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. it is a common and
ordained Fate, that there
must be Servants as well as
Masters, and that good Ser-
vitudes are those Colledges
of Sobriety that checks in the
giddy and wild-headed youth
from his profuse and uneven
course of life, by a limited [}
constrainment as well as it I
otherwise agrees with the =3
moderate and discreet Ser—; .
vant: ....” So wrote George}_ ____ __=

received payment, and ser-
vice was expected to last a
4 minimum of seven years.
4 Both of these systems were
I} transferred to the English
settlements and contributed
to colonial servitude as it
developed in the seventeenth
century.

Virginia colonists created
Lif the system of indentured
=1 servitude adopted by the first
Plymouth colonists. Labor

Alsop in his 1666 treatise, A ~
Character of the Province of Maryland, in a defence of colo-
nial servitude. With this he was largely preaching to the con-
verted, as a sizable portion of the English population in the
early modern period (1500-1700) had experienced some form
of servitude. Peter Laslett estimated that, “A quarter or a third
of all families in the country contained servants in Stuart
times, ....” Alan Macfarlane’s studies indicate that between a
quarter and a half of the population were servants at one time
or another.” The majority of these were “life-cycle servants,”
those who entered service in their early teens, worked for the
next ten years or so; ultimately leaving service and marrying.
Service for them was a voluntary act which bettered their
condition. As servants they acquired new skills, made valu-
able social and business contacts, and amassed the savings
needed to set up a household of their own. Others were
placed in service by government and church officials as a part
of the system of poor relief.

While “servant” was the all-encompassing term used in
the seventeenth century, there were four main types of long-
term hired workers: servants in husbandry, domestic servants,
parish apprentices and craft apprentices. Servants in all four
categories lived in with the family and labored for future rec-
ompense, but there were characteristics which distinguished
one from another. The two major differences between ser-
vants and apprentices were the financial arrangements and
expected length of service. For servants, whether those in
husbandry or domestic employment, the two parties negoti-
ated a yearly contract, with wages often a combination of
money, goods such as new clothing, and possibly even per-
quisites such as the free pasturing of livestock. In apprentice-
ship contracts, whether craft or parish, it was the master who

was in scarce supply, but
planters needed assurance that the high costs of transporting
and maintaining workers, £5 to £6 for ship passage and an-
other £5 for equipage, would be repaid. The details of service
— term length, wages, inclusion of apparel, and transportation
arrangements — were all negotiable. Early contracts gave
terms of three, four or five years. Eventually the terms
lengthened to seven years, the standard in the later colonial
period. While many of the first agreements were purely ver-
bal, eventually they were drawn up in the form of indentures,
as was done commonly with apprenticeships. This gave rise
to the term “indentured (or indented) servant,” although they
were also referred to generally as “bond-servants.” This in-
denture contract for Berkeley Hundred made on 7 September
1619, sets out the standard conditions:
That the said Robert doth hereby covenant faithfully
to serve the s Sr Willm, Richard George and John for
three years from daye of his landinge in the land of
Virginia, there to be imployed in the lawfull and rea-
sonable workes and labors of them ... and to be obedi-
ent to such governors his and their assistants and
counsell as they ... shall from tyme to tyme appoynt
and set over him. In consideracon whereof, the said Sr
William Richard George and John do covenant with
the said Robert to transport him (with gods assistance)
with all convenient speed into the said land of Vir-
ginia at their costs and charges in all things, and there
to maintayne him with convenient diet and apparell
meet for such a servant. And in thend of the said
terme to make him a free man of the said Cuntry
theirby to enjoy all the liberties freedomes and

(continued on p. 4)
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— New Members (as of 15 May 2010) —

Descendants of John Alden

Judith Ann (Parker) Cole
Donato Antonio Gentile

Lexington, Mass.
Roslindale, Mass.

Descendants of Isaac Allerton

Cathi Lea (Barrett) Goulet

Webster, Mass.

Descendants of William Brewster

Duncan Kirkwood Sparrell

Harold Sheffield Van Buren

Oakton, Va.
Cambridge, Mass.

Descendants of James Chilton

Alan Edgar Kennedy

Marshfield Hills, Mass.

Descendants of Edward Doty

Janette Susan Bailey Somerville

Plymouth, Mass.

Descendants of Stephen Hopkins

Elizabeth Yvonne (Howard ) Linzee

Alan David Maier II

Marion, Mass.
Bedford, Mass.

Descendants of John Howland

Robert James Hydon 11
Robert Kane Hydon

Jamaica Plain, Mass.
Okatie. S.C..

Descendants of Degory Priest

Janet Marie Crowley Duprey

Mason Thomas Murphy

Fayetteville, N.C.
Dedham, Mass.

Descendants of Thomas Rogers

Kristin Kimball (Krause) Jones

Paul James Wagner

Ocean View, Del.
Cranston, R.I.

Descendants of George Soule

Barbara Jean (Rayner) Wood

Byfield, Mass.

Descendants of Richard Warren

Elizabeth W. Jenks Baldarelli
Diane Jean Huxtable Bryant

Robert Sidney Granger

Sterling, Mass.
Foxboro, Mass.
Pemshurst, N.S.W., Australia

MAYFLOWER ANNIVERSARIES

80-Year Members
George R. Fearing
Gwendolyn F. White
70-Year Members
William S. Brewster
60-Year Members
Priscilla D. Forte
Galen K. Green

Winslow W. C. Green, M.D.

Elizabeth Taber Jenkins
Annie L. Jones
Hugh McKeen Jones 111
Philip Taber Jr.

50-Year Members
LCDR Stephen W. Barber,
USN, Ret.
Muriel R. Benshimol
Robert B. Bernstein

Barton F. Bruce
Manton B. Bruce
Violet Bruce

Meredith S. Campbell
Leslie Holden Dixon
Helen P. French
Margot S. Grosvenor
Wheaton A. Holden Jr.
Henry W. Hotchkiss
Viola D. Tungerich
Roberta B. Jackson
Robert E. McKay
Robert N. MacKay
Samuel S. McKay
Harry M. Perkins
Miriam M. Rouhow
Ann E. Snell

Diana S. Spenski
Florence R. Summerhays
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Governor Michael H. Studley, Esq.
Deputy Governor Richard S. Gilmore, Esq.
Secretary Alice L. Mohnkern
Treasurer Judith Chace Needham
Historian James W. Lucas
Captain Donald F. Nelson
Elder Rev. Anne Robertson
Surgeon Bruce R. Bistrian, M.D., PhD.
Counselor George L. Whiting Jr., Esq.

Assistants

James W. Baker Janice R. Infante

Edith G. Bridges James R. Klim

Cynthia Bailey Brown Gail E. Terry

C. Whitney Clayton Jr. Robert L. Webb Jr.

Alicia Crane Williams

Scott Andrew Bartley, The Compact Editor

All letters, submissions, and photographs to the editor should in-
clude a name and telephone number for verification.

The opinions and information contained in any of the letters to the
editor are strictly those of the writers and are not necessarily in any
way the opinions of the staff of The Compact or of the Massachu-
setts Society of Mayflower Descendants.

The fact that an article or letter appears in The Compact does not in
any way reflect that The Compact, its staff, or the Massachusetts
Society of Mayflower Descendants guarantees the historical accu-
racy of any information contained therein.

DONATIONS

DONOR (UP TO $99)

Johnathan W. Ericson
Charlotte R. Line
Barbara Merrick

May O. White

(imo Helen G. Olney)

Nancy A. White

SUPPORTER ($100-249)

Martha B. Binney
George F. Parker
E. Susan Vines

SEND US YOUR EMAIL
AND RECEIVE THE NEWSLETTER FIRST!

Please consider accepting delivery of your Compact via email

— there is an advantage to the Society and to you. The Soci-
ety saves considerably on postage, but the advantage to you is
that communications are facilitated and you receive the Com-
pact first and in color.
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Governor’s Message

In the past I have written soliciting your participation and
assistance in Society affairs, whether it be volunteer work,
attendance at functions, or financial support. I have another
request that is consistent with one of the missions of the Soci-
ety - namely, education. Our education committee, chaired by
Alice Mohnkern, continues to do an excellent job with the
children and has recently instituted a junior membership cate-
gory. However, they cannot do everything and we can use
your help in a different, less structured manner. The present
Massachusetts educational system, with its MCAS require-
ments, often imposes significant limitations on the freedom
of subject matter teachers may choose to emphasize. One of
the victims of the required curriculum is a diminished empha-
sis on early American history. Consequently, children today
know less of this period, including our Mayflower/Pilgrim
ancestors. As Society members, you can make a difference -
and each of you can choose just how involved you want to
be, but I encourage you to be proactive in some way. At the
most basic level, take the time to talk to your children and
grandchildren about the Mayflower/Pilgrim story. You know
what it is - just a few scores of people braving an extraordi-
narily dangerous, uncomfortable, unknown passage to a new
frontier - roughly half perishing the first year, and then insti-

tuting the basis of our unique form of government. In the
event you have forgotten some of the details, please join us at
Peregrination on June 19th at the Plantation. This is a story
worth telling and preserving (and it MUST be) and each of
you are the most practical medium. Beyond the most basic
level, reach out to your community, write a letter or short arti-
cle for your local newspaper, give a talk at a volunteer organi-
zation, etc. Try it - it may not be as difficult as you think and
you might just enjoy it! There is another related matter which
has previously been mentioned. We would like to communi-
cate and distribute the Compact to as many members as possi-
ble via email. The financial benefit to the Society (3400 mem-
bers) is obvious and I don't have to do the math for you. The
benefits to the members are faster delivery and pictures/
photos that are clearer and in color. Additionally, consistent
with my comments above, you can easily forward the Com-
pact to family and friends, potentially increasing awareness,
interest, and membership. Please email and/or telephone the
office with your email address (we do not plan to share it with
anyone else). Take advantage of technology and make it work
for you and the Society!

Michael H. Studley, Governor

In Memoriam

We report with sorrow the deaths of the following members.

Warren E. Burt

Beatrice E. Connelly

Mary G. Thresher

Missing Members
We have lost contact with the following Life members. If you know their current address, please contact the MSMD office.

Sister Mary Blish of Ill.
Albert A. Clark of N.Y.
Philip H. Crandon of Colo.

Alice L. Dorman of Fla.
Andrew D. Parkinson of Canada
Eleanor Caswell Smith of N.Y.

Valeria Smith of Mass.
David T. Stark of N.Y.
Carol A. Winter of Pa.

Giving to the Massachusetts Society

(cut/copy and mail in coupon)

Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants
150 Wood Rd Ste 103
Braintree MA 02184-2511

Send information on including the Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants in my will.

I have already included the Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants in my will.

Send information on a Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants Charitable Gift Annuity.
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(Servitude in Plymouth Colony—continued from p. 1)

priviledges of a freeman there, And to grant to the said

Robert thirty acres of land within their Territory or hun-

dred of Barkley ....”

By 1620, when the merchant investors and agents for the colo-
nists were making the final arrangements, the system of inden-
tured servitude was well established in Virginia. A letter dated
10 June 1620, from Samuel Fuller, Edward Winslow, William
Bradford, and Isaac Allerton to John Carver and Robert Cush-
man regarding the agreement with the investors, indicates that
the settlers expected servants to be among the passengers:

But our desires are that you will not entangle yourselves
and us in any such unreasonable courses as those are; viz.
that the merchants should have half of men’s houses and
lands at the dividend, and that persons should be de-
prived of the two days in a week agreed upon, yea every
moment of time for their own Particular; by reason
whereof we cannot conceive why any should carry ser-
vants for their own help and comfort, for that we can
require no more of them, than all men of another.

Despite the complaint, just over one-third of the twenty-four
families aboard the Mayflower included at least one servant,
well within the normal range of yeoman households. All four
types of servants were represented, although servants in hus-
bandry were most prevalent. The four More children, products
of an adulterous union, abandoned by their mother and rejected
by her husband, were treated much as parish apprentices, being
“put to,” that is assigned, to three of the prominent men.

John Hooke is the only known example of a craft apprentice
aboard the Mayflower. An indenture made in Leiden on 7 Janu-
ary 1619 between Isaac Allerton and Alice, widow of John
Hooke, and Henry Gallant, her husband, specified that John was
to be taught and trained in the trade of making clothes as well as
to be brought up in the fear of God and taught to read and write.
At the age of twelve, John was to serve Allerton for twelve
years. Had he lived, John would have ended his indenture at the
age of twenty-four, the standard age at which craft apprentice-
ships were finished.

The rest emigrated as general servants, presumably for what-
ever work was necessary, but primarily for husbandry. Follow-
ing the customs of the Virginia Colony, they likely contracted
for four-year indentures, food, clothing, and lodging provided.
Most of them died in the first winter. Of the seven who sur-
vived, five were listed in the Division of Cattle dated 22 May
1627, thereby acquiring shares in the livestock, and were able to
participate in the granting of land the following year.

For those either still in service at the breakup of the original
company or who were to emigrate in the next decade, conditions
of service remained variable. Bradford’s description of the new
deal with the London investors indicates that there was no stan-
dard contract. “As for servants, they had none but what either
their masters should give them out of theirs or their deservings
should obtain from the company afterwards.” Court orders refer-
ring to individuals coming out of service in the 1630s listed dou-
ble apparel, one suit for Sundays and one for weekday wear, and
twelve bushels of Indian corn as the minimum. The court also
granted them twenty-five acres of land as well, at least the
males. There were considerably fewer female servants who ap-

peared in the records and few received land. This is consistent
with English inheritance practices, which concentrated the land
on the male heirs and movable goods on the females.

The Plymouth Colony court records provide numerous ex-
amples of those in servitude. The earlier servants were drawn
primarily from England, but the flow of immigrants to New
England dwindled to a mere trickle with the advent of the Eng-
lish Civil War. Proposals made in 1622 to send groups of poor
children from London to New England as servants came to noth-
ing. Potential masters were forced to draw from the local popu-
lation for their labor, primarily in the form of children although
servitude was used as well as an alternative to prison. Later in
the century colonists sought to recruit their help from the area
Native Peoples, in addition to their neighbors’ children. While
the tasks performed by those in service were largely comparable
with English servants in husbandry, contracts continued to run
for years, generally until the age of twenty-one for boys, and the
age of eighteen or marriage for girls. These lengthy terms of
service gave rise to the inclusion of the phrase “after the nature
of an apprentice” in many contracts.

One significant segment of the colony’s population placed
into service were children who had lost a parent, particularly
after the remarriage of the survivor. “Putting children out,” ar-
ranging for their care within another family, was one method by
which the tensions in step families was lessened. The author of
one of the most influential Puritan conduct books, William
Googe’s Of Domesticall Duties included within “Duties of Hus-
band” a section entitled: “an husbands maintaining his wife
against children of a former venter, and servants:”

Object. Mothers in law often prove unkinde, and unjust

stepmothers, and deale unmercifully with their husbands

children: must an husband in such cases assist his wife
against his children?

Ans. The protection, 1 speake of, is in case a wife be

wronged, then her husband is to doe what he can to right

her (as we speake.) But if she be the wrong-doer, he may

by no meanes boulster her up against his children, and so

make their wrong the greater. Yet so far ought he to re-

spect his wife, as by all the faire meanes he can, to labour

to pacifie her minde, and turne her heart towards them:

and if he observes her heart to be cleane alienated from

them, then to put them forth to be brought up in some
other place, and so to take away from her the object of
her displeasure, that he and she may live more quietly
together. For if a man must forsake father and mother, he
must also forsake children, and cleave to his wife. Peace
and unitie betwixt man and wife must of all other be kept
inviolable. Though thou cast away all, nothing can hap-
pen more troublesome to thee then not to have a quiet
wife at home. Though canst finde no sinne more grievous
then to have contention with a wife.
The evidence is not conclusive. It may be that these particular
outplacings received official notice because of the danger the
child faced of losing its rightful inheritance to an unscrupulous
stepfather.
Parents unable to provide adequately for their children also

(continued on p. 5)



VOLUME 31, ISSUE 2

The Compact

Page 5

(Servitude in Plymouth Colony—continued from p. 4)

placed them out. Samuel and Elizabeth Eedy, “having many
children & by reason of many wants lying upon them, so as they
are not able to bring them up as they desire,” placed several chil-
dren out in service. Adoption, while uncommon, placed children
with couples who had no children of their own. Thomas and
Winifred Whitney adopted two children. On 18 January 1643/4,
they covenanted with William Hoskin for his six year old
daughter, Sarah, “to dwell with them until shee shall accomplish
the age of twenty yeares, ... using her as their child, and being
unto her as father and mother ....” On 30 January 1649, they
adopted another child named Jeremiah, the four year old son of
John and Bennit Smith. Under this agreement Thomas con-
tracted that Jeremiah “... live and bee with him as his own Child
... without annoyance or disturbance from the said John Smith
or Bennit his wife.” Fathers on their death beds occasionally
included the adoption of a child among their final requests, as
did Robert Padduck in 1650 to Capt. Thomas Willet and Law-
rence Litchfield to John and Ann Allin in 1658. In the latter
case, Judith Litchfield was not willing initially to give up her
little boy, Josias. She later consented, only specifying that the
child “might call them father and mother and yet owne her for
his Naturall mother as long as she should live.”

Government and church officials also placed out children
when the parents were unable to raise them in what the court
considered to be a proper manner. The system of parish appren-
ticeship as poor relief existed throughout England. Supported by
national legislation, particularly the 1563 Statute of Artificers
and the 1601 Act for the Relief of the Poor, the parish officials
were empowered to apprentice children to masters as a means of
providing for them. Not only did this affect orphans, but also the
children “of all such whose parents shall not by the said persons
be thought able to keep and maintain their children.” This sys-
tem of social legislation sought to break the cycle of poverty by
removing these children from their environment. “Idleness” was
considered the cause of the nation’s woes. A child not raised to
be productive, it was believed, was unable to become productive
as an adult. Placed in a proper home, disciplined, fed, clothed,
taught, and trained in a suitable occupation, the child would be-
come a profitable and law-abiding member of society. The
Court of Assistants of Plymouth Colony acted in accordance
with these regulations when the situation warranted. The chil-

dren of Francis and Christian Billington, including her son Ben-
jamin by first husband Francis Eaton, were placed out by the act
and order of the court. Unhappy with the court’s actions, the
Billingtons “enveagled” their son, Joseph, who repeatedly left
his master’s service. The court threatened both his parents and
stepbrother, Benjamin, should the behavior continue.

Even adults entered service if not able to maintain themselves,
although not always of their own choice. John Smith “in great
extremity” had bound himself as an apprentice to Edward
Dowty for ten years. Thomas Higgens, “having lived an extrava-
gant life, was placed with John Jenney for eight years” on 1
January 1633. Adey Webb, presented several times in 1637 and
1638 for leading a disorderly life, was ordered by the bench in
June 1638 to procure a master or have one provided for him.
The next month, Gov. Thomas Prence himself took Adey Webb
“upon tryall.”

Blacks appear infrequently in the records, both as bond-
servants and slaves, in the second half of the century. In the lat-
ter capacity, they were quite expensive, £24 to £25 apiece. Oc-
casionally, as in the cases of Abraham and Anthony, two of the
blacks belonging to William Brenton in 1675, they could hope
to be freed. Both men received monetary bequests in Brenton’s
will and were to be freed by their next owners in five years,
should they “demean themselves dutifully and obediently to
whom [ shall give them,” and receive an additional five pounds
in current country pay. Some of the blacks were possibly pur-
chased by the sale or exchange of Indian captives as early as
1646. A directive by the Commissioners of the United Colonies
ordered that those found to be harboring or otherwise aiding
offenders, be seized:

And because it will be chargeable keepinge Indians in
prisone, and if they should escape, they are like to prove
more insolent, and dengerous after, it was thought fitt,
upon such seasure, the delinquint or satisfaction be
againe demanded, of the Sagamore or plantation of Indi-
ans guilty or accessory as before, and if it be denyed, that
then the magistrates of the Jurisdccon deliver up the Indi-
ans seased to the pty or pties indamaged, either to serve
or be shipped out and exchanged for Negroes as the
cause will justly beare.

One final source of labor was unique to New England. One
consequence of the longer life expectancy and earlier age at
marriage of New England colonists was the chance for individu-
als to know their grandchildren. In his 1677 will, Joseph Rogers
Sr. of Eastham gave “one third part of all my upland and
meadow at Paomet” to his grandson Benjah Higgens, “on Con-
dition hee live with me untill I die.” John Carver of Marshfield
who died intestate in 1679 had eight children of whom “the eld-
est son is well provided for in that his Grandfather Carver hath
settled on him the house and Land wheron his father Lived; and
that John the second son whoe hath bine brought up by his
Grandfather Foard, is by his will Instated in lands and theby
well provided for; ....”

While sons and even grandsons could expect lands as part of
their inheritance, servants depended upon the masters and colo-
nial government honoring their indentures. Early contracts most
frequently granted twenty-five acres of land. The court lessened

(continued on p. 8)
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Junior Members of the Mass. Society of Mayflower Descendants
Welcome to- our new Junior Members

Member Sponsor Member Sponsor

Jacqueline Rose Toomey Alice Mohnkern Cara Rose Toomey Alice Mohnkern

Julia Noelle Lewis Cynthia Tinney Jordan Abigail Grass Alice Mohnkern

James Timothy Toomey Alice Mohnkern Caleb Edward Tinney William Tinney
Courtney Jeanne Toomey Alice Mohnkern Thomas James Arthur Edith Bridges

Ryan Scott MacDonald Alice Mohnkern Hannah Freyja Keep Marcus Keep

Darius A. S. Argentinis Beth Anderson Godfrey Craig Patrick Bunker Robert Bunker

Timothy William Bridges Edith Bridges Elizabeth Foster-Feigenbaum Scott Foster

Alexandra Erin Snow Cynthia Tinney William Abner Skelton V Joan Allen

Angela Leigh MacDonald Alice Mohnkern Madeline Susan DeCabooter Elizabeth Ann MacLean
Abigail Elisabeth Arthur Edith Bridges Kaitlyn Grace DeCabooter Elizabeth Ann MacLean
Nikolas Henry Argentinis Beth Anderson Godfrey

Try these puzzles!

Mayflower Passengers

SRICHARDWARRENE
ENRJOHNALDENHOD
KVII1IINOSTVASBTW
OPJKNMKVRSIIVRA
OVEEPHZAIDUI JER
CVQRROCXNNDJIZLD
SHAITTNHAGPKI1IJLW
I CUSHWTNSUNIWA'I
) CWWOWSYQEQSWXCN
g 3 NFIJDSCPWAHZPLAS
= r3n AXRESQVXKOPISAL
Z = RGLTHZFUNTXEBSDO
2 & FYFNFMCTBLSKTIW
e = MTSEIRPYROGEDSX
DROFDARBMAILTLLIW
DEGORYPRIEST JOHNCARVER
EDWARDWINSLOW MYLESSTANDISH
FRANCI1SCOOKE RICHARDWARREN
ISAACALLERTON STEPHENHOPKINS
JOHNALDEN WILLIAMBRADFORD

i 11
For All Junior Members!!! For those of you who have a Facebook account: checkout

Do not forget our first annual writing contest open only to

MSMD Junior and Life members:

Topic: | admire my Pilgrim ancestor(s) and here is why.

- Each applicant should submit an original piece of writing

(story, poem or essay).

- The winner in each category will receive a $50 prize.

Grades 1-3 / Grades 4-6 / Grades 7-9 / Grades 10-12

- Winning entries will be displayed at the Annual Meet-

ing. Winning entries will also be posted on the website.

-Entries must be postmarked no later than March 1, 2011.

-All entries should be mailed to Junior Writing Contest:
MSMD, 150 Wood Rd - Ste 103, Braintree MA 02184

Mayflower Jr.. This group has links to other Jr. members in
Leiden, Canada, England and the US.

For the High School group: Do you need Community Ser-
vice or a History project? Massachusetts Mayflower has a K-
12 curriculum which can be adapted to fit either of these pro-

jects. If you are interested, contact the Mayflower office.

To receive an application for Junior Membership (at a
one time only fee of $75), call the MSMD office. Remember
— any GSMD member may sponsor a blood relative for Jun-
ior Membership!
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For Our Younger Members

Coloring Book Suggestions

Although the Pilgrims occasionally wore black or gray on days of worship, the everyday dress was simi-
lar to the colorful clothing of the Dutch people n Holland. They used colors such as red, brown, blue,
green, yellow and purple.

Many of the colors were those which could be made by using vegetable dyes from various plants,
leaves, berries, barks and nutshells, or from the roots of certain plants.

Yellow could be made from the leaves and stems of the weld plant. A bright orange could be made us-
ing saffron. Red came from the roots of the madder plant and a rich blue was the result of using leaves of
the woad. Brown and black dyes came from the bark of the alder tree, while tans and browns could be
made from the bark of the oak tree.

Label Your Ancestors
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(Servitude in Plymouth Colony—continued from p. 5)

that amount to five acres in 1636. The land was to be granted in
the towns where the former servants lived or were received as
inhabitants, unless impossible. Plymouth itself being settled,
most of the newly freed servants received lands in Duxbury, an
area then under expansion. This policy caused complaint: in
1638 the church of Duxbury petitioned “to reserve lands not
granted to such as they could approve of, since the lands there
were disposed in great part too servants and other young men
....” This petition apparently met with no success, as the courts
were still granting lands in 1644 in Duxbury to ex-servants. In
1640, however, the court granted twenty-five acre parcels to the
ex-servants. If the servants could not be accommodated in their
towns, the courts were to assign them lands “in some convenient
place.”

“Convenient” to the court officials meant property which they
wished to secure under Plymouth Colony jurisdiction. As early
as 1633, the servants covenanted to receive lands at the expira-
tion of their terms were to have it at Scituate, “or some other
convenient place, where it may be usefull.” Scituate and the
later large purchases of land in the Weymouth-Bridgewater area
were on the Bay line, land which was useful as a buffer zone
between Plymouth Colony and Massachusetts Bay. Plymouth
Colony had already fought over its northern and western
boundaries, successfully in the case of Rhode Island, less so
with the Massachusetts Bay Colony. Gov. Bradford was well
aware that land which was occupied was much less likely to be
settled by others. Ex-servants and other land-hungry young men
were easily sent out to man the colony’s frontiers.

The third and last parcel of servant lands was likewise a buffer
zone, this time between Plymouth Colony and Rhode Island.
These were the Saconett lands, present-day Little Compton. On
4 June 1661, the Court granted liberty to the ancient servants to
deputise someone to purchase land at Saconett on their behalf.
The 3 June 1662 court order which appointed Capt. Thomas
Willet to that task included a list of qualified ex-servants. These
individuals first appeared as servants in the 1630s, and so had
been out of service for some years. The Natives; however, ap-
peared unwilling to sell and negotiations stalled. On 8 June
1664, the body of freemen declared it:

theire resolution to maintain theire just rightes, which for
many years they have bine posessed of, in all those lands
from Cape Codd to Saconett Point, with Pochasett,
Causumsett, and the lands about Rehoboth to Patuckett
River, and as farr up the said river till wee meet the Mas-
sachusetts line, which crosses the said river, and thence
to Coahassett as the line runs .... And for that end, it was
likewise voated that letters should bee directed from this
Generall Court to the Gov and Councell of Road Island,
for the asserting of our just rights as aforsaid.
They clearly feared the consequences should Rhode Islanders
gain a foothold on the east side of the Saconett River, although
Plymouth had yet to purchase the lands. In 1671; however, rela-
tions worsened between the English colonists and the Wam-
panoag and the court voted to send an expedition to the Indians
of Saconett to bring in their English arms under threat of force.
The Squa Sachem, Awashunkes, met with the Court and con-
cluded Articles of Agreement which included the key passage:

And that wee may the better healp her to keep off such

from her lands as may heerafter bringe upon her and us

the like trouble, and to regulate such as will not be gov-

ned by her, shee hath submitted the disposall of her lands

to the authoritie of this govment.
Plymouth’s title to the coveted Saconett lands received yet an-
other setback. A rival claimant to the lands of Saconett appeared
in the guise of Awahunkes’ kinsman, Mamanuah. Awashunkes,
Mamanuah, and their attornies met in the Plymouth court in July
1673 to settle the dispute. The court decided in Mamanuah’s
favor, but also felt that Awashunkes had some claim. They pro-
posed that Awashunkes have some of the disputed land settled
upon her by Mamanuah and his brethren and if they could not
agree “... this Court doe appoint that some meet prsons by order
of this court shall repaire to the place and make settlement of the
said lands by certaine and known boundaries to intent that peace
may be continued among the said Indians and they may all be
accommodated for theire Subsisting and payment of theire debts
in an orderly way.”

The lands of Saconett neck were eventually conveyed to the
colonists on 1 November 1673 and 9 April 1675. The servants,
or in some cases their heirs, finally received the lands allowed to
them as ancient servants and freemen which they had been an-
ticipating for fifteen years.

The preceding land transaction is interesting not only for what
it conveys about the role of servants in Plymouth Colony, but
also for the clash between a property-owning and non-materially
based culture. In a common action against debt, the constable
was typically instructed “to seize and secure his person” only as
a last resort. In the case of Native debtors, their only valuable
items as far as the English were concerned were their lands,
should they have the disposal of any, and their persons. Individ-
ual Indians, generally men, were placed in service as a way of
working off debts or fines. In a rather extreme case, William
Clarke obtained as his faithful servant Gorge Partrich, an Indian
who had been imprisoned for “swearing, assaulting, threatening
to kill the said Captaine Williams,” the man he was indebted to.
The Indian Hoken, “being insolent in his carryage and an incor-
rigable theife, that will not be reclaimed, but lyeth sherking and
lurking about,” was to be “sold or sent off to Barbadoes, for to
satisy his debts and to free the collonie from soe ill a member.
Most of the Indians taken captive or surrendering voluntarily
during the King Philip’s War and its aftermath were sold off to
the West Indies. Those who remained were either considered not
to have had a hand in the hostilities or were children under four-
teen years of age. Some few, such as Mamanuah, his family, and
fourteen men under him, were allowed to remain in the colony
provided “not any of them to goe any where of the aforsaid
bounds or tracts of land, but by order from some majestrate of
this jurisdiction.”

Throughout the seventeenth century, relations between the
Plymouth colonists and the Native Peoples changed from one of
two sovereign people to that of inhabitant and interloper. The
1621 treaty between Gov. John Carver and Massasoit was an
agreement between two groups of equal status. John Robinson
in his letter to Gov. Bradford two years later deploring the kill-
ings at Wessagusset stated in part “... Besides you being no

(continued on p. 9)
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(Servitude in Plymouth Colony—continued from p. 8

magistrates over them were to consider not what they deserved,
but what you were by necessity constrained to inflict.” Over the
course of the following fifty years, as the English population
grew and increasingly occupied the land, they began to view the
Natives as the interlopers, themselves as the rightful residents.
The parallel that the colonists saw with the English vagabonds
and rogues was too close to be ignored. Holinshed stated:
... the third [type] consisteth of thriftlesse poore, as the
riotour that hath consumed all, the vagabund that will
abide no where, but runneth up and downe from place to
place (as it were seeking worke and finding none) and
finallie the roge and strumpet which are not possible to
be divided in sunder, but running to and fro over all the
realme, sheefelie keeping the champaine soiles in sum-
mer to avoid the scorching heat, and the woodland
grounds in winter to eschew the blustering winds.
Punishment of such included “... to be greevouslie whipped
and burned through the gristle of the right eare, with an hot iron
of the compase of an inch about, ... except some honest person
woorth five pounds ... or some rich householder ... will be
bound in recognisance to reteine him in his service for one
whole yeare.” When Indians became vagabonds in English eyes,
they could be forcibly placed in service, as could their children.
The colonists had encouraged Indians to apprentice their chil-
dren for some time. As early as 1660, Indian parents who ap-
prenticed their children to godly English received a coat yearly
as long as the children remained in service. By laws enacted in
Plymouth in 1674; however, not only “... such Indians as live
Idley and will not take care to pay their Just debts after convic-
tion” but also “... all Younge prsons of the Indians as spend
their time Idley” were placed in servitude. Even those who sur-
rendered to the English were not exempt. According to Court
orders of July 1676:
It was ordered by the councell of warr, that it shalbe law-
full for any of the majestrates of this jurisdiction to dis-
pose of the children of those Indians that have come in
and yeilded themselves to the English, unto such of the
English as may use them well, especially theire parents
concenting therunto, during the time untill such children
shall attaine the age of twenty foure or twenty five yeers,
and the men and weemen to be where they are, or sent to
the severall townes in some meet proportion of them,
where they may have libertie att psent to worke for theire
liveings, till some other place be assigned them.
There is a clear parallel with the instructions given to English
justices and churchwardens for “setting the poore on worke,
putting out apprentices, and relieving their impotent”
First for setting to worke the children of all such, whose
parents shall not by (the greater part of) the said Overse-
ers bee thought able to keepe and maintaine their chil-
dren, which children, they by the assent two such Jus-
tices, may also put out to be apprentices, scil. the men
children till their age of 24. And the women children till
their age of 21.
While most of the adult Indians taken captive in King Philip’s
War were sold out of the colony, the children under fourteen
were disposed of into service. William Ford Sr.’s inventory

taken in October 1676 included “an Indian captive” worth £3.
Those families who acquired the boys and girls as servants had
full disposal of them “provided that [the children] bee instructed
in civility and chtian Religion. Some English masters, at least,
took these responsibilities seriously. Noah Newman, pastor of
the Church at Rehoboth required in his will that “Job the Indian,
and the Indian girl, be brought up in the waies and feare of
God.” The Indian servants were even upon occasion given be-
quests. Richard Sison of Dartmouth in his will dated 18 October
1683 left “unto my Indian servant Samuell a tow yeer old mare:
... The above said mare is to be delivered unto my said Indian
servant at y°© exspiration of his service ....” As with the English,
some Indian apprentices preferred the unsuitable homes of their
parents to life among the godly English.

Throughout Plymouth Colony’s existence servitude met a
variety of needs. Besides the obvious one of shifting the labor
force to complete needed work, servitude provided a training
ground where Plymouth youth learned new skills, as it did their
English counterparts. The lengthy terms inherent in “serving in
the manner of an apprentice” saved those lacking the maturity
and skills necessary to prosper in the New World from the likely
consequences of their inexperience. Orphans and children of
first marriages were put out into new homes, frequently under
the oversight of colony officials and other leading citizens. For
those who had lived too long “disorderly,” service was a means
by which their creditors could recover their debts while provid-
ing for the basic needs of the workers. English coming out of
service were used by the court to man the borders in danger of
settlement from rival colonies. In the mid-century, Indians who
committed crimes had been whipped and/or fined, and required
to work off their debts. In other words, treated as were their
white counterparts. Later colonial officials sought to counteract
the “idle” lifestyle of the Native Peoples by applying the same
logic as pertained to the English poor — notably rogues and
vagabonds. By the mid-1670s any Indian, adult or child, guilty
of the crime of living idlely might well be placed into service by
the magistrates if not sold to the West Indies to recover the costs
of the late war. This college of sobriety was clearly intended to
rein in the “profuse and uneven course of life” not only of the
English youth, but that of the Natives as well.

This article was presented as a lecture in the Plymouth Colony
Colloquium held at Plimoth Plantation by the Colonial Society
of Massachusetts in the Spring of 1992. This article with all of
its footnotes is available on our website under resources.
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Who Do You Think You Are?
Join the Mass. Mayflower Society on a trip to Salt Lake City

The Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants invites
you on a fantastic genealogical adventure. We are organizing our
first (hopefully annual) trip to the Family History Library in Salt
' |Lake City. This is the largest genealogical library in the world
_ with records from literally every country on the planet. They
) | surely do not have every, but you may find yourself researching in
19th century Massachusetts and five minutes later be viewing
records from a 16th century English church.

You will not be alone on this trip. We will have professional

genealogists on the trip to guide you through your research there.
Leading the group will be Scott Andrew Bartley who has been
researching in this library since 1978. Others will be with the
group depending on the number of participants.
Let us know as soon as possible if you are interested. The trip
needs a minimum to make it feasible. We are looking at the sec-
ond or third week in January 2011. The cost will be $995 per per-
son single occupancy or $645 for double. Non-MSMD member should add $50. This fee would pay for your hotel room at The Plaza
next door to the library (Sunday to Saturday night), a meet and greet gathering, a banquet meal at a local restaurant on Saturday, and
professional genealogists to have one-on-one consultations as well as impromptu guidance as needed. There will be an optional
Monday morning tour of the library. The fee excludes your airfare and meals other than what is listed here.

We will need your commitment by 15 June 2010. If there are enough interested people, then we would contract for a week in Janu-
ary 2011 and likely need a down payment of $500 by 15 July. We are very excited to offer this benefit to our membership. For any-
body who has wanted to go in the past, this is a great opportunity. You will support our Society, find new friends, and have profes-

sional help as you conduct your personal genealogical research.

SV e

Researching at this library is meeting genealogy in the 21st
century. The library is five floors plus off-site storage of some
films. The U.S. and Canada collection is two floors of books
(one for histories and one for family genealogies) and another
floor for microfilm and fiche. The two other floors host the Brit-
ish Isles collections and the rest of the world.

There are finding aids of all types and volunteers on every
floor. You can schedule a short meeting with a FHL professional
or use their online help pages. The MSMD staff will always be
there to assistant you, too.

The Family History Library has inexpensive photocopying at
5¢ per page or scanning stations for books, films, or fiche. There
are over 100 computers available to use in your research, typing
your results, or perusing the web. They have paid accounts at all
the major database providers free for patron use. Bring a thumb
drive as they are handy here. There is free wi-fi through the
building. There is even a lunch room with a full suite of vending
machine so you do not need to leave the library.

We will help you prepare for your trip in advance. There is so
much to do here, you need to focus on identified problems.

Reserve your spot on the tour by 15 June 2010 for the trip in January 2011!
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Peregrination Meeting Notice

Please have your reservation into the office by Monday, 14 June 2010.

Mail to the Massachusetts Society of Mayflower Descendants, 150 Wood Rd Ste 103, Braintree MA 02184-2511.

Name: Email:
Town: State:
Ancestor(s):
Guest(s):
Box Lunch selections: Deluxe Box lunch @ $16 .00
Roast beef
Children’s meals @ $12 .00
Ham _—

Total of check (payable to MSMD) $ .00
Tomato / Mozzarella

Turkey

JOIN US FOR ANNUAL MEETING ON SATURDAY, 19 JUNE, AT THE
ACCOMACK ROOM AT PLIMOTH PLANTATION

Arrive for the Social Hour Luncheon
: 11:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. P served at 12:00 p.m.
: L P choose one:
Lunch to follov’v at the Accomaclf Room (lef't of Visitor’s Ctr.) Roast beef and cheddar baguette
“Richard Warren” Wlll be stopping by - Smoked ham and Swiss croissant
to chat with guests Tomato & mozzarella caprese

Roasted turkey on a ciabatta
with chips, fresh fruit, cookie, and bottle water
I for children
Reduced admission to the Plantation: $20.40 // $11.90 Peanut butter and jelly “uncrustables”

Directions at:
www.plimoth.org/plan/directions.php
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