . . shall be yearly and perpetually kept as a day of thanksgiving to Almighty god’. The
Lord’s Day was to be kept holy, and ‘all bodily labour and vain sports and scandolous recreations
be refrained . . . [and] . . . all other festivalls and holidayes be observed’. Daily prayers were ordered,
and absentees therefrom ‘shall be punished with the losse of his supp’.? Woodleefe was required to
take ‘especiall care for the choice of the place where you first sett downe and entend for your
settled habitacon’ . . . that it be ‘healthy for ayre’ and should have fresh water and good harbour
facilities. A building programme was outlined in principle, and guards for the town were to be set
nightly and all duties apportioned.

Why did Berkeley figure so early in V1rgu:ua9 Several of the lords of Berkeley from the 14th
century had played a distinguished part in naval exercise and battle. They had also kept vessels
which traded as far as Bordeaux. Berkeley, with extensive frontage on the Severn, had been a port
from early days with its ships engaged in coastal and overseas trade. Thus the men of Berkeley
were familiar with the sea. Smyth, a shrewd businessman and historian, probably saw that the
Virginian venture was socially desirable, giving to many land-hungry people in England, and es-
pecially in the Berkeley vale and along the Cotswold edge, the hope and opportunity for bettering

5. Dowdey, 29. 6. Indenture dated 3rd February 1618/1g—Smyth 34.
7. Smyth z%—mnote at end. 8. Smyth 317, 9. Smyth 3z8..
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themselves by the acquisition of land and, maybe, making their fortune. The sociological and in-
dustrial conditions of the period must be borne in mind, and doubtless encouraged some to grasp at
almost any hope of employment or security. The repercussions of these conditions may be seen in
The Margaret’s bills of lading and the nominal roll of the Berkeley party, for example, ‘Payd
William Clement for the relife of his wife in his absence and for redemtion of his tooles that were
pawned xiiij%’, and ‘to Humphrey Plant Carpenter and Sawyer for his 3 years wages beforehand to
pay his dets x15". Berkeley townsmen at that period still had in their midst the basic trades render-
ing them largely self supporting, and many such trades, occupations and professions are recorded
amongst the Berkeley party on The Margaret:—carpenter, cook, cooper, fisherman, fowler,
gardener, gunsmith, joiner, sawyer, shingler, shoemaker, smith, surgeon, tailor and turner. Some
men combined two such skills. These factors may well have influenced the speed with which
Berkeley entered the settlement race.

The names of that first party have a distinctly ‘modern’ ring, for example, Nelme, Cole, Peirse,
Sandford and Partridge, while the inventory includes ‘24 muskets, 16 swords, 2 church bibles, 28
payre of yarne stockings and 200 payre of shoes, tools of many varieties, 16,000 nayles, 100s of
pounds of cheese, one tun of sider and much beer’. The list fills 10 pages and shows the care of the
planning, and that goods had been brought from as far away as London as well as the Vale, Forest
and Cotswold, and that some items were taken by boat from Berkeley to Bristol. It is fortunate
that amongst the Smyth papers is a log kept by Ferdinando Yate during the voyage.1°

Yate began the log thus:—‘I was wished by Mr. George thorpe to take a note of everie daies
travil upon the seas’. The Margaret sailed from Bristol at 8 a.m. on 16 September, but because of
headwinds it was a considerable time before they ‘lost sight of lundie’. There are frequent refer-
ences to strong gales when they were compelled ‘to strike our topsails’—occasionally all sails—and,
strange to relate, they sometimes lay becalmed. Finally on 30 November, after many tribulations
—at times they were ‘in much extremetie’—they ‘came to anker in chespeak baie’ at what is now
Hampton. The next day they sailed up the James River, and on 4 December landed at the Berkeley
Grant, the new Berkeley Hundred. The first and perhaps the more hazardous part of their expedi-
tion was over, and consequently they at once assembled together to thank God for His many
mercies. This was no spontaneous reaction, although there must have been an element of spon-
taneity in their thanksgiving, for Captain Woodleefe would have recalled the first of the instructions
issued before they sailed.

The grant where the Berkeley Company landed on 4 December 1619, had a three-miles frontage
on the wide James River and contained 8,000 acres of meadowland and virgin forest. From Smyth’s
papers one learns that before their ship was unloaded, two public buildings, a storehouse and an
assembly hall for meals and worship, were erected, and primitive dwellings, averaging 25 ft x 18 ft
by 12 ft high, and made of peeled and split logs, were built. The colonists, for such they riow were,
also constructed a wooden palisade for the protection of their homes and animals, and their future
corn crops and gardens against possible ravages of the Indians and wild beasts such as wolves, bears
and ‘wild cats’. The fence, according to the sponsors’ instructions, was to be 73 ft high, and should
enclose ‘400 acres (or more)’ and must be completed ‘with all convenient expedicon’.

In January 1620 The Margaret sailed for England, and the people of the Berkeley Hundred
were alone. There were, of course, other English settlers in the same naked wilderness, but these,
during the severe winter weather, were seldom seen. The first task of the Berkeley folk, as with
all colonists, was to become self-supporting, and to this end they at once planted Indian corn,
English wheat and garden crops. They experimented too, with mulberry trees and vines, and soon
began preparations for the growing of tobacco, which, from the first, had been looked upon as the
major commercial crop. That first winter tested the adaptability of the colonists, who, because of
their understandable inexperience and the high rate of illness and death, failed, as did other planta-
tions, to achieve any real degree of self-sufficiency.

In February 161g/20 The London Merchant sailed with supplies for Virginia.ll George Thorpe

10. Smyth 13. 11. Smyth 31? and V.C.L. No. 162.
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(described in a later Virginia Company record as ‘Deputie for the College Land’) was one of the
party, and with him went three servants and another who appears to have paid his own passage.
The supplies, some of which were destined for the Berkeley Plantation, included six cattle, hogs-
heads of white wine, vinegar, salt, meal, oil and 40 pairs of knitted stockings. In the same document
Smyth wrote that Sir William Throckmorton ‘hath quit the partnership’ and that the remaining
sponsors would share the extra costs. The indenture assigning Sir William’s plantation share to a
relation, William Tracy, was signed on 7 May 1620. It is interesting, and perhaps significant, that
William Tracy came from Hailes and was a member of the tobacco-growing family in that area.12

On 1 June Smyth wrote to Berkeley saying, inter alia, that he was dissatisfied with Woodleefe’s
administration of the plantation—‘we have a governor none of the wisest providentest nor obser-
vantest of our direccons breaking through orders . . . T fear the old Virginian trick of surprise of
letters (if not counterfeiting also) is cast upon us by Mr. Woodleefe’. The Virginia Company on 12
July commissioned!3 Tracy to take command, as master and captain, of The Supply (70 tons) with
its crew and passengers, totalling 65 persons, then being fitted out at Bristol for the support of the
Berkeley Plantation. Tracy encountered severe personal and financial problems before sailing in
September, bearing with him a mandate from the sponsors,1¢ stating that ‘each of us doth revoke
repeale disanull determyne and make voyd’ Woodleefe’s commission, and passing the final authority
over to. Thorpe.and Tracy. At the same time Berkeley and Smyth wrote to Thorpe,!5 notifying
him of the ‘commission to discharge the government and authority'. . . if you have cause to make
use thereof’. With this party sailed the wife, son and daughter of Thomas Coopy, a carpenter who
had gone with the initial company, and the wives of several of the new settlers. Tracy too brought
his wife, son and daughter, raising the number of women to 12, one of whom jumped ship in
Ireland! The accounts for this follow-up expedition also occupy many pages.

It is clear that all had been far from well at the Berkeley plantation—over and above Wood-
leefe’s mishandling. Thorpe, writing to Smyth, on 1g December 1620, reported that ‘you will
heare many strainge reports both of the death of our own people and of others yeat be not dis-
couraged . . . I. .. am persuaded that more do die here of the disease of theire minds than of theire
body by having this countrey victualls overpraised in England and by not knowinge they shall
drink water here although god-be thanked this countrey meands in plentie of victuall everie daie’.
Later in the report Thorpe said ‘we have found a waie to make so good drinke of Indian corne as I
protest I have divers times refused to drink good stronge English beare and chosen to drink that’.
Thus Bourbon whiskies were first distilled, a drink much favoured by Virginians today. He con-
tinued in the same cheerful vein.

After a period of reorganization Thorpe handed over to Tracy certain of the responsibilities for
the plantation. This was understandable, because, after all, Tracy was a quarter shareholder of the
Company. Thorpe then went over the river for a time to Henrico College, which had recently been
established. Here his enthusiasm for missionary enterprise—perhaps his greatest passion—found
Full scope, and he brought to his work in the college ‘a selfless zeal rarely equalled in those early
days’.17 Thorpe, in spite of his scholastic commitments, continued to bear a considerable part of
the burden of the administration of the Berkeley Hundred, and on the death of Tracy in April
1621 he resumed full responsibility.

By this time about 80 men, women and children had arrived in the Berkeley Plantatlon, but
of these a number had died, mainly during the first winter when they were ill-prepared for the
severity of the weather. In addition others, disillusioned and disheartened, returned to England.

12. Dr J. Thirsk in her essay, Projects for Gentlemen, Jobs for the Poor, Mutual Aid in the Vale of Tewkesbury,
1600—1630, to be published in our Society’s centenary volume, draws attention to the sudden development of a
tobacco industry in the Tewkesbury-Winchcombe area during 161g. The Tracys of Toddington, almost at the
centre of this venture, were one of the principal families involved. The government, under pressure from the
Virginia Company, whose hopes of profits from their settlements along the James River depended iitially
largely upon their tobacco exports, banned the growing of that commodity in England after 31 December 161g.

-13. Smyth z2%2 14. Smyth 322, The actual document of revocation is Smyth 323,

15. Smyth 328, 16. Smvth 338, 17. Dowdey, 4o.
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By 1621 the Virginia Company was worried by delays in the establishment of their iron foundry.
Their three principal men brought over for this purpose had died. They selected, as a replacement,
John Berkeley of Beverstone, who is described as ‘a successful iron works proprietor’.1® With him
came his son Maurice, three servants and ‘twenty skilled workers from the same Gloucestershire
iron section’.!® Berkeley sited the foundry on the banks of Falling Creek, and promised that it
would be fully operational by 24 March 1622. It is important to note that the Virginia Company
invested in this project ‘Funds amounting to £14,000 which had been raised to support the uni-
versity at Henricus’.? During the summer of 1621, possibly due to the drive and foresight of
Thorpe, more durable materials, e.g., bricks, were starting to be used at Berkeley in home con-
struction, and the whole colony—not only Berkeley Plantation—was beginning to take root and
shape. Fresh settlers increased in numbers, and by the spring of 1622 the total in Virginia had
reached approximately 1,200.

This sudden increase in settlers, and the more permanent nature of the developing plantations
dismayed the Indians, who secretly planned the annihilation of the whole colony. Their plans—
no one knows who devised and organized them, though the Spaniards have been suspected—have
been described as ‘the best kept secret in the history of Virginia’. During the winter of 162122
the Indians sought to establish most cordial relations with the colonists. This was warmly welcomed.
Trading between the colonists and Indians, conducted in a very friendly manner, increased, and
the natives were welcomed into many white homes. Early on 22 March 1622—it was Good Friday
that year—groups of supposedly friendly Indians entered the Berkeley Plantation (and other plan-
tations) and were received most hospitably.

Suddenly, with no warning, the visitors snatched up muskets, knives, hatchets, clubs and any-
thing which might serve as a weapon, and turned upon their hosts, who fought desperately for
their lives, and in some cases beat off the assault. The records relating to this massacre are not
complete. In the Berkeley Hundred it is known that at least eleven were murdered, and eight were
unaccounted for. Five Berkeley settlers were killed at nearby plantations. A casualty list compiled
after the massacre reveals that of the 8o or so souls who had come out to the Berkeley Plantation—
and that included at least eight who had returned to England—48 were recorded as dead. Thus,
with the eight unaccounted for, less than 20 survived the initial three years of the settlement.
Twenty-seven settlements were attacked that Good Friday, and many were completely wiped
out—74 persons were killed at one plantation. The death roll that morning was believed to have
been at least 34¢,2! almost one-third of the colony’s total population. The plantations were the real
sufferers, for word had reached Jamestown, the main centre of population, in good time, and the
defences held.

What of Captain Thorpe? That morning he was in the college, and when warned that the
Indians had entered the compound and were massacring the whites, he refused to believe it. He
went out, unarmed, to talk with, and if necessary to reason with, his children, as he often called .
them. Four Indians at once attacked him, and, with faith still in his converts, he was clubbed and
stabbed to death. His body, and those of the others killed at the college, were then horribly muti-
lated. More than one man in later centuries has, I believe, been designated a missionary martyr
with less real justification.

The havoc at the iron works was exceptional. Berkeley and twenty-one of his people were killed,
and the works, tools and machinery wrecked beyond salvage. Thus died both the foundry project
and the educational dream of Henrico, for, understandably, surviving settlers and new arrivals
were reluctant to subscribe fresh money for the sake of rebuilding a college to educate and convert
members of tribes who so recently had tortured and murdered hundreds of their relations and

18. F. E. Lutz, Chesterfield, An Old Virginia County (Richmond, Virginia, 1954), 36.

19. Thid. 20. Ibid.
21. Dowdey, 47- Lutz, 38 puts the figure at 374, but adds, ‘the number is believed to have been much Iarger

it being to the interest of the London Company to minimize the loss for fear of the adverse effect . . . on .
recruitment of new settlers.’ .
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friends. Their policy instead was now to make war, to kill and to spoil, activated no doubt by
thoughts of revenge, and as an insurance for the future. Maurice Berkeley (the son) was not present
that morning and survived, as did two children who hid in the bush. It is suggested that Maurice,
who married Barbara, dau ghter of Sir Walter Large, is the ancestor of the present-day V1rg1n1an
Berkeleys. 22

The repercussions of the massacre, considerable as they were in Virginia, must have had great
effect also upon life in the Berkeley vale and along the Cotswold edge—as indeed in other areas of
England. Margaret, widow of George Thorpe, wrote to Smyth in June of that year saying that she
had not heard for some time from her husband and stressing her embarrassed financial position.
There must have been many other widows and families in Gloucestershire facing similar problems
and privations as a result of that concerted Indian raid.

Efforts were made to re-establish some plantations, but many were finally abandoned and sold.
Fourteen Berkeley colonists, ten men and four women, returned later to the charred ruins of their
homies on the plantation, and began the gigantic task of rebuilding their lives and fortunes. These
were joined in June by four fresh settlers, who, until their arrival, were unaware of the massacre.
Several others came in August.23

Smyth, joining the relief operations being mounted in England, sent support as well as instruc-
tions and encouragement to the tiny community at Berkeley, but conditions were made worse for
the plantations lacking powerful local connections or support, by an event which signalled the end
of an era. The massacre, the Virginia Company’s ‘continued failiour to pay cash dividends, and
the hostility of the Crown to Sir Edward Sandys’,2* the powerful figurehead of the company, were,
no doubt, the reasons why the company’s charter was revoked on 24 May 1624, whereupon
Virginia was created a royal colony and its people came under the control of the Grown.

It soon became obvious that Smyth was finding it difficult at a distance to deal with the increasing
problems facing the Berkeley settlers. Thorpe and Tracy, his co-sponsors and men of influence, who
might well have saved the day, were dead, as were all the other men of standing who had made the
voyage to Berkeley. Those who remained were unable to withstand the powerful vested interests
which were now developing under the new regime, some of whom were none too honest if reports
received by Smyth bear any relation to the truth. The situation is exemplified by a letter received
by Smyth in 1632. The writer, Thomas Combe, reported that ‘the Governour is not so much our
Frend as he professed to be, which I pray Mr. Berkeley and you to take notice of, and to write to
him accordingly. He makes over our Cattle to others rather for theire advantage than ours, for
Milton [one of the two survivors of the original party] would have kept them as he did, and have
bred us some increase, I doubt now our increase will be given away in favour to those that kepe
them . . . we lost there more good than they were woorth both by the Governour and the Counsell.’23
These were sad days for Berkeley, the town and hundred of which were, it was reported, almost
obliterated. A dream of great promise had faded, but the darkness was that which precedes a new
day. Although the ‘plantation’s future lay not with its Gloucestershire counterpart,28 yet the brief
details of that future must be recorded.

The whole Virginian picture too was changing, with conquest giving way to permanent resi-
dence, and adventurers being replaced by yeoman colonists, who in their turn were bought out or
forced out by men of ambition and substance. Local autonomy was rapidly being replaced by a
central authority, the Council of Virginian Landowners.

In 1634 a Benjamin Harrison, clerk to the Virginian council, wrote to John Smyth attesting the
inventory of the late George Thorpe’s effects. The major item was 1,3233 Ibs of tobacco—a valuable

22. ‘Berkeley Manuscripts’, William & Mary College Quarterly Historical Magazine, VI (January 1898), 135ft.

23. Smyth 37,

24. Virginia State Library Publication No. 25. 4 Hornbook of Virginia (revised edn 1965), 63.

25. Smyth 41.

26. This may not be correct, for some present members of the Harrison family believe that they ongmated
in the Berkeley area of Gloucestershxre, if not in Berkeley itself.
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commodity. Harrison is described by Dowdey as an obscure person, implying humble origin, who
came to Virginia sometime after the massacre, and who managed by influence to obtain the post of
clerk to the council. Was he so obscure? Could there not be a very plausible reason for his appoint-
ment and his subsequent comparative prominence?

The Colonial Papers record on 6 March 1621 a grant by the governor of Virginia, Sir George
Yardley, ‘to George Harrison, of Charles City [only a few miles from Berkeley], gentleman, who
hath abode in the colony three years, of 200 acres of land, situated on the opposite side of the river
over against the Government Mansion House to be doubled by the Virginia Company when suffi-
ciently planted and peopled.’ It is clear that George Harrison was a person of standing and substance.
Might not Benjamin have been his son or a near-relative? Benjamin, whatever his origins or con-
nections, prospered, and was elected to the House of Burgesses in 1641—the year Sir William
Berkeley of Bruton was appointed governor of Virginia. In the following year Benjamin bought 500
acres of land, and two years later his son, Benjamin II was born.

Benjamin II increased the family’s holdings and enhanced its social standing, becoming sheriff of
the county, a member of the House of Burgesses and finally, at 53, a member of the council. In
1691 he bought the Berkeley Hundred, which had suffered many vicissitudes since the 1640s, and
which he handed over to his son, Benjamin IIT (born in 1673), who with two of his sisters married
into the principal colonjal families, thus setting the seal on the family fortunes. One of these sisters,
Sarah, caused a sensation at her wedding by interrupting the priest (who was asking her to make the
declaration of obedience) with the comment ‘No obey’, repeating the statement a second time—-
and she won her point!

Benjamin IIT died in 1710 (two years before his father) leaving his wife to cope with the young
children and the plantation—and how well the dual task was performed. Benjamin IV married
Anne Carter, a daughter of his father’s great friend and reputedly the richest man in Virginia,
hence his nickname ‘King Carter’—he owned 330,000 acres and over 1,000 slaves. It was Benjamin
IV who, in 1726, built the Georgian mansion house at Berkeley which over the next hundred
years became the meeting place for the leading politicians and military personalities of Virginia,
and later, of the United States—every American president from George Washington (1789 and
1793) to James Buchanan (1857) was entertained within its walls.

Benjamin V, Colonel Harrison, a close friend of George Washington, was a member of the
Continental Congress, a signatory of the Declaration of Independence (4 July 1776), and an active
but moderate revolutionary who played, with Washington, an important part in the dark, difficult
and dangerous days between the Declaration of Independence and the peace treaty of 1783. He was
three times governor of Virginia. This tragic conflict, the product of British arrogance and avarice
and colonial youthful impetuosity and intolerance, brought calamity to Berkeley. General Arnold,
traitor to his fellow Americans, led his English troops on Berkeley, and, in spite against Colonel
Harrison, deliberately removed and burnt all family portraits hanging within the house.

The Colonel’s younger son, William Henry, gained a high reputation as a frontiersman, both
as a statesman and Indian fighter, earning the nickname of ‘Old Tippecanoe’. In 1841 he was
elected president of the United States. His brother, Benjamin VI, who had inherited the plantation,
lacked initiative, ambition and ability. In 1799, aged 44, he died an utter failure, and the sun had
begun to set on the Berkeley fortunes. Benjamin VII was but 12 when his father died. He inherited
debt and decay, and unfortunately, he had neither the energy nor the shrewdness of the first five
Benjamins. He died in 1842, and soon afterwards the Bank of the United States foreclosed on his
son, Benjamin VIII, and Berkeley was bought by his distant kinsman, Hill Carter.

The estate was worked by a succession of planters until the fratricidal war between the northern
and southern states broke out. During that war Berkeley Plantation, known temporarily as Harri-
son’s landing, served for a time as GHQ for General McClellan, and it was while stationed at
Berkeley, in the summer of 1862, that General Butterfield composed Taps, the U.S. army call
" comparable to our Last Post. 100,000 troops, some put the figure at 140,000, descended upon the
plantation, reducing, within hours, the fields and gardens to a muddy paste, and the mansion house,
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used as a temporary hospital—to a shambles, to which the owners did not return. In 1888 a grand-
son of Colonel Harrison—yvet another Benjamin—became president of the United States. He too,
in his youth, had stayed at the ancestral home, Berkeley. Towards the end of the 1gth century, the
plantation was again occupied for marginal farming, but it appeared that, metaphorically, the
words sic transit gloria mundi were written large upon its walls.

In 1gog, however, a New York Scotsman, Mr John Jamieson, bought the wrecked manor house
and 1,400 acres of the plantation. His son, Malcolm, with the vision and energy of the original
colonists or the earlier Harrisons, some years later began the task of reclamnation and restoration,
The result is remarkable, for Berkeley, phoenix-like, has risen from the ashes of the dead, and is
once more a working plantation, possessing the gracious dignity of the 4ge of Elegance, which it
shares with the thousands of visitors who come annually to see for themselves some little of their
country’s past refinement and gentility.

No account of Berkeley Plantation is complete today without some reference to a movement
which began in 1gz1. During that year Mr Jamieson heard from Dr Tyler, president of William
and Mary College, Williamsburg, of the Smyth papers in New York, and of the instructions given
to the first Berkeley party in 1619 relating to the holding of a Thanksgiving Service upon the
landing at their grant, and its annual observance in perpetuity. Both Mr Jamieson and Dr Tyler
realized the implication. It had been generally accepted for many years that the first Thanksgiving
Service in American history had been that held by the Pilgrim Fathers in Massachusetts in 1621.
Smyth’s original papers now proved conclusively that the Berkeley Thanksgiving Service in Vir-
ginia antedated that in Massachusetts by nearly two years. Patriotism welled up within them. This
fact—important to them—mMuUsT be made known, and, if possible, accepted nationally. The move-
ment grew, and by the 1950s was state-wide. '

The Virginia Thanksgiving Festival Inc. was established in 1958, as a ‘non-profit-making
organisation composed of business, religious and civic leaders in Virginia. Its purpose was to gain
appropriate recognition for Virginia’s documented claim to the first official Thanksgiving in
America—held at Berkeley Hundred, now Berkeley Plantation, in December 1619.” In 1961 a
delegation from Virginia, headed by State Senator John Wicker, Jr., challenged the Governor of
Massachusetts on the subject.

In 1962 the president of America, John F. Kennedy—himself a Massachusetts man—in his
presidential address credited the Pilgrim Fathers with America’s first Thanksgiving Service. This
drew an immediate protest from Mr Wicker in the form of the following telegram.

WESTERN UNION TELEGRAM
Honorable John F. Kennedy : -
President of the United States of America
Washington D.C.

Your Presidential Proclamation erroneously credits Massachusetts Pilgrims with America’s first Thanksgiving
observance. As we demonstrated a year ago to the Governor of Massachusetts by original historical records of
the Congressional Lihrary, America’s first Thanksgiving was actually celebrated in Virginia in 1619 more than
a year before the Pilgrims ever landed, and nearly two years before the Massachusetts Thanksgiving.
Virginia’s claim was officially recogmzed by President Abraham Lincoln nearly a century ago and further sub-
stantiated, by Historian Dabney’s comprehensne article in the Novemher 19, 1958 Saturday Evening Post.
As a matter of fairness, please issue an approprlate correction.

John H. Wicker

Honorary Chairman
Richmond Thanksgiving Festival.

The President’s reply a few weeks later was magnanimous:

THE WHITE HOUSE—WASHINGTON
Dear Mr. Wicker,
The President has asked me to reply to your telegram about the Thanksgiving Proclamation statement. You
are quite right; and I can only plead an unconquerable New England bias on the part of the White Honse Staff.
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We are all grateful to you for reminding us of the Berkeley Hundred Thanksgiving; and I can assure you that

the error will not be repeated in the future.
Arthur Schlesinger, jr.

Special Assistant to the President.

The President, in his address on 23 November 1963, made full amends by saying ‘Over three
centuries ago, our forefathers in Virginia and in Massachusetts, far from home in a lonely wilder-
ness, set aside a time of Thanksgiving . . .”, thus giving pride of place to the Berkeley Service in
Virginia.

We in the west of England, and especially those in Gloucestershire and Avon, can feel a sense of
pride that men from our area formulated the original instructions and took part in that service.
To me it was a never-to-be-forgotten experience to stand on that historic Berkeley site in Virginia
and to give what they termed ‘the keynote address’ during the service when in November 1974
we commemorated the z55th anniversary of that first Thanksgiving Service in American History.

APPENDICES
1 Nominal rolls of the Berkeley plantation parties

The names of those who sailed with Captain Woodleefe in September 1619, those who accompanied
George Thorpe of Wanswell Court, Berkeley, in March 1620 and the party commanded by William
Tracy of Hailes in September 1629, are here added. The identification of some of these has been
suggested. I hope to undertake, at a later date, a more detailed survey, and would be grateful for
information of any of the named persons whose identity can be fully established.

Smyth 3 (9)
LIST OF SETTLERS SENT IN 1619
September A lyst of the men nowe sent for plantacon
1619. vnder Captayne Woodleefe governor.
-Their names
(fferdinando Yate, gent . . . . . 3. yeares . . 50. acres
(returned 2o. martij. 1620.)27
John Blanchard gent . . . . . 3. yeares . . 50. acres
; Richard Godfrey Joyner . . . . . 3. years . . . o0.—o
2, (drowned. mort)
§ Rowland Paynter . . . . . . 3. years . . . 5O. acres
@ (dead)
Thomas Coopy Carpenter Smythe
fowler and Turner . . . . 3. years . . . 30, acr.
L (dead)
Henry Peerse gent . . . . . 4. yeares . . 25. acres
(dead)
John Cole . . . . . . . 7. years . . . 40. acr
(dead)
Humfry Osborne . . . . . . 3.years . . . 30, acr.
(dead)
Stephen Torset . . . 4. years . . . 25.acr
Humphrey Plant Sawier & Ca:penter . . 3. years . . . 30.acr
(dead)
Thomas Davis Cooper & Shingler . . . 3. years . . . 30.acr
(dead)

27. Parentheses enclose marginal notes in the handwriting of John Smyth.
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Xpopher Nelme shoomaker . . . . 3. years .
(dead)

Richard Sherife thelder Carpenter yt

went with' Mr Thorpe . . . .. 3. years.

(dead)

Richard Sherife the yonger Couper . . 3. years .
[dead written and then stricken through]

Willm Clement Cook and Gardner . . . 6. years .

Thomas Peirse for hops & oade . . . 7.years .
(dead)

Xpdpher Bourton Taylor . " . . 4
Thomas Molton Cook & gardner . . . 5. years .
James Cley Joyner . . . 3

(dead)

Charles Coyfe a gunmaker and Smy-th

and for fish pitch and tarre . . . . 3. years .

(dead)
Edward Paynter
(slayne)
‘Walter Hampton

(dead)
Samuell Coopy
(dead)
Willm Cole
(dead)
‘Willm Parker
(dead)
John Hurd
(dead)
Willm Patche
(dead)
Thomas Patche
(dead)
Thomas Sandford
(dead)
‘Willm Stone .

(query of him)
John Taylor, als stokeley . . . . . 6. years .

(dead)
John Jones gardner
Thomas Denton

(dead)
Thomas Thorpe

(slayne)
Willm Mellrickes

(dead)
Willm Moores

(dead)
Robert Taylor

(dead)
John Brunnet

(dead)

7. years .
3. years .
3. years .
7. years .

6. years-.

5. yeares

6. years .
6. years .

6. years .

& Smyth . . . . 8. years .
. . 8. years .

7. years .

.1619.

. years .

. years .

6. years .

20,

30.

30.

20,
. acr

30.
25.

40.

30.

30.

15.

30.

30.

30.

30.

30.

30

30.
25.

30.
20.

30.

\ Alredy in Virginia for .4. years the peece from midsomer

15

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr
acr

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr.

acres

acr

acr

acr.

acr

acr
acr

acr
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Henry Townsend )
(mort)
Tho: carter ' B :
: (mort) . - - bwent after with Mr Thorpe .27. martij. 1620.
Ric sheriffe )
(mort)
Ric partridge
(mort)

Smyth 7 (z1)
: - 3 September . - A list of men nowe sent for plantacon
. 1620, .. L . : in Virginia.
Willm Tracy Esqr - .
(dead .8. Apr. 1621. )27
Mary Tracy his wife
[slayne and dead written by Smyth in the margin .
and then stricken through]
- Thomas. Tracy their sonne .
(returned for Engl.)
- Joyce Tracy their daughter
(married to Capt. Nath. Powell. both slayne)
Arnold Oldisworth Esqr

(dead)

Willm ffinche . . . . . .3. yeares
(dead)

Elizabeth his wife . . . . . . . .3.yeares
(remaried to) _

ffrancis their daughter . . . . . yeares

John Gibbes . . . . yeares

. (became servant.to ml‘ Oldlsworth)

Robert Baker . . . . . . yeares
(dead) S . : . :

John Howlet thelder . . . .3.yeares

[was with m* Berkely is written and stricken
through, leaving slayne remaining.]

John his sonne- - .. . . . . . :yeares
(dead)

Roger Linsey. = . . . . . 'yeares -
(stayed in Ireland)

Walter Prosser- . . . . . . . yeares
. (dead) ) PR -
Willm Howlet . . . . . . yeares
James Jelfe . AR . . . . .yeares

(dead)
Richard Rowles . . . . . . yeares
(slayne) .
Jane his wife . . . . . . yeares
" (slayne) - oo
Benedict Rowles . . . . . . yeares
(slayne)

27. Parentheses enclose marginal notes in the handwriting of John Smyth.

.50

.50.

.50.

acr

acr

acr
acr

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr

acr
acr

acr

acr

acr
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Alexander Brodway . . . . . yeares . . acr

Joane Coopy . . . . . . . yeares . . acr
(dead) S ) o

Anthony Coopy her sonne . . . . yeares . . acr

Ehzabeth her daughter. . ... . . . . yeares RN acr

Mf* Tracys lettre .17. May .1621. saith that Alice Heskyns was disposed of by
Mr Tracy in maryage of his daughter, & soe Holmeden & Isable gyfford, which his
parte will beare. q[uery] who is this Alice.

2 Identlflcatlon of some of the September 1619 party

Ferdmando Yate Brother of Gyles Yate, gent. of Uley, and ]omt lord of the manor with Slr
Richard Berkeley.

Richard Godfray  ?Wanswell.

Rowland Paynter © Husbandman, servant to John Cooke of Stoke Bishop.

Humphrey Plant” Carpenter of North Nibley.

Christopher Nelme Shoemaker of North Nibley.

Thomas Coopy Carpenter, smith, fowler and turner of North Nibley.



