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Foreword

The partnership between the Roanoke Island Historical Association [RIHA] and the National Park Service [NPS] has
been a collaborative effort to interpret Roanoke Island’s unique Elizabethan heritage since the establishment of Fort
Raleigh National Historic Site in 1941when it became the new home of The Lost Colony outdoor symphonic drama.
Over three million people have seen the fictionalized history play and visited the park to learn more about the settlers
and Indians whose footsteps they follow, certainly proving that the partnership is effective in its purpose.

Until David Quinn’s publication of The Roanoke Voyages in 1954, little scholarly attention was paid to the Roanoke
Island colonies. Thereafter, the subject began to pique the interest and research efforts of an increasing number of
historians and archaeologists, but the results of their efforts tended to be insular to the world of academe. By 1993,
new discoveries in records repositories and in the ground at Fort Raleigh were surfacing, and new theories abounded.

The NPS-RIHA partnership responded by producing, with principal funding from the National Endowment for the
Humanities, Roanoke Decoded, the first international symposium ever held at Fort Raleigh. True to the nature of the
partnership, the four-day public symposium featured the leading historians, archaeologists and researchers, but also
featured some of the leading arts professionals whose skills focused on interpreting history through the arts. The
mixture of scholarship, interpretation, educational programs for teachers, performances and discussions proved highly
successful on all levels—each area of expertise realizing the importance of the others, and all accepting the need for
public understanding. The event attracted five thousand enthusiastic people who probably had never experienced so
much history, theatre, music, art, dance and site-touring in any four-day period of their lives.

Almost immediately a new organization, Elizabeth R & Company [ER&CO], was formed to continue the production
of an original history-play created for the symposium, and to develop others in the same vein. Currently the
organization, which has partnered with both RIHA and the NPS on occasion, has four such productions, three of
which tour regionally or internationally.

Since 1993, more evidence to help unravel the mysteries of the Roanoke Island colonies continues to appear,
primarily through the efforts of the First Colony Foundation [FCF], a new organization of archaeologists and
historians that also partners with the National Park Service, and on occasion with RIHA.

As a consequence, in 2012, in celebration of the 75" Anniversary of The Lost Colony, the RIHA-NPS partnership,
with FCF and ER&CO, produced the Bill & Ida Friday Symposium—The Roanoke Conundrum in Fact & Fiction,
again featuring historians, archaeologists, researchers and arts professionals.

The papers included in this book were selected from the two symposia and relevant archaeology reports at Fort
Raleigh. The photo essays were created specifically for the publication.

My co-editor, former NPS Historian Douglas Stover, now a Consultant for World Heritage Sites, conceived and
championed the idea of printing the papers, and former Outer Banks Group Superintendent Michael B. Murray was a
major supporter. I am indebted to them, and to Jami Lanier, NPS Cultural Resource Manager who spent countless
hours completing the graphics; to Clay Swindell and Jamie McCargo for the cover design; and to Kim Sloan for
facilitating and the British Museum for granting permission to include drawings in the museum’s collection in this
publication. Barbara Hird, Trish Webb, Christopher Clarens, Phil Evans, Susie White, Cindy McEnery, Ray Reisert,
Bill Alexander, Kathy Horne and Sandy Semans have been my constant supporters. Without their assistance, this
publication could never have happened. My thanks to each and all.

lebame houston
RIHA Historian
August, 2015




Fort Raleigh National Historic Site
Pictorial Essay

by Jami Lanier

- On April 5, 1941 the US Congress issued the
i legislation and order designating Fort Raleigh
| National Historic Site; because certain lands and
- historical remains on the north end of Roanoke

Island were found to be of national significance
| as a portion of pre-colonial settlements

. Sir Walter Ralegh in 1585-1587; and because
| those lands were donated to the United States by
I the state of North Carolina; and because of an

i
|
|
|
[
|
|
|
| established in North America under the aegis of
|
|
|
|
: agreement between the Roanoke Island Historical
i Association and the United States for the
| perpetual annual production of The Lost Colony
|

' on the property.

THE SAND HILLS ON ROANOKE ISLAND, N. C.
Near this spot, Colonists sent out from England by Sir Walter Raleigh, landed in 1585
Copyright, 1908, By E.N.ANKETELL.
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The Lost Colony

! The fate of the fabled lost colony of Roanoke Island is one of America’s greatest mysteries. Facts are

. sparse—and confusing. In 1584, Sir Walter Ralegh, nearing the peak of royal favor, sent a reconnaissance
voyage to North America to locate a suitable site for English colonization. Roanoke Island appeared to be

| the best location, even though access was difficult because of constantly changing shoals and inlets.
Undeterred, Ralegh and his investors sent a colony of explorers in 1585 to establish a base of operations on
Roanoke Island and investigate the surrounding area. After 11 months, however, Governor Ralph Lane and |
his men abandoned the settlement and returned to England—shortly after having beheaded the Native |

- American King and in effect making further English colonization impossible for the foreseeable future.
Dismayed, but not defeated, Ralegh granted a portion of his New-World territory to the artist John White, ;
whom he appointed Governor of the “Cittie of Ralegh’ to be establish near the Chesapeake Bay. Governor |

stop-over at Roanoke Island. Inexplicably, the expedition’s pilot and an unnamed gentleman of authority :
refused to give the Governor and his colonists further passage, forcing them to remain on Roanoke Island.

| On 27 August 1587, slightly more than a month after arriving on the Outer Banks, Governor White, aware

- that his settlers intended to re-locate to their intended destination as soon as possible, departed for England, :
promising to return with supplies and additional settlers. His return being delayed for three years, White
finally arrived on Roanoke in 1590. He found the settlement deserted, the houses taken down and the place

where the houses had been, surrounded with a palisade—very fort-like. The only known clues were the !

indications that some or all of the settlers had gone to Croatoan. Neither he, nor any other European ever

| |
I I
| |
| |
| |
| I
| I
| I
| I
| I
| |
| I
! |
: White and about 120 settlers sailed from England in 1587, bound for the Chesapeake, with a scheduled !

|
| |
I I
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
| I

saw any of them again.
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Site of Old Fort Ralegh

BLYE UF ROANOKE,

The earliest known depiction of the c‘mhworl\ tomhmlmn at h)rl Raleigh was published in an 1860 issue of
Harper's New Monthly Magazine in an article entitled, “Loungings in the Footprints of the Pioneers.” The
author described the location of the earthwork on the north-end of Roanoke Island as “judiciously
selected.... The trench,” he notes, “is clearly traceable in a square of about forty yards each way. Midway of
one side [foreground of above sketch] another trench, perhaps flanking the gateway, runs in some fifteen or
twenty feet. This is shown. And on the right of the same face of the inclosure [sic], the corner is apparently
thrown out in the form of a small bastion. The ditch is generally two feet deep, though in many places
scarcely perceptible.” Compare the image above with the photo of the restored earthwork in this essay.

Deciphering The Roanoke Mystery



Memorializing the Site

SURVEY I

P A

Rowr Coov Mowrs. Assas o

- On April 28, 1894, a group of ex- palnol North Carohmdns Ilvmg in Ballunom chartered the Roanoke
i Colony Memorial Association for the primary purposes of educating the public about the Roanoke
Island colonies, and purchasing and preserving the historic site of Old Fort Ralegh. On 30 April, the
- organization purchased the Dough Homestead of 250 acres on the north-end of the island for $1300; and
in a second transaction on the same day, the adjacent Old Fort Ralegh tract of ten acres more or less for

! it. The Memorial Marker was dedicated on 24 November 1896, [See photo of the newly placed marker
- above, l-r: W.D. Pruden, Sr. (charter vp; president 1902-06; director 1906-18); Dr. Richard Dillard
I (president 1916-18; sec-treas 1913-14; director 1913-25, 1928-30); unidentified woman; Judge Francis
| D. Winston (later Lt. Gov. NC and speaker at a Virginia Dare Day celebration); and Bishop Howard E.

|
|
|
|
|
|
!
I $200. [See survey above]. Subsequently, in 1896, the organization fenced the earthwork area to protect
|
|
|
|
|
: Rondthaler (director 1916-17, 1918-1925)].
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Memorializing the Site

N4

| ABOVE A rare 1908 prlm by A. V Fvans of the canhwork at Old Fort Ralegh showmg the |
| Roanoke Colony Memorial Association’s Memorial Marker for the settlements, and split-rail [
! fence around the earthwork—clearly in disarray. A trace of the original fortification is still visible. :

i The marker bears the inscription:

I I
| |
| I
: ON THIS SITE, IN JULY-AUGUST, 1585, (O.S.) COLONISTS, SENT OUT :
| FROM ENGLAND BY SIR WALTER RALEIGH, BUILT A FORT, CALLED '
| BY THEM “THE NEW FORT IN VIRGINIA.” THESE COLONISTS WERE I
! THE FIRST SETTLERS OF THE ENGLISH RACE IN AMERICA. THEY |
: RETURNED TO ENGLAND IN JULY, 1586, WITH“SIR FRANCIS DRAKE. :
[ NEAR THIS PLACE WAS BORN, ON THE 18" OF AUGUST, 1587, i
i VIRGINIA DARE THE FIRST CHILD OF ENGLISH PARENTS BORN IN I
: AMERICA—DAUGHTER OF ANANIAS DARE AND ELEANOR WHITE, :
| HIS WIFE, MEMBERS OF ANOTHER BAND OF COLONISTS SENT OUT '
I BY SIR WALTER RALEIGH IN 1587. ON SUNDAY, AUGUST 20 [sic], 1587 I
' VIRGINIA DARE WAS BAPTIZED. MANTEO, THE FRIENDLY CHIEF [sic] !
: OF THE HATTERAS INDIANS, HAD BEEN BAPTIZED ON THE SUNDAY :
I PRECEDING. THESE BAPTISMS ARE THE FIRST KNOWN I
' CELEBRATIONS OF A CHRISTIAN SACRAMENT IN THE TERRITORY I
: OF THE THIRTEEN ORIGINAL UNITED STATES. 1896. :
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1921 Silent Film

T 1

;"1;_‘2‘:1‘."‘-(&;~. . | . ottt O —
A B e In 1921, Mabel Evans,

working under the aegis of
the NC Department of
Public Instruction, wrote and
produced a five-reel silent
movie about the sixteenth-

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

I ~ .

 century English settlements
I on Roanoke Island. Her sets
: included [left] interior and
| exterior depictions in an
I earthwork with palisado,
I constructed  approximately
| . .

j on top of the sixteenth-
|

century original.

TN T O o 5 e i s

The 1921 movie set constructed on the shore of |
the Roanoke Sound to represent the Roanoke
Indian Village appears to be based on the DeBry
| engraving of John White’s painting of Pomeiooc.
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1930s Cittie of Ralegh

FORT RALEIGH

.w
3
:
8
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1930s Cittie of Ralegh

= " JOHN WHITE COTTAGE, FORT RALEIGH
anokg Island N @ :

RALPH LANE LOG HUT, FORT RALEIGH
Roancke lsland, N.@,
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1930s Cittie of Ralegh

A%
v

E o
I S
e ey

OLD GUARD HOUSE,K FORT RALEIGH
Roarnoka Island N @

By the early 1930s, the future of Old Fort
Ralegh was at a crossroads. The Roanoke
Colony Memorial Association members
were ageing. Having purchased the
historic earthwork and brought the story
of the settlements to the attention of
North Carolina political leaders and at
least a section of the general public, they
were ready to pass the baton. On 10 Janu-
ary 1934, they deeded Old Fort Ralegh to
the state of North Carolina. In short order,
with the urging of Frank Stick, and fund-

ing from state and federal relief agencies,
the Cittie of Ralegh State Park became a
reality, opening in the summer of 1934 in
celebration of the 350" anniversary of the
1584 arrival on these shores of Captains
Amadas and Barlowe, Sir Walter
Ralegh’s reconnaissance explorers. The
village, with its log structures, was an

immediate hit with the general public, and

a serious problem to most historians who

6”11"1") o/ ,('V'} M,‘ '7‘7 bt n we /.‘w w///' “ﬂ'vJ/r [,;ym\ war
Desxyed byFrod ik Droxwn by Ficherd O o

contested its authenticity.
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1930s Cittie of Ralegh
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1930s Cittie of Ralegh

: On August 18, 1937, the 350" anniversary of th birth of Vlromm Dare, US President l~ranI\I|n l) Romualt
i addressed a crowd of 10,000 in the Cittie of Ralegh State Park, and then attended a performance of Paul
| Green’s The Lost Colony in the park’s Waterside Theatre. As of 2014, FDR remains the only sitting US
: President to make a public appearance on Roanoke Island. In 1819, President James Monroe visited the still-
i Visible remains of the earthwork privately during his Southern Tour to inspect the coastal and other selected
|

| areas of th wtlnlry tor p()\\lhlt lmprmumm projects and to view defense fortifications.

Lolesioy 16 Sokedk ~ Fict Rokioh ~lore Lounty-#L. ——
by Frork Sk
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1930s Museum Restored

Interior scenes of the restored original Museum, now part of

|

: : G I

a private home. Note the doors, windows, fireplace and log |
walls, all of which are original. See also the exterior view of |
|

the ballast rock chimney embellished with a granite cross.

o - — o — — ot — — - " — — o — — - — - — — — —— - J
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1930s Museum Restored
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1940s Earthwork

Al

. '.31/“q

FDR’s appearances on Roanoke Island and his political support reinforced the '
compatibility of the park and the outdoor drama and focused national attention on
Roanoke Island as the cornerstone of English America, but the country’s entry in World |
War II in 1941 soon put Heritage Tourism in hiatus. With U-Boats patrolling off the
Carolina coast, The Lost Colony outdoor drama went dark after the 1941 season and did :
not reopen until the summer of 1946. When the play reopened it was under the banner |
of a totally re-structured producing organization—the Roanoke Island Historical |
Association, refocused on the summer production as the primary means of fulfilling :
educational and historical missions.

custodianship to becoming Fort Raleigh National Historic Site

a new kind of park in ;
the National Park Service system, one based on America’s cultural heritage.

One of the first accomplishments under National Park Service management was .
establishing the visual outline of the rapidly diminishing earthwork fortification. ;
Granite slabs, formerly used at the nearby Wright Brothers Memorial, were relocated to |
Fort Raleigh and used to mark the fading shape of the earthwork. [See above]

|
I
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
!
The Cittie of Ralegh State Park made a transition as well, evolving from state !
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
. . . . I
In 1947 and again in 1948, the National Park Service contracted archaeological |
|

investigations in an effort to authenticate the settlement site and earthwork.
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1950s Earthwork Reconstruction

In late 1947 and 1948, archaeologist J. C. Harrington, secarched for the settlement site of Ralegh’s

colonies and an authentication of the earthwork. While sufficient evidence to establish the settlement
site has not been discovered as of 2014, credible information about the location, shape and size of the
earthwork was collected by 1950, at which time Harrington and his team of archaeologists and field
workers completed the reconstructed earthwork within the year—but not without difficulty.
Establishing the perimeter proved problematic. In 1896, the Roanoke Colony Memorial Association
had used stone markers to define the then visible but greatly diminished earthwork. In 1921, the *fort
set’” for the movie approximated the outline of the barely visible fortification. In 1936, the Cittie of
Ralegh included a palisade surrounding the general area of the earthwork with a blockhouse inside.
In 1950, Harrington located the center of the original ditch for all sides save small portions, those
having been partially destroyed by equipment used in grading the road to the earthwork. The
differences are not major, Harrington’s outline being larger, with more angles more precisely located,
the other outlines appearing slightly rotated, perhaps from following the line of the diminished
original. Harrington’s first step in the reconstruction was to dig the ditch and pile the dirt to form the
rough parapet, then to level and ultimately grass the earthwork for preservation. In the process, he
excavated the inside of the earthwork, discovering a number of objects of European origin, including
a wrought iron sickle, casting counters, a glass bead, and a brass apothudr) weight.

Deciphering The Roanoke Mystery 15



1950s Earthwork Reconstruction

ABOVE: The newly reconstructed earthwork showing the beginning of a grass cover—but is it a fort

originally constructed by Ralph Lane and his men during the 1585-1586 colony’s tenure on Roanoke Island?
Traditionally, the earthwork has been associated with Sir Walter Ralegh’s settlements, and referenced
variously as ‘Old Fort Ralegh” by locals; ‘the ruins of Sir Walter Ralegh’s fort’ by Governor Yeardley in
1654; ‘Ruins of a fort’ in 1701 by John Lawson who may never have seen the area; ‘traces of Lane’s fort” by
historian B.J. Lossing in 1850; and ‘Lane’s stronghold and the City of Ralegh’ by Edward C. Bruce who
recorded the first description of the ruins in 1860. Tradition standing alone, however, is not acceptable as
historical evidence. Ralph Lane constructed two earthwork fortifications on Puerto Rico en route to Virginia
in 1585, one similar in size and plan to the sconce at Fort Raleigh, and described a plan of building sconces at

Governor John White in describing the location of his buried trunks—in the ende of an olde trench, made two
veeres past by Captain Amadas. Although White’s dating is in error— not untypical for him—a ‘trench’
could mean the ditch of the earthwork, and Captain Philip Amadas was a member of the Lane colony, 1585-
1586. Archaeologist Harrington dated the earthwork as late 16" century and the artifacts he discovered in the

th

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

!
intervals between Roanoke Island and the Chesapeake Bay. A possible clue is a statement made in 1590 by |
|

|

|

|

|
area as late 16" or 17" century. Dubbing the earthwork Lane’s ‘New Fort in Virginia,” however, he confused :
the palisaded fort Lane erected, with the earthwork. According to Spanish records, the New Fort was a |
wooden structure at water’s edge. Archaeologist Noél Hume suggested the earthwork could have a 16" or |
17" century date. Many Roanoke Voyages historians accept the 16" century origins of the earthwork and :
|

theorize about which group of settlers erected it and for what purpose.

Deciphering The Roanoke Mystery 16



1960s - Mission 66 Development

During the second World War defense funding was naturally prioritized, other qu Lrllltdl needs being

temporarily sacrificed in order to support the war effort—the National Park system a case in point. By
the 1950s park visitation nationwide had increased to the point that management could no longer deal
with the large crowds or even protect park resources. Mission 66 was the National Park Service’s ten-
year plan to move the nation’s parks from the rustic to the modern, and in so doing improve grounds
and facilities for an escalating number of visitors. Old buildings were replaced and new ones added— !
all in a plain modern architectural style intended to blend into the landscape, “simple contemporary

of park building was created—the Visitor Cente at Fort Raleigh. By
1966, the Lindsay Warren Visitor Center was open for the public at Fort Ralegh. Soon to follow were a
new activities & management center for The Lost Colony, a New Box office for the Waterside Theatre,
Park Administrative Headquarters for Cape Hatteras National Seashore, and several units of Park
Housing—all in the plain modern style of architecture. Parking lots and pathways were added, opening
up the grounds for visitation. At the same time, all of the log structures associated with the Cittie of |

: |
! |
: |
; |
I |
l |
! |
: |
I |
I buildings that perform their assigned function and respect their environment.” In addition, a new type |
' [
: |
: |
: |
! |
I |
: |
: i
: Ralegh State Park were removed from Fort Raleigh or destroyed. I

Deciphering The Roanoke Mystery 17



1960s - Mission 66 Development

e e e e e e i
LEFT: The Elizabethan
Room is an authentic 16"
century room disassembled
from the Manor  of
Herondon Hall in Kent,
England and originally sold
to William Randolph Hurst,
from whose New York stor-
age it was purchased for re-
assembly in the Lindsay
Warren Visitor Center.
BELOW: The Lost Colony
Activities Building houses
administrative offices for the
production and a large, fully
equipped area for children’s

shows.

.

e

R
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2014 2% Fort Raleigh 9% 2014

Jami Lanier

Cultural Resources
Manager

NPS Outer Banks
Group, Cape
Hatteras National
Seashore, Fort
Raleigh National
Historic Site,
Wright Brothers
National Memorial
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A World Invaded

by Francis Jennings

The Columbus Quincentennial woke Americans to the
existence of predecessors when Columbus “discovered”
the world new to Europeans. What still needs to be done
is to discover what those earliest Americans were like
and how they got here.

The mere fact of their existence shows up the fallacy of
one favorite assertion by historians; to wit, Europeans
did not settle this world. Rather they invaded and
Realization of this
of other

displaced the resident population.
simple shift  requires
conceptions. The invaders did not conquer a wilderness;

semantic change
they conquered people who had already adapted a
wilderness to their human purposes.

The word human is the key to re-conceiving early
history, for human persons create social communities
that interact with each other. Such North American
communities are easy to identify, but semantic dodges
have long been used to deny full human status to the
native inhabitants. From earliest times they have been
called savages, denizens of the wilderness, and animals
with nothing human but the shape. Sometimes they have
been described as
themselves of the guilt of conquest by pretending that

demons. The invaders absolve
they carried civilization into this wilderness so void of
real people and thus contributed to the advance of
progress.

Facts expose the falsity of these semantic devices for
justifying conquest. By attending to the sciences of
archaeology, anthropology, and linguistics, as well as
traditions of the native peoples, we are now able to see
how many, how varied, and how active those peoples
were before ever a European knew of them. Many
younger historians, as well as one or two of us who are
not so young, have been busy lately peering behind the
conquest propaganda to get a picture of the reality.
Much more study is needed, but a synthesis is now in
outline. Let us approach it in an orderly way.

Indians arrived in North America thousands of years
before Europeans. How many years is uncertain yet.

Archaeologists estimate anywhere from 20,000 years
ago to 70,000 years ago, but a consensus seems to be
forming on about 30,000 years ago. Glaciers then locked
up so much water as ice that the seas were 300 feet
lower than now. Geologists tell us that England was
attached to Europe and the Thames flowed into the
Rhine. The Mediterranean Sea was a lake—two lakes,
rather—closed at its western end and split by an isthmus
from Italy to Africa. Comprehension of such phenomena
makes it easier to realize how Asia and North America
were united by a subcontinent that we now call Beringia
(after the Danish Vitus  Bering). This
subcontinent was a thousand miles wide from north to
south, not a mere ribbon of land, and it was full of wild

explorer

life—migratory birds, land and water mammals, and
huge schools of fish. Curious persons could, and did,
walk into this subcontinent or paddled along its southern
shore, and generations passed as they migrated leisurely
from Siberia to Alaska, thence into the American interior
or down the Pacific Coast.

We think they must have come originally from Siberia
because evidence of pre-human hominids has been
found in Asia, but not in the Americas. Only fully
human persons made this passage, and they made it on
their own feet because they had no wheels or large
domesticated animals. Some may have traveled by
canoe. Physiologists have determined that the native
peoples of the Americas had the same blood types and
the same dental structures as those of Siberia, and
different from those of Europeans.

During thousands of years these migrating folks skirted
the glaciers to the interior and paddled or walked
southward along the Pacific Coast. We now believe that
migration occurred repeatedly. It may still be occurring
on a small scale. An Alaska native who studied at the
Newberry Library told of her people walking across
Bering Strait’s winter ice to meet their “cousins” from
Siberia. On that ice, traffic evidently is two-way.

Much speculation has been given to the possibility of
waterborne migration from Japan, and even, on the
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opposite side of the continent, from Africa or Brazil.
Such possibilities must be acknowledged in the absence
of convincing evidence. Fantasies about visitors from
outer space may be dismissed out of hand.

The most easily located immigration route lies down the
Pacific Coast all the way to Tierra del Fuego, and there
is evidence that humans had arrived at that extremity by
about 12,000 years ago. They created great variety
among the peoples who stopped along the way, but we
peoples their
communities are now sunk in the mud 300 feet down,

cannot trace the coastal because

that formed when the glaciers melted.

Like most ocean coasts, this one was attractive to
humans because of its abundant food resources. In recent
times, people of the Northwest Coast scorned the
lazybones shellfish
themselves for better prey. An excavation has disclosed

who ate instead of stirring
the entire town, Ozette, which was buried in a mudslide
among the Makah people, in a manner similar to the
burial of Pompeii under volcanic ash. The Makah people
settled in sedentary villages and built substantial houses
with huge totem poles proclaiming the social status of its
inhabitants. ~ We must remember the immigrants’
variety.

Farther south, in the vicinity of today’s states of

Washington and Oregon, many immigrants took
advantage of the Columbia River, and followed it inland
for its teeming salmon. The Wasco-Wishram people set
up a great fishery at the Dalles where the river narrowed
before Bonneville Dam sank it under a lake. With a
staple of dried and smoked salmon, the people created a
great trading center, dealers in almost everything. From
the Northwest Coast, traders brought marine products—
shells and shellfish, oils, whale and seal bone—to
exchange for obsidian and stone tools from the Great
Basin, skins and feathers from the Great Plains, baskets
and minerals from the Plateau, and wild food plants
from California. Hunters came from all directions to

trade skins and meat at this central market.
Still farther south, the land of California was so lush

with edible wild plants that the peoples lived primarily
by gathering without learning to plant and cultivate.
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South of the scattered bands of California, immense
change appeared as the peoples of Mexico built up great
than
numbers. Since about 9,000 years ago, the Mexicans

cities

greater Europe’s—and  multiplied in
practiced plant breeding, especially with a wild cereal
called teosinte which they bred into maize, the most
productive cereal on earth. Though they lacked large
domestic work animals, the Mexican plant cultivation
was superior to the agriculture of Europe, and capable of
subsisting large populations. The cities that rose in
Mexico created immense trading networks. We shall
return to them in a different connection.

In South America, we are only recently learning how
special Ecuador was. Though everyone knows about the
Peru, latecomers
compared to the Chavin settled
communities and high culture have been hidden under

magnificent Incas of they were

whose densely
centuries of accumulated earth. Ecuador was a
crossroads. Not only was there seaborne traffic along its
coast; a tributary of the Amazon River originated in
Ecuador on side of the
Mountains, and from that source skilled canoeists could

the east massive Andes
travel all the way across Brazil to where the Amazon
pours into the Atlantic. This is not guesswork. A party of
Spaniards did just that in the sixteenth century, under
attack from large Indian communities all the way. From
the same source, one could make a turn to the Orinoco
River and follow it to the Gulf of Mexico. Very likely,
Ecuador was the bottleneck through which Indian
immigrants had entered the vast northern forest and
swamp lands of South America.

We must not ignore the Inca Empire of Peru, if only
because of the 25,000 mile road network, so much more
extensive than the Roman highway of Europe. The Incas
built on cumulative achievements of preceding
generations and peoples. Perhaps more wonderful even
than their roads, were their garden terraces up the steep
Andes slopes. Like the Mexicans, the Andeans were
plant breeders whose most special products were
potatoes developed for growth at high altitudes. If the
world today were suddenly to be deprived of Andean
potatoes and Mexican corn, famine would overtake

multitudes in even the most advanced societies.

To complete the survey down the Pacific coastal regions,
we see open fields south of the Andes, a region like the



North American Midwestern Prairie—a place where the
peoples lived in hunting bands without cities, organized
by kinship associations. Thus, along only the one vector
of the Pacific coast, Indian communities ranged and
developed from simple hunting, gathering, and fishing
bands to densely populated and complexly organized
cities, with governments that spanned from democratic
councils and chiefs to elaborate and absolute despotisms.

Still more variety appeared along other vectors. Across
the frigid top of North America, Aleuts and Inuits
marched in little family groups from Alaska to
Greenland, taking with them the skills perfected for

coping with deserts of snow and ice.

Hunting peoples traveled down inside the Alaskan
glaciers and fanned out through the territories that
became Canada and the United States. In due course, it
appears that others paddled up from northern South
America to settle the West Indian
Columbus found societies organized as chiefdoms in

islands where

sedentary towns growing three crops a year of yams and
manioc [aka yucca or cassava—starchy root vegetable,
in appearance similar to the potato, but with a thicker
bark-like skin].

Archaeologists dispute the origins of the peoples who
settled the north coast of the Gulf of Mexico. Some seem
to have pushed across from Mexico through Texas;
others may have canoed from the islands; still more may
have pushed southward through the Mississippi Valley.
In due course, it seems that colonies came forth from
Mexico to travel upstream on the Mississippi.

This rough and incomplete summary should forever put
to rest the ancient wheeze about American Indians being
all-alike savages. A history that respects factuality and
ignores conquest mythology must attend to the great
distinctions among Indian communities as well as
certain cultural traits widespread among them. We’ll
come to those further on.

If there were Indians all over the continent, the question
naturally arises: how many? For centuries this natural
question was suppressed under the assumption of the
Vanishing Indian idea which held that Indians could not
live in the presence of civilization. This, by the way, was
asserted by the same writers who insisted that Europeans

had brought the boon of civilization to those Indian
savages, and they never thought to examine the

contradiction between their two assumptions of
civilization as a great benefit for Indians and civilization

as a repellent to Indians.

The Vanishing Indian idea persisted well into the
nineteenth century, serving as a complete rationalization
for taking lands away from Indians. After all, if they
were dying off anyway, what use had they for land? The
logic was clear, given the assumptions.

As epidemic disease afflicted
catastrophically, most people were content with the

Indian  populations

notion that Indians were destined to disappear. Nobody
settled down to the hard work of reliable demography
until well past the middle of the twentieth century.
Now, happily, a number of trained and conscientious
scholars have discarded mythology and are seeking
facts. Their field of work is still very fuzzy as became
clear when some of them from different institutions met
in conference at the Newberry Library in 1990. Now,
however, they argue over verifiable data rather than the
almost mystical dogmas and abstractions that formerly
prevailed.

It is hard to believe now how very unscientific—even
silly—were the reasons formerly advanced for estimates
of Indian population. No censuses were kept before
1492, so the field was wide open to self-important
pundits who set themselves up as authorities by
appealing to vulgar prejudices. In general, estimates
made by such persons rested on the myth of Indians
being savage hunters. It was accepted that savages were
not competent to create and sustain large populations, so
there simply could not be very many of them. When the
Spanish conquistadors testified about great cities in
Mexico, scholarly pundits decided arbitrarily that the
Mexicans must have been different people from North
American Indians. In this case, the assumption was
overtly racist, without disguise. The process reminds me
of the long-held assumption that the universe revolved
around the earth. Religious dogmas upheld this
Ptolemaic system of astronomy, and much ingenuity was
expended on fitting observed phenomena to the required
dogma. So, was it also in dealing with the problem of
Indian populations, explanations and rationalizations
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were propounded in abundance to make known facts fit
the desired outcome.

Early explorers often mentioned large numbers of
Indians met by them. Our pundits rejected such figures
without examination, propounding that the explorers had
exaggerated to make themselves more important.
Assuming such exaggeration, the pundits divided the
recorded figures in half to get what they regarded as a
more accurate count. Succeeding generations of pundits
halved them again until a historian named Walter
Prescott Webb reduced the total of pre-Columbian
Indians living within the 48 contiguous states to
probably not more than 500,000, one Indian to about six
square miles. Webb needed that low number to justify
his assertion that the American land was free to be taken.
Obviously, his figures meant that five square miles out
of six were empty of human habitation. So powerful is
desired myth that few modern persons enjoying use and
ownership of the

land were willing to arouse

consciences by challenging Webb. It was, and is, on
record that Europeans entering the continent from all
directions were greeted everywhere by preceding Indian
peoples. This could not have been possible if Indian

numbers had been so low as Webb postulated.

There were always some people who had no interest in
facts. A southwestern Congressman dismissed the issue
perfunctorily with the comment, We stole the land fair
and square. Even at Oxford, presumably more
concerned about scholarship, Walter Webb made a big
impression by being what the dons conceived as a real
American. Texan Webb flaunted his sombrero and
Texas accent from the wide open spaces, and that made
him more authoritative than some sissy from the east

coast.

Webb was a twentieth-century historian. From the
nineteenth-century statesman and linguistics scholar
Albert Gallatin, a man who was not a racist, there came
a different sort of bias. He was a man of great erudition,
and he recognized that eastern Indians had planted as
well as hunted. He knew also that domestication of
plants had increased populations all over the world, but
he did not think that it had done so among American
Indians because their culture had gone about it the
wrong way. It is necessary, he wrote, that the annual
agricultural labor should produce a quantity of food, at
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least equal to the annual consumption of the whole

existing population. That made sense, but, The labor of
: 5 I

women alone is not sufficient to produce that result.

Normally, we think of anthropologists as sympathetic to
Indians, but two of them in the twentieth century
betrayed odd preconceptions. Highly respected James
Mooney undertook to discover how many pre-
Columbian Indians had lived north of the Rio Grande.
His estimate was about a million—twice as many as
Walter Prescott Webb, but still only one Indian per three
square miles. Mooney died before he finished his
project. Some years later, a physical anthropologist who
studied Mooney’s papers concluded that no one has
determined the exact sources of the estimates of the
methodology employed by Mooney. His list of sources
consulted shows great gaps even to my unspecialized
eyes. I think it is germane that Mooney was a genteel
racist who used such phrases in print as half-negro
mongrels and fairly healthy blood.

The anthropologist who dominated the profession in the
1930s was Alfred Kroeber. He believed himself to be an
authority superior to all others, and he argued that
Mooney’s population estimates were almost exactly
right. His reasons will appear in a moment. Kroeber, like
Gallatin earlier, knew that Indians of the American
northeast practiced horticulture, but Kroeber wanted
those Indians to be inferior savages. He did not use
racist terms, but listen to his argument. The Indian, he
wrote, was not a farmer in our sense of the word
because, according to Kroeber’s edict, Indians grew food
only for their own households. Therefore, the population
remaining stationery, excess planting was not practiced,
but that hardly mattered because it would not have led to
anything in the way of economic or social benefit nor of
increase in numbers.”

Kroeber’s ego was so monumental that he threw it
against not only Indians but also against the findings of
scholars working from written records. Repeatedly, such

" Francis Jennings, The Founders of America, How Indians
Discovered the Land, Pioneered in It and Created Great
Classical Civilizations; How They Were Plunged into A.D.
(New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 1993), 84.

? Francis Jennings, The Invasion of America: Indians,
Colonialism, and the Cant of Conquest (New York: W.W.
Norton & Co., 1976), 19.



records show Jamestown, Quebec, New Plymouth, New
Sweden, and other European colonies depending on
Indian surpluses of farm products, especially of maize,
in order to survive their early years. Kroeber professed
to be interested in history, but he violated all the rules
followed by historians. He brayed that Mooney and he
were a safer authority than Cortés or Las Casas, or
registers of baptisms and deaths by priests knowing only
some missions in one province. He decreed, I am likely
to reject most of them outright.*

By such logic, Kroeber reduced even Mooney’s
estimates of Indian population from a million to
900,000; and, sorry to say, his authority prevailed, with
few fine exceptions, until 1966. In that crucial year,
another Henry Dobyns, wrathfully
denounced the whole scurrilous business and initiated a
revision that still continues. There are still differences of

anthropologist,

opinion. Conservative demographers now seem ready to
accept four million Indians as the pre-Columbian norm
while Dobyns thinks eighteen million is the right
number. I can only guess. I feel fairly confident that four
million is still too low an estimate, but I am ready now
to wait for the outcome of genuine scholarly study by
experts headed in the right direction.

However that turns out, it must take account of two large
phenomena.  Archaeology  suggests that Indian
population in 1492 was already somewhat less than a
maximum reached earlier at about A.D. 1200, but no
reason is given confidently for the decline afterward.
And we must note what gave rise to the notion of the
Vanishing Indian. There is no doubt in anyone’s mind
that epidemic disease reduced Indian numbers
catastrophically. ~ Smallpox,  diphtheria,  diabetes,
influenzas, plague, and a host of other pestilences for
which Indians constituted virgin soil—i.e., populations
without acquired immunities—Xkilled off Indians like the
picture of the Grim Reaper scything his harvest.

Whatever total numbers are agreed upon ultimately,
consensus prevails now on one issue. It is generally
accepted that the greatest number of Indians lived in
North America about A.D. 1200. That was an era
dominated by a mysterious people called Mississippians
by the archaeologists. Perhaps they are mysterious only

¥ Ibid.

because some scholars refuse to believe what they said
about themselves, which contradicted what the scholars
had decided must be the case. It will serve us well to
remember the bullheadedness of certain scholars in
A hint of their
attitude shows in regard to the Mississippians.

regard to Indian population numbers.

The Indians’ tradition was recited to a Louisiana
Frenchman early in the eighteenth century. He was
Antoine Simon Le Page du Pratz, one of the founders of
New Orleans, a man curious about the native people in
whose midst he had established a plantation. Unlike
many Europeans, he talked with those Natchez natives.
One of them, the keeper of the people’s temple,
explained their historical tradition to this Frenchman,
and the story was confirmed by the Natchez Great Sun

who ruled with the powers of a despot.”

Before we came into this land, began the
Natchez priest, we lived yonder under the sun
(pointing with his finger nearly south-west, by
which I understood that he meant Mexico),
we lived in a fine country where the earth is
always pleasant; there our Suns [Mexican
rulers were called Suns] had their abode and
our nation maintained itself for a long time
against the ancients of the country, who
conquered some of our villages in the plains,
but never could force us from the mountains.
Our nation extended itself along the great
water [Gulf of Mexico] where this large river
[the Mississippi] loses itself; but as our
enemies were become very numerous and
very wicked, our Suns sent some of their
subjects who lived near this river, to examine
whether we could return into the country
through which it flowed. The country on the
east side of the river being found extremely
pleasant, the Great Sun, upon the return of
those who had examined it, ordered all his
subjects who lived in the plains, and who still
defended themselves against the ancients of
the country, to remove into this land, here to

* No source cited in the original paper, but cf. Le Page du
Pratz, Historie de la Louisiane (Paris: 1758); portions
published in English translation in London under the title, The
History of Louisiana, or of the Western Parts of Virginia and
Carolina (1763).
http://books.google.com/books?id=zEoUAAAAYAAJ
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build a temple, and to preserve the eternal

fire.

A great part of our nation accordingly settled
here, where they lived in peace and
abundance for several generations. The
Great Sun, and those who had remained with
him, never thought of joining us, being
tempted to continue where they were by the
pleasantness of the country, which was very
warm, and by the weakness of their enemies,
who had fallen into civil dissensions, in
consequence of the ambition of one of their
chiefs, who wanted to raise himself from a
state of equality with the other chiefs of the
villages, and to treat all the people of his
nation as slaves.  During those discords
among our enemies, some of them even
entered into an alliance with the Great Sun,
who still remained in our old country that he
might conveniently assist our other brethren
who had settled on the banks of the Great
Water to the east of the large river, and
extended themselves so far on the coast and
among the isles, that the Great Sun did not
hear of them sometimes for five or six years
together.

It was not till after many generations that the
Great Suns came and joined us in this
country, where, frwh the fine climate, and the
peace we had enjoyed, we had multiplied like
the leaves of the trees. Warriors of fire, who
made the earth to tremble, had arrived in our
old country, and having entered into an
alliance with our brethren, conquered our
ancient enemies; but attempting afterwards to
make slaves of our Suns, they, rather than
submit to them, left our brethren who refused
to follow them, and came hither attended only
with the slaves.

Other information gives credibility to this tradition.
Sources in Mexico date an exodus of population from
the great cities of Teotihuacdn and Tula from about A.D.
800 to 900, and this is the era when the Mississippian
culture springs to life in the great river valley. We know
that some of the Toltec Indians who fled Mexico
Why is it so

colonized the Yucatin Peninsula.
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impossible to accept the tradition that others came to the
Mississippi Valley?

Whoever or whatever the Mississippians were, they built
up great, flat-topped pyramids of earth all along the
river, upstream as far as Aztalan in Wisconsin, and
throughout the Southeast between the mountains and the
Atlantic Ocean. These were something more than piles
of dirt. Even to the their
resemblance to the pyramids in Mexico is plain. On their

unprofessional  eye,

topmost platforms, the builders put up structures for
administration and religious rituals. Archaeologists have
determined that much trade was carried on between the
communities dominated by those pyramids, and images
of Yacatecuhtli, the long-nosed god of Aztec merchants,
have been found among them.

It is apparent that the staple of trade was maize, Indian
corn, which first appears in North America in a new,
more productive variety, at just about the same time that
the Mississippians arrived. We must allow for regional
differences in the great sprawl of territory where
Mississippian cultures extended. It seems that original
Toltec colonists adapted to preceding peoples, taught
them how to grow the new, superior variety of corn, and
introduced forms of social organization unknown till
then. We have to guess somewhat, but the historical
record the Natchez of the
elaborately organized than any other Indian people east
of the Rocky Mountains.

shows tradition more

We must pay some attention to dates. The Natchez may
have been so exceptional only because they were
latecomers seen after Europeans arrived. According to
Natchez tradition, their Suns did not leave Mexico until
after Spanish conquistadors— people of fire—had taken
over. Thus, those Natchez lords could not have come to
the Mississippi earlier than Cortés’ conquest in 1520.

We have already seen that the flat-topped pyramids were
built, and maize was introduced long before that—at
least 600 years
immigrants who created the great trading network

earlie—and it was the earlier
between the pyramid communities. In that network, one
city was pre-eminent, the metropolis of the empire of
trade.



This was Cahokia, across the river from present-day St.
Louis. It was an elaborately organized true city as its
surviving remains make clear. A dominating pyramid
rose in four tiers from the community’s floor to a height
still reaching 90 feet after more than 500 years of
erosion. Until the nineteenth century, it was the tallest
structure in North America. It stood in the midst of a
10000, 20000, or 40000

persons, depending on which archaeologist makes the

palisaded community of

estimate. Eighteen more platform mounds, subordinate
to the largest, stood within the walls, and more than a
hundred smaller pyramids have been identified outside
the palisade.

One of Cahokia’s most interesting features was a
England’s
Stonehenge. Forty-eight posts set in a circle, sighting on

woodhenge, a solar observatory like

another beyond, enabled Cahokian astronomers to
observe equinoxes and solstices, and to calculate the best
times for planting. Cahokia’s significance has been
recognized by the United Nations’ designation of it as a
monument of world historical importance, and a
splendid interpretive museum now helps tourists to
understand what archaeologists have discovered.

The Mississippians rationalized and systematized
processes of trade that long preceded their advent. Once
more, we must struggle against the myths of savagery.
Now that serious study of the Indians’ varied cultures
has begun, we take notice of different subsistence

FIGURE 47: Artist’s rendition of Cahokia’s Mounds, photo courtesy of Cahokia State Park.

,b‘,
. Q“ .

w?

their
products. For instance, in the American Southwest, a

exchanging

systems and producers surplus

people called the Hohokams living on the Gila River

journeyed regularly to the Gulf of Southern California to

collect shells. They crafted these shells with
silversmiths’ skills, and traded them into the deep

interior prairies.

More important, these Hohokams practiced large-scale
irrigation, digging hundreds of miles of ditches, some of
which extended individually as much as ten miles each
and were equipped with gates and check dams to control
the flow of water.

FIGURE 48: Artists’ rendition of ancient Hohokam irrigation.
[Courtesy of the Arizona Museum of Natural History and
artists Ann & Jerry Schutte.]
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We must remember that all the textbooks on western
civilization stress the use of irrigation in Mesopotamia
as a sure indicator of the rise of civilization. Why is it
then, that among American Indians, who were a lot
more western than the Mesopotamians, irrigation is
just another feature of savage people? Is there that
much difference between irrigating wheat and
irrigating corn?

We have already noticed the great trading center at
The Dalles on the Columbia River where surplus
salmon was the staple. In the Southwest, the trading
surplus was the corn produced by all that irrigation
and the farming communities from whom our modern
Pueblo Indians are descended. Trade was carried on all
over the continent. Even the hunting bands, who came
closest to our conceptions of wandering savages, met
regularly each summer in an institution now called the
rendezvous at which they conducted rituals, recreation
and trade; and there were Indian peddlers who brought
goods to these rendezvous gatherings from the
sedentary markets such as The Dalles and another
long-lasting center on the upper Missouri River in
North Dakota. The markets on the Missouri were
operated by Mandan and Hidatsa peoples who built
very substantial villages of earth lodges and planted
extensive fields nearby. Their staple was corn, and
their business was so efficient that when Europeans
showed up at Hudson Bay and on the Mississippi, the
Mandan-Hidatsa traders simply added European goods
to the others carried in their stocks.
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FIGURE 49: Chaco Canyon Sit, courtesy of Chaco Culture National Historical Park.

In the Great Lakes country, the Iroquoian Hurons
planted corn about as far north as the growing season
permitted, and they traded it to the Algonquian
Nipissings who hunted and fished north of planting
country.  So beneficial to both parties was this
exchange that when winters became bitterly cold, the
Nipissings came south for warm refuge with the
Hurons.

That was not the only direction for Huron trade. Large
whelk shells have been found in their country that
could only have come from Chesapeake Bay because
the marine animal that grows such shells does not live
anywhere except in the bay.

Along the east coast, a trading jargon based on the
Delaware language encouraged commerce between the
tribes. A similar jargon, called Mobilian, enabled
traders on the Gulf coast to work back and forth.

With so much business, there was much traffic
everywhere on the continent. Besides what we know
about goods being carried on rivers and along coasts,
we are aware of footpaths and trails, some of which
were simply beaten down by constant use, but there is
evidence also of roads being engineered on purpose.
Aerial photography has disclosed hundreds of miles of
roads centered upon Chaco Canyon near our Four
Corners in the Southwest. They were buried under
drifting dust, but have become visible within the past
decade. One has to wonder how many more such
systems will literally be unearthed in the future.
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FIGURE 50: Prehistoric roads and Great Houses in the San
Juan Basin superimposed on a map showing modern roads.
Courtesy of Chaco Culture National Historical Park.

All this is by way of background to help us appreciate
what the Carolina Algonquians were and what they were
not. When we realize that written records did not exist
before Europeans showed up, it is discouraging to read
Christian Feest’s remark in the Smithsonian’s Handbook
of North American Indians that very little is known about
the archaeology of coastal North Carolina.” When one
reads further into his study, it becomes apparent that
very little is known about anything concerned with those
people. We must infer and extrapolate from other
information.

Language offers a clue. What were other Algonquian
speakers like? Prior to English colonization, the
Algonquian world covered a great territory sprawled
from the Crees of western and northern Canada across
the Great Lakes region all the way to the Atlantic coast.
Its shape was irregular, extending projections southward
in the far west, along the upper reaches of the
Mississippi and Ohio valleys, and widely north and
south on the Atlantic coast. Notably, the Algonquians
were essentially a family of more or less northern

peoples. At no point did they penetrate to the Gulf coast

3 Christian F. Feest, “North Carolina Algonquians,” in
Handbook of North American Indians, edited by William C.
Sturtevant (Washington, DC: Smithsonian Institution, US
Government Printing Office, 1978-2007), 15:271.

where they were blocked everywhere by peoples who
spoke entirely different languages. As we are told by
expert Christian Feest, the North Carolina Algonquians
in their coastal territory formed the southernmost
extension of Algonquian groups along the Atlantic
seaboard.” Only to the northward did they have kindred
Algonquians among the Powhatans of Chesapeake Bay.
The implication seems warranted that the Carolinians’
ancestors had migrated to their coastal plains and islands
of the outer banks from the north.

This is especially significant because the Algonquians
had cultural characteristics quite distinct from those of
the alien peoples who lived in large chiefdoms along the
southern Gulf coast. The latter may have included
colonists from Mexico, and fairly certainly had trading
relations with traveling merchants from Mexico whose
special god was Yacatecuhtli, the long-nosed god. His
carved images have been found in the Gulf territories.
Although
something did not happen, to the best of my knowledge

it is extremely hazardous to aver that

Yacatecuhtli did not get up to the Carolinians although
evidence of Mexican influence is strong in Florida.

But we must take account of the Carolinians’ cultivation
of that superior type of cereal, maize, which had to
come, by one means or another, from its origins in
Mexico. For this, we have very convincing evidence:
John White painted fields of ripening maize in the
Algonquian town of Secoton on the Pamlico River.

Because material culture moves about independently of
linguistic connections, we cannot assume that the
Carolinians learned about maize from their Algonquian
kindred. They may have picked it up from other tribal
neighbors who had been in touch with those clever
Mississippians who had brought it from Mexico.

This was possible, but let us think about it a moment.
Although the Carolinians of the sixteenth century had a
mixed subsistence system, exploiting fishing as well as
hunting, the chances are that the introduction of maize
caused fundamental reshaping of their economy. The
respected anthropologist John R. Swanton thought that

° Ibid.
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FIGURE 51: Secoton, painted by John White c. 1585.

fishing provided most of the subsistence of this coastal
people until maize cultivation (along with other crops)
became dominant. A people’s transformation from
predominantly fishing to predominantly planting is not

slight.

That picture by John White of the town of Secoton is
interesting in another aspect. Secoton is portrayed as an
open town without a defensive palisade. This is startling
for Secoton was at the outermost limits of Algonquian
territory in which the other towns were very carefully
stockaded. Christian Feest remarks that the boundary
between Algonquians and Iroquoian
poorly  defined. neighboring Iroquoian
Tuscaroras were a militant people known for prowess in

speakers was
Secoton’s

war. For Secoton to leave itself without a palisade
bespeaks trust of the Tuscaroras, a trust that must have
rested on some sort of diplomatic arrangement, perhaps

tributary alliance. They had followed different paths of

migration. Although the Algonquians swept down to
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Carolina from the north, the Tuscacoras apparently
marched eastward past the Gulf chiefdoms from a
homeland in Arkansas or Texas. It followed that the
Tuscaroras had become familiar with Mississippian
culture, including the cultivation of maize, and it seems
plausible that part of the friendship between Tuscaroras
and Carolina Algonquians had included instruction
about maize.

We must discard preconceptions about innate, savage
love of war. Tuscaroras and Carolinians would not have
been the only tribes to come to symbiotic arrangements
despite their linguistic differences. There was an
example—fully documented in this case—of Iroquoian
Hurons in the Great Lakes region who were happily at
peace with Algonquian Nipissings farther north beyond
the realm of horticulture. Hurons grew corn that they
traded to the hunting Nipissings for fish, meat, and furs.
Hurons even sheltered the Nipissings in bitter winters.
Elsewhere the Five Iroquois Nations of upstate New
York

Delawares of

long dwelt at peace with the Algonquian
Pennsylvania and New Jersey. Oral
traditions of the two peoples agree that this peace was
long maintained until a variously explained quarrel
broke it off. So there is nothing on record to make it
improbable that Tuscaroras and Carolina Algonquians
To the
interior mountain  situation

would naturally make them interested in getting trading

might make a mutually convenient peace.
contrary, the Tuscaroras’

partners for coastal products.

Interestingly, both the Carolina Algonquians and the
Iroquoian Tuscaroras seem to have been comparative
newcomers in their respective territories. Archaeologists
draw this from the shallowness of
overburden on buried artifacts. In 1700, colonial North
Carolina’s Surveyor General John Lawson remarked

vaguely that the Tuscaroras had arrived within the span

conclusion

of oral tradition, but the Virginia Company’s John
writing in 1612, he
estimated that the coastal Algonquians had arrived not

Strachey was more specific:

longer than about 300 years earlier. If we assume that
the Algonquians had come south through Virginia, we

7 Louise B. Wright and Virginia Freund, eds., The History of
Travel in to Virginia Britania (1612) by William Strachey,
Gent. Hakluyt Society 2™ Series (Glasgow: University Press,
1952), 40.



count back to about A.D. 1300, a date marked by great
turbulence elsewhere on the continent. Its significance
demands much more research than has been given
heretofore. A caution is in order: we should not assume
that Tuscaroras and Carolinians followed the same path
of migration just because of similarity in their arrival
times. That, too, requires more attention.

[ wish that I knew more anthropology. Those paintings
of John White probably contain more clues about their
subject peoples than 1 have been able to interpret, but |
had better not get too far in over my depth.

For this paper, my assignment was a discussion of the
Algonquian world prior to English colonization. That
world was surrounded by other Europeans from Spain,
about whose activities the Algonquians probably had
some information. It may have been garbled in detail,
but itinerant Indian traders could hardly have escaped
the main point of Spanish determination to conquer, and
the means used.

Perhaps Juan Ponce de Léon’s landings in Florida in
1513 and 1521 were a bit too distant for the news to
circulate as far as North Carolina, but one cannot be
sure. It is well established that the important news
traveled great distances among Indians. The year 1521
was marked also by a Spanish slaving expedition on the
Santee River in South Carolina, much closer than
Florida. By far the most sensationally traumatic Spanish
invasion was the entrada [entrance] of Hernando de
Soto from 1539 to 1543. It cut a wide swath of
destruction that at one point reached Cofitachequi in
northern South Carolina. De Soto’s massive devastations
could not have failed to be reported for hundreds of
miles.

There was the demonstration in 1565 by Pedro
Menéndez de Avilés of how Europeans could massacre
each other when Menéndez wiped out the French colony
at Fort Caroline in Georgia. Indians certainly talked
about it; the only French survivor was a man who had
found refuge among Indians.

If that seems too distant, it would have been hard for the
North Carolinians
happened from 1570 to 1572 in Chesapeake Bay. Don
Luis de Velasco, a converted Indian who had been

to escape knowledge of what

lionized in Spain, led a mission of seven Jesuits to the
Chesapeake. It was exceptional from other missions by
lacking an armed escort. Don Luis slipped away from
the Missionaries, rejoined his old tribe, and helped to
massacre the Jesuits. Obviously this was not a pretty
event, and its type is usually called reversion of
savagery. On the other hand, as Captain John Smith’s
example was to demonstrate, such behavior by a
European is termed faithfulness to one’s own people.
Semantics did not interest Menéndez. Two years later
he took a punishing expedition to the Chesapeake and
hanged a number of the Indians there, including the
chief. As David Quinn remarks, this was a clue most
probably to the wariness and hostility of Powhatan and
Opechancanough toward Europeans a generation later.”
I think it must also have contributed heavily to the
behavior of  the Carolina

circumspect nearby

Algonquians.

They probably did not distinguish Europeans of the
English variety from those of Spain. The evidence
before them plainly portrayed Europeans as bad news.
Added to all the rest were the terrible effects of epidemic
had never been known until those
Europeans arrived.

diseases that

I shall not try to compete with grand master David
Quinn for interpretation of what happened at Roanoke,
but perhaps he will forgive mention of the strong
tradition in North Carolina today that the abandoned
people of Roanoke found refuge among Indians and
mingled with them to produce the mixed people called
Lumbees. If we acknowledge that Indians were capable
of humanitarian conduct—more humanitarian, in fact,
than the cold-blooded London power brokers who had
let their colonists shift for themselves—perhaps we can
re-conceive Roanoke as a triumph of the human spirit
rather than a tragedy.

Francis Jennings

Newberry Library, Director Emeritus, D’Arcy McNickle
Center for American Indian History

Author

Presented at the Roanoke Decoded Symposium
Roanoke Island, NC, May 1993

* David Beers Quinn, North America from Earliest Discovery
to First Settlement: The Norse Voyages to 1612 (New York:
The American Nation Series, 1977), 285.
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Similarities and differences in Eastern American Indians as
seen in the paintings of John White and Jacques Le Moyne,
and in the engravings of their works by Theodor de Bry

by Helen Wallis

In presenting this paper I must first pay tribute to Paul Hulton, former deputy-keeper of the Department of Prints and
Drawings at the British Museum, who died in January 1990 after a sudden illness. He was the major authority on the
work of John White, in collaboration with David Quinn, and on the work of Jacques Le Moyne de Morgues. He was a
most valued contributor to the exhibition Raleigh and Roanoke, which we staged at the British Library in 1984, and
transferred to Raleigh, North Carolina, in 1985.

As late as 1590 Europeans had only the vaguest notions of the peoples of eastern North America, their lives and
environment. For many years it had been a common practice to include a painter (i.e. artist) in the personnel of
European exploring and trading expeditions to overseas lands. We can see the results of their work in the vignettes of
Portuguese and French hydrographic charts, especially those made as presentation pieces for royal and noble
persons.g Printed works with adequate graphic illustrations were not generally available and the curious public had to
be content with verbal description. The main exception was the illustrations of the Indians of Brazil encountered on
Durand de Villegagnon’s expedition to Brazil in 1555-56, and published in the works of Andre Thevet and Jean de
Léry.

In the expeditions of Rene de Laudonniere to settle a French Huguenot colony in Florida, 1564-65, and of Richard
Grenville sent by Sir Walter Ralegh to Virginia in 1585, each was accompanied by an accomplished artist. The
Florida expedition included Jacques Le Moyne who described himself as a citizen of Dieppe. The English artist for
the Virginia expedition was John White. Le Moyne recorded the Timucuan Indians of Florida, John White the
Algonkian Indians of Virginia (later known as North Carolina). White sailed again to Virginia in 1587, this time as
governor of the second colony, but about five weeks later he left for home to bring supplies. He only managed to
return to Virginia in 1590. By then the colonists had disappeared, and he found many of my things spoyled and

, , : . . 10
broken...the frames of some of my pictures and Mappes rotten and spoyled with rayne....

Le Moyne and White were well acquainted. In the early 1580s Le Moyne settled in England for religion, living at
Blackfriars in London in the Huguenot colony. There he came to know White, possibly before White sailed to
America in 1584 or 1585. (White may have been on the reconnaissance of Amadas and Barlowe in 1584.) Hulton has
pointed to the interchange between the two artists."" White may have introduced Le Moyne to Ralegh, who was their
common palron.lz In an epistle addressed to Ralegh, 1587, Richard Hakluyt the Younger makes his first reference to
Le Moyne and Le Moyne’s intention to publish: ...[lames Morgues] hath put downe in writing many singularities
which are not mentioned in this treatise [Hakluyt’s translation of Laudonniére]: which he meaneth to publish together
with the portraitures before it be lung.” Whether Ralegh had commissioned the publication is not known.

’ Helen Wallis, “The Role of the Painter in Renaissance Marine Cartography, ” Imago et Mensura Mundi: Atta del IX Congresso
Internazionale de Storia del Cartografia (Rome: Instituto della Enciclopedia Italiana, 1985), 2:515-523.

'Y David Beers Quinn, ed., The Roanoke Voyages (London: The Hakluyt Society, 1955), 2:615.

11 Paul Hulton, “Images of the New World: Jacques Le Moyne de Morgues and John White,” in K.R. Andrews, N.P. Canny and
P.E.H. Hair, eds., The Westward Enterprise (Liverpool: University Press, 1978), 212-13.

:‘ Paul Hulton, The Work of Jacques Le Moyne de Morgues (London: 1977), 1:10.

 Ibid., 11.
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By 1586 when White returned from America both artists had a body of original work recording peoples and scenes of
the New World. The arrival of the engraver Theodor de Bry in London in 1587 was a fortunate coincidence. De Bry, a
native of Liége, came over with a commission to engrave Thomas Lant’s drawings of Sir Philip Sydney’s funeral
procession of February 1586. De Bry discussed with Thomas Harriot and Le Moyne, and probably also with Richard
Hakluyt and Ralegh, the publication of illustrated works on the Americas. On a second visit in 1588, when Le Moyne
was dead (He died in May 1588.), De Bry obtained Le Moyne’s work from his widow, and he acquired, probably
from Hakluyt, White’s Virginia drawings.H He intended to publish Florida as Part 1 of his America, but was

persuaded, probably by Hakluyt, to give precedence to Virginia.

&3 A briefe and true re-

portof the new found land of Virginia: of
t&Mﬂbfnﬂdaﬁak%awll-ﬂ&
chantable, as others for victuall buildingand other neceffa-
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ture and manners of the naturall inhabicants : Difcovered by the
Englips Colomy there fomed by Sir Richard Greinuile Kughe i the
yeese 1999 which wnder the government of Rafe Lane Efqui-
o, e of bev Maseflaes L gmacre ., duw sy rhe [pace of 1w cime mamashes : a4
T S e
dhe flannenics , -lu(:ha:m ::‘a:‘f,;“‘

sed and authorifed by her Mac(lie and
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Dire@ed to the Aduenturers, Fauourers, , ;":'P:-‘; :-‘;*_lur-l"; "rf',l'f;:jf’; %
alemllm:ftlxaﬂan,ﬁr the inbabi- ‘ o). e Aot
ting andplanting there:

By Thomas Harot. feruantto the abouenamed
Sur walter, amember oF 1he Colony, and

there wmpioyed im &[nurq.

FRANCOFORTI AD MOENVM
TYPLS ANNIS WECHELL SVMTTING V

Imprinted at London 1588,

FIGURES 52 & 53: [Left] Title page for Harriot’s A briefe and true report of the new found land of Virginia; [Right] Title page for
Theodor de Bry’s Virginia, part .

De Bry took home with him to his workshop in Frankfurt-am-Main the originals of White and Le Moyne. His volume
one comprises an edition of Harriot’s A briefe and true report of the new found land of Virginia, which had been
published in 1588 as a promotion tract. Harriot, a mathematician and scientist, was White’s companion and the
geographer to the expedition. Ralph Lane, governor of the first Roanoke colony, called him an actor in the Colony, or
a man no lesse for his honesty then learning commendable. " De Bry’s publication was intended, as Hulton describes

it, to give the widest possible European circulation of the first accurate images of the American Indian to come out of

'_ Theodor de Bry, A Briefe and true report of the new found land of Virginia (Frankfurt: 1590), 117. Known as America, vol. 1.
" Thomas Harriot, A Briefe and true report of the new found land of Virginia (London: 1588), address to reader.
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the New World."® To Harriot’s Briefe and true report De Bry added 23 engravings of White’s drawings with
explanatory text by Harriot. The work appeared in 1590 in a multilingual edition, in Latin, English, French and
German. Florida followed in 1591 as Part Il and was designed to the same formula, each picture being supplied with
explanatory text. De Bry’s use of key letters in the pictures dealt with the problem of publication in several languages.

The White drawings depict the Indians at the moment of their first contact with the English, before the shock waves
from the meeting of the two cultures had time to spread. It was for the English a moment of intense curiosity and quiet
appraisal, for the Indians of astonishment and awe.'” The derivative work of De Bry presents the true pictures and
fashions of the people in that part of America now called Virginia. White’s instructions must have been similar to
those of Thomas Bavin, Sir Humphrey Gilbert’s artist on one of the expeditions of 1582. Bavin was to drawe to lief
one of each kinde of thing that is strange to us in England. These included the figures & shapes of men and woemen

in their apparell as also their manner of wepons in every place as you shall finde them differing.

The drawings and the engravings provide the first scientific record
of the southern or Carolina Algonkian Indians. The images are the
result of a remarkable collaboration between White the artist and
Harriot the geographer. The accuracy of White’s portraits of
Indians and Indian life owed much to Harriot’s scientific
uulhorily.w In comparison Le Moyne suffered from the absence of
a geographical companion, and his survey of Florida lacks any
strong scientific basis.

Hulton comments that Harriot was not only the author of the main
text and the notes for the illustrations, but was also to some extent
responsible for the kind of Indian portraits which White was able
to draw. Quinn has remarked that White would never have been
allowed to depict intimate portraits of the wives and children of
chiefs unless the Indians had felt complete trust. There must have
been a deep sympathetic accord among White and Harriot and the
Indians.

The pair had another great advantage—Harriot knew the
Algonkian language. He presumably learned it from Manteo and
Wanchese, the two Indians brought back from Barlowe’s
reconnaissance voyage of 1584, who stayed at Durham House
with Harriot in the winter of 1584-85, and returned to Virginia in
1585. Harriot was able to question the Indians in Virginia on their
merchantable commodities. He could speak to the priests, although

. ; : ; . 20
he admitted to want of perfect utterance in their language.” He

devised a phonetic orthography to record the language.

FIGURE 54: Thomas Harriot in 1620.

'* Paul Hulton, “The persistence of White-De Bry image of the North American Indian,” in Le Imagen del Indio en la Europa
Moderna (Sevilla: Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas, 1990), 406.

"7 Ibid.

'" British Library, Department of Manuscripts, Add. MS 38823, ff. 1-8.

" Hulton, “White-De Bry image,” 406-407.

* Harriot, 1588. sig E4.
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Thomas Harriot (1560-1621) and the English origins of Algonkian linguistics,”
I (Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company, 1992), 19:25-56.

FIGURE 55: A page, in Harriot’s hand, which had belonged to Richard Busby (1606-1695), headmaster of Westminster School,
has been found in the school’s library and has been analyzed by the linguist Vivian Salmon of Oxford.”*
vniversall Alphabet conteyninge six & thirty letters, whereby may be expressed the lively image of mens voyce in what language
soeuer; first devised upon occasion to seek to fit letters to express the Virginian speche. 1585.

The page is entitled An

Historiographia Lunguistica
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In comparing White’s drawings and De Bry’s engravings and assessing them as a scientific record, we must know

: . : : o9 . : .
what groups of drawings survive. Quinn has set out a useful analysis.”™ The archetype set, White’s basic collection

which included Harriot’s set, does not survive. Of the six derivative sets only two survive. The more important is the

portfolio of drawings which the British Museum purchased in 1865.
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FIGURE 56: Title of John White’s portfolio of
drawings; the set purchased by the British
Museum in 1865. The title is probably in
White’s hand, but does not give details of
authorship or for whom the set was
intended. Transcript of White’s autograph
title: THE pictures of sondry things collected
and counterfeited according to the truth in
the voyage made by S': Walter Raleigh knight
for the discouery of La Virginea. In the 3™
yeare of the most happie reigne of our
Soueraigne  [Sovereign]  lady  Queene
Elizabeth. And in the yeare of o' Lorde God.
1585.

Those drawings relating to Virginia were made in Virginia before 17 November 1585 if taken ]iterally.n

Q)

Ar

%

FIGURE 57: John White’s map of Eastern North America from Florida to Chesapeake Bay.

*2 Quinn. Roanoke Voyages. 1:392.
** Ibid. 393, 398.
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It should be noted that the volume suffered water damage before coming to the Museum, which explains some offsets
and smudging. The magnificent facsimile with full scholarly text by Hulton and Quinn was published by the British

Museum in 1964.%*

5 | e M

FIGURES 58 & 59: [Left] John White’s map of the Carolina coast, La Virginia Pars. [Right] Satellite photo.

The set most closely derived from the archetype is identified by Quinn as the drawings in Sloane Ms 5270, now BM
Prints & Drawings 199.a.3. In a letter of September 1709 Sir Hans Sloane described his visit to the home of White’s
descendants in Ireland, where he saw a volume comprising early copies from White’s originals. Sloane had copies
made, but later acquired the volume itself. The copies are also in the Sloane collection in the British Museum.” The
set which White made for De Bry in 1588 and 1589 has disappeared and is known only from the engravings.

** Paul Hulton and D.B. Quinn, The Drawings of John White, 1577-1590, 2 vols. (London: Trustees of the British Museum,

1964).
* Quinn, Roanoke Voyages, 1:395-6. Sce also Helen Wallis, Raleigh & Roanoke (Raleigh, NC: 1985), 60.
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FIGURE 60: Theodor DeBry’s engraving of Virginia, from a lost John White original.
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Most of White’s original drawings were made in mid-July 1585 at the villages of Pomeiooc and Secotan, which

White and Harriot visited with the first English exploring expedition inland. There are two types of Indian village,
enclosed and open.
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FIGURE 61: John White’s drawing of
The Town of Pomeiooc. Transcription
of text on John White’s painting of
Pomeiock: The towne of Pomeiock
and true forme of their howses,
couered and enclosed some w"
matts, and some w" barcks of trees.
All compassed abowt w' smale poles
stock thick together in stedd of a wall.

Figure 62: [below] Drawing of The
Town of Pomeiooc in Sloane copies.

There are essentially two different
sets of drawings that relate to John
White, artist of the 1585 voyage of
exploration and Governor of the 1587
colony. The primary set, purchased at
auction by the Earl of Charlemont in
1778 has long been held to be
White’s originals—even though they
are not signed by the artist, whose
name is not mentioned anywhere in
the volume.

A second set, acquired by Sir Hans
Sloane in 1717 from a descendent of
John White has similarity of content,
but is lesser in quality than the
primary set. While the second set
contains some drawings not found in
the primary set, none of the drawings
are exact copies of any in the primary
set. The difference in details is
strongly suggestive of a second
artist—one of whom may have been
John White, and the other possibly
White’s assistant or apprentice. The
variation in details is too strong to
have been created by copyists, more
likely by White himself or another
painter. It is, of course, also possible
that Sloane’s volume contains White’s
originals—as he believed—and that
the primary set, heralded as White’s
originals, may have been painted by a
professional artist and are not
White’s originals after all. To test the
theory, compare the Pomeiooc from
the Sloane set [below] with the same
subject traditionally attributed to
White [above).
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Figure 63: Theodor De Bry’s engraving of White’s drawing of The Town of Pomeiooc hand-colored similar
to the engravings included in Princeton MS of William Strachey’s Historie.

Pomeiooc is an enclosed village with a palisade. It is notable that the enclosed palisaded village of circular form was
to become the main symbol of North American Indian settlement.”® There are differences between White's drawing
and De Bry’s rendering. De Bry makes the poles of the palisade stronger. The temple in De Bry has a baroque style
roof. He omits an interesting detail of White’s original, the earliest depiction of a North American dog. The dog is
also missing in the Sloane drawing.

% Hulton, “White-De Bry image,” 409.
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FIGURE 64: Detail of De Bry’s engraving of John White’s map of Ralegh’s Virginia showing Secoton.
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The village of Secoton, an open village visited on July 15-16, 1585, is described in Harriot’s text (De Bry XX) as
fayrer. Their townes that are not inclosed with poles aire commonlye fayrer. Then suche as are inclosed. The houses
are scattered, with gardens growing tobacco (letter E). Three stages of maize cultivation are represented, as the
Carolina Algonkians planted three crops per year, in May, June and July, harvested in July, August and September.

White also made separate drawings of subjects in the picture of Secoton, such as the circle of dancers, the Indians
eating, and the mortuary temple.
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Figures 65 & 66: [left] John White’s Drawing of The Town of Secoton; [right] De Bry’s engraving of same. Transcription of text:
WHITE: [left] The place of solemne prayer. The howse wherin the Tombe of their Herounds standeth. [center] Their Sitting at
meate. SECOTON. [right] Their rype corne. Their greene corne. Corne newly Sprong. A Ceromony in their prayers w" strange
iesturs [gestures] and songs dancing abowt posts carued on the topps lyke mens faces. DE BRY: [right] letters refer to text. A:
wherin are the tombes of their kings and princes. B: wher they affemble [assemble] themfelues [themselves] to make their
folemne [solemne] prayers. C: whear [where] they meete with their neighbours, to celebrate their cheefe folemne [solemne]
feaftes [feasts]. D: whear [where] after they haue [have] a rownd plot. E: wherin growth Tobacco which the inhavitants call
Vppowoc [Uppowoc]. F: wherin they place one to watche for there are fuche [such] number of fowles, and beafts [beasts], that
vnlefs [unless] they keepe the better watche, they would foone [soon] deuoure all their corne. For which caufe [cause] the
watcheman maketh continual cryes and noyfe [noise]. G: For the leaves therof are large, like vnto [unto] the leaues of great
reedes. H: They fowe [sowe] their corne with a certaine diftance [distance] noted by H. other wife [otherwise] one ftalke [stalk]
would choke the growthe of another and the corne would not come vnto [unto] his rypeurs [ripeness]. |: wherin they vfe [use] to
fowe [sow] pompions. K: wherin the make a fyre [fire] att their folemne [solemne] feafts [feasts], and hard without the towne a
river. L: from whence they fetche their water. This people therefore voyde of all couetoufnes [covetousness] lyue [live] cherfullye
and att their harts eafe [ease]. Butt they folemnife [solemnize] their feafts in the nigt [night], therefore they keepe verye great
fyres to auoyde [avoid] darkenes, ant to teftifie [testify] their loye [joy].
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FIGURES 67: John White’s drawing of the group
of Indians sitting round a fire [left] is a separate
treatment of a detail in his drawing of The Town
of Secoton, as is the dance [below].
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