








4 THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTERLY

case of Edmund Edward, included “meate, drinke, lodging, &
washing.”** And they performed these tasks with considerably
fewer female servants o assist them than was customary in En-
gland. Based on percentages derived from ships’ records, am es-
Emated 1111 male servants and 463 female servants lived
among roughly g,261 persons in the Plymouth, Cr;gnnecticut,
and Massachusetts Bay colonies in 1637. A similarly sized popu-
Jation in England would have contained approxmately 764
male and 716 female servants.” o

Mary Dudley’s plight suggests the gravity of the situation for
cclonjél wives on the eve of the Pequot War. On 28 April 16386,
Dudley urged her mother, for the third time in four months, to
send her a maidservant:

are Mather, After my bounded duty I still continue to be a trouble-
s?::ne suter to vou, in the behalfe of a mayd. I should hardly have
made so bald to iteratte my request, but such is my necessity that I
am forced to crave your help herein as speedily as may be ray mayd
being goe away upon may day and 1 am like to be altogether
destitute >

Dudley, like many colonial women, began to bear c.hildre]_l al-
most immediately after migration. When she sent her varfous
requests to her mother, she was tending a two-year-old and an

=N athanie! B. Shortleff, ed,, Records af\fhﬂ Colony of Wew Piytnouth in New En-
fand, 12 vols. [Boston: William White, 18557, 1:132.
: *4 comparison of Peter Laslett's and Virginia Anderson's daks suggests that the lfi\?!]-
glish seramt population’s sex ratio wus mch more balanced ﬁnan Hew Enplan ;.
Women constitubed ronghly 48.4 percent of senvanis in England while New England's
female servanls mads up roughly 29.8 pereent of the Lotal servant populaticn, T acoept
Anderson’s esiimate thal secvanis constifued abeut L7 percent of the migrating popula-
tion; however, her assertion that “servants in New Eng]and may have been up 1o l‘i'i'll'.‘z
a5 comumon as in England” is il founded. Laslett has &ihmla.te-ﬂ that hﬁtw?eu 1574 an
1821, secvanis comstituted about 33.4 percent of England's total pogulation. Between
150 and 1558, the proportion of servants in the trvwms analyzed by lLa.dett Wenis ﬁ:jﬂ
higher, an estitnated 15.58 percent. Based on these figores, I have estimaled thaL[ [
amel female servanis constituted, respectively, .25 percent ad 7.73 percent o E];—l
gland’s lotal population and 11.41 percent and 5.06 percent of New England's t?‘ihe
population. See Andersom, New Englend’s Generafion, pp. 24-25; and [:]]1-‘.].<3tt,:F
Werld We Have Lost, 2d ed, (New York: Scribmer’s, lg_.;.r;].'.l_. pp- 2z, a5 w ridas l::m»—
ily Life and fileit Lose in Barlier Gonerations {Cambridge [England|: Cambridge Uni-
versity Prass, 19770, pp- 32, 72 75, 0%
“Winthrep Pepers, 357,
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infant.*” Of course, the older female children whe had migrated
with their Purtan [amilies performed childcare and other
household tasks as they had traditionally done in England.® But
the unusually low mte of infant mortality, estimated to be ap-
proximately half that of England's, produced a proportionally
larger number of dependent young children in the initial years
of settlement. Therefore, women had significantly greater re-
sponsibilities than they typically had in England*

The colonists apparenily believed that Pequot women and
their children could be trained to provide excellent service to
help spare the overtaxed Puritan wife. Throughout the early
seventeenth century, English comimentators repeatedly charac-
terized New England Indian women as hard working and sub-
missive, While Indian men “for the most part live idly,” engag-
ing in activities like hunting and lishing, “their wives set their
Come and doe all their other worke,” wrote Reverend Francis
Higginson of Salem.* William Morrell, an early Plymouth: resi-
dent, derided the Indians’ gendered division of labor in his

"Tames Savage, A Genealogiosl Dotisneny of the First Settlers of Wew Englond, 4
wols, {Baltimare: Genealagical Publishing Co., 166g), 277,

*While (he Puritan father cerainly played a major role in puiding the upbringiag of
his child, he did ot generally perform the evennday tmsks of fesding, dressing, and
dezning vy after chlldren, Lucy Downlng, for cne, asserted Heat the ueaded to
take care of her youngsst child “was a mayds work” (Winthrop Pepers, 4:64).

*1n 1654 William Wood reported that New England women had more than “double
births than [they had] in Englind,” Thomas Morton was similarly astoonded by the
high birth rate in New England in the early 18305, Puritan children did nol begin per-
forming tasks for their famifies uatl they reached five, six, or seven. Furthermore, Vick-
£rs argues that the cost of raising a child mpeeded the value of his or her labor woti] the
child reached the age of approzimately thirleen, See Vickers, Farmers and Fishertnen,
PP 65-66; and Edmund Sears Morgan, The Puriton Fatnily: Religion end Domestic Re-
lations i Sementmenth-Centiry New Englend (Mew Tork: Harper & Row, 1966), pp.
86-87; Vaughan, New Enrgland's’ Prospect, pp. 32-33% Thomas Morlon, New English
Canaen (1632), in Tracts and Other Papers, Relafing Princlpaily to the Origin, Settle-
mend, and Progress of the Colondes 1 North Amerios, ed. Peler Foree {Gloucester,
Masgs., Peter Smilh, 1987), p. 82; end Thompson, Women in Stugrt England and Amer-
loa, poLg2.

Flames Axtell, The Tneeston Within: The Contsst of Oultures in Colsmiol Nonth
Americe (Oxdord: Osford University Press, 1985k pp. 152-5% David I Smits, "The
“Squaw Drudge’: A Prime Index of Swvagism,” Etfnokistory 20 1682k 20204,

*Francis Higginsou, “New England's Plantation,” in Letters fron: New England, ed,
Everetl Emerson [Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 1976}, p. a7-
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66 THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTERLY

m “New-England™ “Thus all worke—women doe, whilst
men in play / In hunting, armes, and plesures, end the day.™”
Christopher Levett, who explored the New England ooast in
16223, insisted that Indian men enjoyed a leisurely lilestyle be-
cause “[t]heir wives are their slaves, and doe all their worke.™
Massachusetts Bay attorney Thomas Lechford asserted that
New England Indian women “doe most of the labour in plant-
ing and carrying of burdens; their husbands hold them in great
slavery,” and Governor Edward Winslow of Plymouth reported
that local Native American women “live a most slavish life: they
carry all their burdens, set and dress ieir corn, gather itin . ..
and have all household care lying upon them."™ Because they
wiinessed Indian women cultivating fields and carrying heavy
burdens, tasks typically assigned to men in England, in addition
to the duties routinely carried out by English women, English
observers assumed that Native Amexican women performed es-
sentially all the work required in their society.

Roger Williams, whoe interacted with local Native American
peoples much more than most of his conternporaries, was one
of the few early-seventeenth-century English commentators to
acknowledge that both men and women made significant con-
tributions to the New England Algonguian economy. The divi-

sion of labor Williams deseribed in A Key to @ Langnage reserm-
bles a partnership more than a master-slave relationship. Not
only did Algonguian men take “great paines” in hunting and
fishing, but they helped women perform agricultural and do-

i lliam Morell, “Morell’s Poem oo New-England,” in Collpctions of the Muasseehu-
sests Historical Society, 15t ser. 1 {1792} 135 English explorers and colonists associated
humting and fishing, Indian men’s substsience activities, with the leisurely pursults of
the arsloceacy in Old England. See Wilkam Cronon, Changes in the Land: Indigns,
Colanists, and the Eeolopy of New Englond (Mew York: Hill and Wang, 1983}, pp-
5556
1Chrislopher Lovetd, “A Vorage into New England,” in Foreruuners and Competl-
bors of the Pilgrims and Puritans, ed. Charles H, Levermore, 2 vols. (Brookdyn, M.
The Mew Enpland Socicty, 1g12], 2:623.

“Thomas Lechiord, Fletn Dealing or News from New England (London: M. Butler,
164z; reprinfed, Boston: 1. K. Wiggin & Williarn Parsops Lunt, 1368, pp. 115-16; Ed-
wrard Winslow, "Good News from Kew England” faBaz), in The Story of the Pilgrim Fe-
thers, 16of-16zy, A D, ar Told by Themselves, Thair Priends, and Thefr Bnenties, ed
Edvaard Arber [18g7; New York: Krms Reprink Company, 196g,, p. 363
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mestic tasks as well. For example, “[wlhen a field is to be bro-
ken up . . . men and Women forty, fifty, a hundred & ¢, joyne,
and come in to help freely.” During planting or harvesting sea-
sons, “sometimes the man himselfe, (either out of love to his
Wile, or care for his Children, or being an old man} will help
the Woman.” In constructing their houses, Indian men fash-
ioned poles and stakes, while the women covered and lined
their homes with mats. Williams also noted that both Indian
men and women prepared food for uneipected guests: “If any
stranger come in, they presently give him to eate of what they
have; many a time, and at all times of the night (as I have fallen
in travell upon their houses) when nothing hath been ready
have themselves and their wives risen to prepare me some re:
[reshing, "3

Although Williams acknowledged that women’s labor was
“fwen above the labour of men™—in other words, that their so-
ciety was not egalitarian—his insights into the complementary
economic roles of the two genders challenged colonial assumpi
tions that Indian men exploited their wives. His contempo-
raries, however, did not leamn from Williams’s careful observa-
tions. A Key to ¢ Language was not published until 1642, and
even thereafter, colonial commentators continued to charge
that the “extracrdinarily idle” and “abominably slothful” Indian
males kept “their poor squaws” in a condition of subjection.””

William Wood was one of numerous English observers who
claimed that Native American women endured “barbarous
treatment” at the hands of their husbands. Three years before
the Pequot War, Wood claimed that local Indian women, who
contrasted the “inhumane behavior” of their husbandsj with
“the kind usage of the English to their wives,” grew “miserable”
with their own situation and admiring of the English. In times
of despair, Indian women would “resort often to the English
houses, where . . . thev do somewhat ease their misery by com-

Sthe Cotmplele Writings of Roger Willlams, ed. |. Hammond

 TThe A . Trumbull, 6 ~ols

[¥ew York: Russell & Russell, Ine., =4f, Bo ¢ : i ,

[y Yoo Bl 1963}, 1:46, B0, 123, 170, 19293 Smits, "The
¥Smits, “The ‘Squaw Drudge.’ ™ p. 203.
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68 THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTERLY

plaining and seldom part without relief.” In an undoubtedly
embellished account, Wood deseribed how colonial wives
would extend their protection yet further. “If her husband
come to seek for his squaw and begin to bluster, the English
worman betakes her to her arms, which are the warlike ladle and
the scalding liquors, threatening blistering of the naked run-
away [the male, who flees], who is soon expelled by such liquid
comminations.” As a result of English efforts to shelter them
[romn their husbands, Indian women's “love to the English” was
great, and they delighted in showering the English with gifts,
“ever presenting them something that is either rare or desired,
as strawberries, hurtleberries, raspberries, gooseberries, cher-
ries, plums, fish, and other gifts as their poor treasury vields
them."*

The accuracy of Wood's account is less important than its im-
plications. If we extend his logie, we can easily surmise that
colonists who took Algonquian women and children into their
homes believed that they were protecting Native American
women and children from their men, and by employing Indian
women and children over a longer term, the English offered
the maximum level of security to a group they considered vul-
nerable. As servants in colonial towns, Indian women and their
davghters would be expected to work hard, but they would net
be required to do “all worke,” as colonial commentators insisted
they had done among their own people.

Wood's assertion that Indian women expressed “their love to
the English” may strike modern observers as highly unlikely,
but early-seventeenth-century colonists probably found it en-
tirely reasonable. Indeed, Wood was not alone in hoping that
local Tndians would come to lave, respect, and atternpt to emu-
late the colonists who were trying to “civilize” them. Matthew
Craddack, for example, trusted that the colonists would “drawe
[the Indians] to affect cur persons, & consequently our reli-
gion.”™® The authors of New: Englend’s First Fruits claimed that

anghan, Mew England’s Prospect, pp. 112-16.
MNzihaniel B, Shurtlell, ed. Records of the Governer and Compeny of the Massa-
chssetts Bay in New England, 5 vols. (Boston: William White Press, 1855-54) 1:3%4.
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the young Native American servamts who lived with the
colonists after the Pequot War “are much in love with us, and
cannot endure to returne any more to the Indians. ™

Of course, not all Algonquians whom the English tried to an-
glicize and christianize saw fit to transfer their loyalties to the
English. The Puritans’ goals for their Pequot captives were not,
in most cases, realized, largely because the Indians had conflict-
ing objectives and had drawn completely different meanings
[rom the events surrounding the war of 1637. The colonists had
just murdered many of the eaptives’ husbands, fathers, broth-
ers, and, in the case of Mystic, some of their female relatives as
well. The English had forcibly uprooted Indian women and
children from the communities in which they had been born
and raised, and it was not clear what their fates would be. At
the close of the war, a mixed group of Pequots and Narra-
gansetts fled from the English soldiers because “they mew not
what Enplishmen meant towards them, ™ Pequots’ concems, of
course, were rooted in impressions gathered and sustained over
years of contact with Europeans. Native Americans in southern
New England still remembered how English sailors, under the
false pretense of trade, had kidnapped Indians from the
region,* and they had also heard gossip of colonists like John
Dawe, who had apparently raped a local Indian weman.®
Moreover, local Algonquians associated the colonists with the
epidemics that had ldiled many of their family members before

the war.®

BNew: England's First Fruils {London: Henry Overton, 1843), reprinted in Sazvuel
Ellot Morson, The Founding of Hervard Collzge (Cambridge: Harvard University
Fress, 1635, . 425

“Winthron Papers, g:451.

‘.-‘uher,' Story of the Pdgrim Fathers, pp. 453, 475 James Rosier, “The Voyage of
George Waymouth,” in Levermore's Forerusnars and Competitors of the Pilarims and
FPuritars, p. ay5; Neal Salishury, Meniiou and Procidense: Indlans, Europeans, and the
Making of New England, 15001643 (Mew York: Oxford Untversity Eress, [B32), p. 101,

*Correspoadence of Roger Willizms, 1:127, 155, Winthrep's Journal, 1967 Court of
Assirtonts, ed, Jobn Noble, 2 vols. {Boston: County of Suffalk, 1g04), 2:19-

“Arber, Sfory of the Pilarim Fathers, pp. §27-28; Bradibrd, Of Plymotth Plantation,
p. oo; Nadbaniel Moron, Mew England’s Memorial (6ih ed., Boslon: Congregational
Board of Publication, 18551, pp. 44-45; Correspondence of Reger Williams, 1:72,
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0 THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTERLY

Shortly after her capture by the English, John Winthrop en-
comntered the wife of the Pequot sachem Mononotto. “Ome of
her first requests,” Winthrop reported, “was that the English
would niot abuse her body and that her children might not be
taken [rom her.” Because she had plaved a major part in ensur-
ing the safety of two Wethersfield girls during their caphivity
among the Pequots, Winthrop felt obligated to her and appar-
ently honored her wishes. When she reappeared in the histori-
cal record two years later, both she and her sons had been freed
from captivity. " Williams characterized Winthrop’s posture to-
ward Menonotto's wife as “Experimented Kindnes,” but such
compassionate gestures were highly umusual ® Most captives,
including many of the Pequats in Winthrop's care, were not
treated well, even though their hopes and fears would have
been quite similar to those of Monenotto’s wile.

Like most parents across boundaries of ime and space, New
England Algonquians were devoted to theic children. “They are
great lovers of their children,” John FPory observed during his
visit to New England in 1622.¥ Roger Williams noted that
“[t]heir affections, especially to their children, are very strong;
so that T have knowne a Father take so grievously the losse of
his childe, that he cut and stob'd himselfe with griefe and
rape.”¥ Miaptonomo, head sachem of the Narmapansetts,
showed his Tespect for those affectionate bonds when he sug-
pested that the Pequet captives not be kept as slaves amongst
the colonists or themselves “because they were most of them
families.” Disregarding Miantonome’s recommendation, the
colonists proceeded to split apart numerous Peguot families
after the war.®

“Winthop Papas, 3457 Correspondence of Roger Williems, 1:200.

S prrespondence of Roger Willlems, 1:200,

*John Pory 1o the Govemnar of Yirginda {Sir Francis Wyalt}, in Sydusy V. James, Jr.
ed,, Three Visitors ko Early Plyteouth; Letters cboul the Filgrim Setifement in New En-
pland during fts Ferst Seven Years by Johe Pory, Erntnenuel Altham, and Issack de
Bosteres {Plymouth: Flimeth Plantation, 1063} p 17

*Complete Writings of Roger Witllanu, p. 35, Iszack de Basieres echoed Williaros in
his assertion that Mew England Indians were fond of their children “beyond measurs”
{James, Three ¥Fistors to Early Piymouth, p. 72).

ACorrespondence of Roger Willlorms, 1:97, 1055 Winghrop's Journel, 1:227.
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One of the only surviving detailed accounts of 2 Pequot run-
away 1underscores the strength of familial tes among the Pe-
quots. In 1647, William Baulston wrote to John Winthrop, Jr.,
of Cennecticut, on behalf of his neighbor Captain Richard
Morris, who had “Tattly lost his Indean mayde sarvant,”
Baulston requested Winthrop’s assistance in securing the re-
turn of the runaway servant or, if necessary, finding a replace-
ment for her. Baulston vividly described the failing health of
Morris's wile, who “js in great destres [or want of a survant.”
The Morrises had acquired their servant “from the bay in the
time of the pecod warre,” when she was only a child, Baulston
explained, and they deeply resented that she had abandoned
them in their need. Both Baulston and Morris suspected that
the young woman had been persuaded “by the intisement of
her father and her unkell,” and Baulston warned Winthrop that
the three Pequots might be planning a rendezvous with the ser-
vant’s cousin, who was retained by Winthrop. Colonists like the
Morrises had to learn the hard way that their Pequot captives
had ot forsaken their longstanding kinship ties to hind them-
selves affectionately to the white settlers.*

The Pequots discovered during the war of 1637 that the En-
glish were capable of inflicting harm on Indians of all ages and
hoth sexes. During the years immediately following the war,
their education continved. Pequot captives who atternpted ta
escape immediately after their capture were branded.® One
Pequot Tunaway reported to Roger Williams that she had been
raped and subsequently punished, a branding administered by
a local magistrate, for her unwilling involvement. She had also
been “beaten with firesticks” by some of the servants of her
master, Mr. Cole, She made it clear that the branding and the
sexnal abuse she had suffered were mafor factors in her deci-
sion to flee the colonial setfement. She frther reported that
“she of all the natives in Boston is used worst,” suggesting that
the Pequot captives had opportunities to compare their sufler-

“Winthrop Papers, 5:164-65.
Winthrop's fournal, 1:225-26.
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7% THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTERLY

ings with other Indian servants. whether Pequots or affiliates of
another loeal tribe ™

The work environment for Pequot captives pressed tito
servitude must have seemed intensely foreign. Duties like milk-
ing a cow, mending a stocking, or churning butter would have
hoen new to most, and even those tasks European and Indian
women had in commen—such as transporting a baby or prepar-
ing corn—were performed differently.® Moreover, the lan-
guage gap between English women and their Pequet servants
made a challenging situation even mare difficult. At the end of
the Pequot war, Hugh Peter eagerly requested “a share” of the
“dividence of women and children,” but he was sorely disap-

inted in his expectations. In a letter asking for the services of
an English maid, Peter signaled a general English dissatis{ac-
tion with Tndian servants: “bruly wee are so destitute (having
ncne but an Indian) that wee know not what to doe.”® The
laclduster performance that engendered Peter’s frustration is
recorded for posterity, but the Frustration, or perhaps hostility,
of the servant, who had to perform strange tasks for a family of
strangers, can only be assumed from the inadequate prosecu-
tion of his or her dutes. .

A quite different view of Indian labor is presented in New
England's Firsg‘mits. There the authors report how “Diverse
of the Indians Children, Boves and Girles, we have received
into our houses, whao are long since civilized, and in subjection
to us, painfull and handy in their businesse, and can speak our
language farniliarly . . . and begin to understand in their mea-

S Correspandancs of Rager Willizms, 1:192. Ancther capbive woman, described as an
“Indian mayde . , . taken in vrar,” fled from her master jusl befare she was due o face
"publicke pusishment” (Plymouth Reperds [Acts of the Commissioners of the United
Colonies of New England, vols, 1 & al, gofi. 75; 1066,

#Complets Writinge of Roger Wilkiams, pp. 9010y, Vaughan, New England's

, P 114; Morton, New English Cangas, p. 24; TLaurel Thatcher Ukich, Goad
Wises: fmage and Reality in the Lices of Women in Northern New Englend {New York:
Encpf, 2pd2), pp- k334, In 1840, Lucy Downing winte to Marganst Winthrop, "L
would fntreat you i you can hear ol a gond muyd servunt for afl woek: thatis dayry and
Kitchin,™ the pricaary responsibilities of temale servants, See Lucy Downing to har-
sraret Winthrop, ¢. Augnst 1840, Winthrop Papers, fe7.

sinthrop Fapers. 5-450; 4130
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sure, the grounds of Chuistian religion.” The authors even sug-
gest that their young Indian servants, in some cases, displayed
greater devotion to God and industry in their work than many
of the colonists:

Some of them will not be absent from a-Sermon or Family duties if
they can help it; and we have knowne some would use to weep and
cry when detained by occasion from the Sermon.

Others of them are very inquisitive after Cod and his ways; and
being themselves industrions in their Calling, will much complaine of
other servants idlenesse, and reprove them.*

A promotional tract published in London, New England's
First Fruits is undoubtedly an embellished account. Nonethe-
less, it is unlikely that the authors would have gone to such
great lengths in describing young Indian servants’ religiosity
and dedication to their tasks il some progress had not been
made. It is also clear, however, that the authors ignore evidence
of Indizn resistance not only to serving whites but to adopting
their refigion. In a 1638 journal entry, John Winthrop reported
that one of the most powerful gods in the southemn New En-
gland Indian pantheon appeared to “the Indians, which were in
our families” in “diverse shapes” and urged them “to not come
at the assemblies nor to learn to read, etc.”™ This Algonquian
religious revival, taking root in the very heart of the Puritan
home, suggests that the New England colonists’ eforts to chris-
Hanize their Pequot captives and other Indian servants was not
meeting with success.

[ W

Most of the Pequot captives, young and old, successfully es-
caped from their colonial captors before they could be made
“serviceable to God and man.”® As John Mason reported, “The

Hie1o England’s First Fruits, p. 423

HWinthrops fourmal, 1:260,

*lexander Young, ed., Chronicles of the Pllgrim Fathers of the Colony of Plymouth
from 1oz to 1625 {2d ed., Boston: Litfle & Brown, 18.44], p- 260,
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4 THE NEW ENGLAND QUARTEALY

Captives we took . . . we divided, intending to keep them as
Servants, but they could not endure that Yoke; lew of theoy
continuing any considerable tme with their masters.”™ By
1646, John Jossleyn noted that the New England colonists “are
well accommodated with Servantx . . . of these some are En-
glish, other Negroes.”™ Josselyn's failure to mention Indians
among this rising servant class underscores Mason's observa-
tion, which was further corroborated by Increase Mather in his
Relation of the Troubles which have hapned in New-England
By reason of the Indians there.® During the next major Anglo-
Indian conflict, King Philip’s War, Rhode Islander William
Harris expressed his fear that recently secured Indian captives
“will run all away againe as ve captives formerly did after ye pe-
quot war forty years since.”

From the outset, Pequot women and children attemped to
escape from their colonial masters. On 6 July 1637, shortly after

Sidason, A Brief History, p. 39. Two surviving documents reler to the “few” captives
who remained with Lhe colonists for a considersble amount of tme. An entry @ the
Middlesex County Couel records mentons a Pequot woman wh was [hely caplured in
the 1637 war, “Elline a Paquel Servant 1o ki Edeward Colkines” endured 2 whiaEEhl
for fornication in 1855, A second relerence do Pequot War captives appears in Stratlor
lamd records. When the colonists defeated the Pequats, they also seized female captives
from the Peqnots’ Sashguaket and Poquanocke tributaries. As Thomas Stanton's lestt-
mony below indicates, the colonists held these Sashquaket and Paquanccke women in
capbivity for mere than barenty-one years after the war: "A Testimony of Thornas Skan-
lon Recorded - _ . 1855 . . . Atjthe cubiing [off] of the Paquots all thers friends and con-
federates Aed also being under the same condemation wilh them. - . . The English
conrering {he Pequats conquered Lher also and took Gaptives from Sashquakst and
Foquanocke, for they several of them lived with the Pequots in Sme of there prosperitie
and Fought against the English also at Sashquaket, Poguancche Indians fought against
us, llsewise some of their women are at [7] . . . and in the Bay | Massachusetts] as cap-
tives to this day.” See David Palsipher, ed., Transcription, Middlesex Couoty Coart
Records, 1649-1663, Mass, Archives, B vob., 1:71; Roger Thompsen, Sex i Middleses:
Populer Mores in o Mussachusefts Countly, 16451600 (Amherst: University of Massa-
chusetts Press, 1956}, p. 108; Sieatford Land Records, 1:473, quoted in Franz Woj-
ciechowski's The Peugusset Tribes: An Ethnohistorical Study of the Tribel Interrels-
toruteips of the Indizns in the Lower Housalonic River Arex (Nijmegan, Wetherlands:
Catholic University of Nijmegan, Department of Cultural and Sociclogical Anthropol-
ogy, I1465), pp. go—gL.

Ffohn Josselyn, "An Account of Two Voyages to New England,” Collections of the
Massochesetts Himtorisel Soclely, 3d ser. 3 (28392 332.

*Nather, Relation of the Trowbles, p. 150,

Silliaen Harrds bo Sir Joseph Willimson, a2 Augnst 1876, in “Harris Papers,” Col-
lections af the Rhode Tisnd Historicol Society 10 (1902} 178,

=h Eer
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the English had begun allocating Pequot women and childven

to colonial families, John Winthrop reported that “[sJome of

them ran away and were brought again by the Indians our
neighbors, and those we branded on the shoulder.™ Flight was
a behavioral strategy the English had earlier observed Among
New England Indian women. Edward Winslow noted that “[i]f
a woman have a bad husband, or cannot affect him, and there
be a war or opposition between that any other people, she will
run away from him to the contrary party, and there live; where
they never come unwelcome, for where are most women, there
is greatest plenty.”™
Pequot women cositernplating escape from their English cap-
tors evidently believed that neighboring Algonguian peoples,
with whom the Pequots had been at war, would shelter them,
according to traditional practice. The colonists’ imposing mili-
tary presence, however, temporarly disrupted the custom.
Awed by English military eonduct during the Pequot War, local
Indian groups returned the colonists’ numaway Pequots to avoid
angering the English while their troops were stll fully mobi-
lized. After colonial military units were called home, however,
Indian leaders soon realized that they could incorporate Pe-
quots into their tribes and, through skillfu! diplomacy, circum-
vent military retaliation. Local sachems began accusing other
Indian leaders of harboring Pequot runaways while vigorously
denying their own invalvement. The colenists’ efforts to verify
various reports were hindered by their own lmitations in accu-
rately identifying an Indian’s affiliaton.® Furthermore, run-
aways were able to hide themselves among the numerous Pe-
quots already living with local Indian groups, who had received
the tributaries and adoptees in payment for assisting colonial
authorities during the war, Emboldened by their suceess, local
sachems proceeded from full cooperation to subtle resistance to

“Winthrop's Jonrnal, 1:225-26,

“Young, Chronicles of the Pilgrim Fathers, p. 984, Al Th 5"

“Young, . P 384, Also see Thomas Shepard™s "Post-
seript” ko “The Letter of bir. Ebot to T.5. coneeming 1he late work nfl[lllsg among 3&3
Indians,” Collections of the Mesachusetts Histovics? Soctety, 3d ser. 4 (18342 63,

MWinthrop's Journal, 1:231; Mass. Bay Records, tiaxoy; G
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daring defiance. Winthrop accused Miantonomo, the Narra-
gansett sachem, of “allureing harbouring and witholding sevall
Pecott captives fled from the English, and malding proud and
insolent returnes when they were redemanded.”™ Uncas, the
Mohegan sachem, surpassed even Miantonoma’s audacity by
instructing one of his men to “perswade and worck” the escape
of one of Winthrops female Pequot servanis because, as
Williams noted, Uncas “intended that maide for his wife, "
The Pequots who lived with the Narragansetts after the Pe-

quet War, Roger Williams reported, were “used kindly, have

houses and goods and fields given to them: because they volun-
tarily came into them.” Mohegans either incorporaled Peguots
directly into the tribe or made them tributaries. Several of the
Mohegans' Pequot tributaries later testified before the Com-
missioners of the United Colonies that they received “promises
of good usage from Uncas.” In Teturn for their tribute payments
and other forms of fealty, the Pequots expected a certain mea-
sure of autonomy.™ And yet ties among southern New England
tribes like the Mobegans, Pequots, and Narragansetts were
strong. Generations of intermarriage bad produced similarities
in language, religious beliefs, subsisterice activities, and familial
trackitions.”” Among the Narragansetts and Mohegans, the two

&In September 1646, the Commissioners of ibe United Golonies complained that
the Namagansetis still “have not restored the Indyan fugitives & captives Mled from the
English™ (Plymouth Recors, giso, 750

“Correspondence of Roger Wifliams, 1:168.

®{Incas's pronuises of “good usge” evidently wete not fulfilled. By the mid-16405,
many Peguot tributaries had become digillusioned and were seeking altemakive

ks, The disaffected Pequots living at Namyok petitioned the Commissianers
of the United Colonies [or peomission bo “with draw frem 1 and place themselves
wunder Englich jurtsdiction. They charged thal Uneas had extortéd excessive amourts of
wampum from Uiem, cut their lishing nets, stolen their heans and com, and defiled ths
hadies of Pegquot women. The difference beiwecn this subjagation to the English and
that imvohved in becoming their servants is that here the Poguots mzdmized their possi-
Lilities for independence, Indesd. the impariance of the Mamyok Fequols experience
is 1hat, m both cases, with Uncas and with the English, they agreed to become tibu-
tariss #ith the expectation of achisving grealer antonommy. See Plymouth Hecords,
p:7—ge; Eric Spenser Johnson, "Some by Flatteries and Others by Threatenings’: Fo-
litieal Strategies among Wative Americans of Seventeenth-Cenbury Southern New En-
gland” {Fh.J, diss., University of Massarhusetts, 1903k pp. B5-g9-

#ohnson, *Some by Flatteries and Others by Threatenings, ™ pp- 175, 177, 8057,
William Stama, “The Pequots in the Farly Seventesnth Century,” in The Pequots in

Southern New England: The Falt and Rise of an American Irdiar. Matan, ed. Laurenes
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major tribes who harbored them, the Peguot rumaways evi-
dently expected to work, worship, and enjoy family life in a
more autonomous and traditional manner than had been possi-
ble in colonial captivity. -

| Cp

In 1641, the General Court empowered Lieutenant Simon
Willard, Ensign John Holman, and Sergeant Richard Collicott
to “demand all Pequoats that were servants or slaves to the En-
glish that have runne away wherever they find them.™ The re-
cruitment of the three English officers as fugitive servant and
slave catchers was just one of the colonists’ numerous efforts to
retrieve their former Pequot captives,” What is most interest-
ing about this particular effort was the flexible language the
General Cowrt chose to describe the status of the Pequot
fugitives—"servants or slaves.” In 1638, Philip Vincent had
used the same phrase when he noted that the colonists were
determined to make the Pequots “their servants, their slaves,
either willingly or of necessity, and docible enough, if not obse-
quious,””

Early seventeenth-century English meanings of slavery were
extremely elastic. Although the term slavery often desigﬁated a
highly degraded, perpetual situation of bound labor, it was also
applied to situations of temporary sendtude.™ In 1640, when
the Massachusetts General Court ordered Thomas Savory, a
white colonist, “to bee severly whiped, & for his theft to bee
sould for a slave until hee have made double restitution,” they

M. Havptman and James 0. Whernry (Norman: University of Olahoma Press, 1gge!
PP ”3?‘:41- )
wmas Lechiord, Note-Book Kept by Thomas Lechford, Fsq., La :
| Fsq., Lawyer, in Boston,
l{mmﬁm&tﬁ B_ﬂy.ﬁmj’urw 27, 1638, fo July 29, 1641, in Transastions and Colleo-
ticms af the Americen Antauariarn Society 7 (1885); 434,
*4s late as July 184p, the Commissioners of the Uniled Celonies were still com
platning that “the Tndizn fogebves belonping to the Engli - (Ply-
e ge nging to nglish were uol Retnmed™ [Ply-
finceat, A True Refation, . 110,
“Winthrop L. Jordan, White ooer Black: American Attitudes towared the Negro,
1550-1812 (Chapel Hill: Unlversity of Morth Carolina Press, 1068], pp. 52-56.
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were sentencing him to a temporary form of involuntary labor.™
English authorities could thrust their countrymen into “slav-
ery,” but they reserved a more abject form of the condition for
strangers and captives. As early as 1622, William Gouge, a Puri-
tan minister in Old England, explained that “such servants a3
being strangers were bond-slaves, over whom masters had
more absolute power than others.” In 1641, Massachusetts au-
thorities drafted the colony’s Body of Liberties, which included
the provision that “there shall never be an bond slaverie, villi-
nage or Captivitie amongs us unles it be lawfull Captives taken
in just warres, and snch strangers as willingly selle themselves
or are sold to us.” Winthrop Jordan has astutely commented
that after the Body of Liberties was circulated, references to
English “slaves” were quickly discontinued, which suggests that
slavery therealter came to be defined in harsher texms and as-
sociated with non-whites.™

In the period immediately prior to the Pequat War, colonists
were less punctilious about the issue of slavery. In 1636, the
Massachusetts General Court sentenced a Block Island Indian
to “bee kept as a slave for life to worke, unles wee see further
cause.” It is not certain whether he did in fact remain enslaved
his entire life, but it is clear that colonial authorities believed
they had the right to hold him if they wished.™ Moreover, they
ordained that colonists could include Indian captives in their
estates, In 163g, John Winthrop wrote in his will: 1 give my
sonne Adam my Iland called the Governours Garden. . .. I give
him allso my Indians there and my boate and such household as
is there.” In 1646, the Commissioners of the United Colonies,
representing Massachusetts Bay, Connecticut, and Flymouth,
demanded that a Dutch agent, who lived in Connecticut, return
an “Indyan mayde” war captive who had fled from her English
master, The Commissioners insisted that “Such a servant is
parte of her Masters estate, & a more considerable part than a
beast, our children will not longe be secure if this he suf-

Mpss. Bay Records, 1:207.
#jardan, White ocer Black, pp. 68—70.
FMydass, Bey Oecords, 1151
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fered.”™ Colonial magistrates evidently supported colonists’ ef-
forts to treat Indian captives as possessions or bond slaves, The
Pequots’ resistance and the assistance they received from local
Indtan groups, rather than colonial autherities” interference, ul-
timately impeded the colonists’ power to anglicize, christianize,
and enslave them.

In a 1645 letter to his brother-in-law, John Winthrop, Em-
manuel Downing listed the two reasons why he believed a
“warr with the Narraganset” would be “verie considerable to
this plantation.” First of all, Downing maintained that such a
war would allow the colonists forcibly to suppress the Indians’
“wo[rshi]p of the devill” Second, Downing argued, “If upon a
Just warre the lord should deliver them into our hands, wee
might easily have men, woemen and Children enough to ex-
change for Moores.” Downing did not suggest keeping captive
Indians within the colonies as slaves; instead, he favored ex-
changing them for Africans, whom he insisted would be more
“gaynefull pillage” for the colonists. Contemplating the future
of the New England colonies, he asserted, “I doe not see how
wee can thrive untll we gett into a stock of slaves suffitient to
doe all our busines.”™

Despite their continued efforts to retrieve Pequot runaways,
colonists like Downing had realized by the 184os that they
could not supplement the white labor supply with Indian labor
alone. Captain Mortis, for one, asked Massachusetts authorities
for compensation in 1647 so that he might replace his escaped
Pequot captive with an African.” In 1644, Boston traders made
their first attempt to import slaves directly from Africa, a sign
that local colonists were not satisfied with the small number of

g xblack Slaves whom they were able to procure from other
“colonies in the western hemisphere™ Surviving evidence

documents only one person with Alrican heritage within New

“Winthrop Pepers, 4:140; Plymouth Records, g:iba, 78.

W¥inthrop Papers, 5:35.

TWinthrop Pepers, 5:164.

#Lorenzo Greene, The Negre In Colonisl New Englsnd (Mew York: Columbia Uni-
versity Press, 1942), p. 20
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England's borders before the Pequot War,™ A hall century
alter the war, a French traveler, Antoine Court, commented on
the proliferation of black domestic laborers: “there is not a
house in Boston, however small may be its means, that has not
gne o two.”™

By incorporating black daves into their economy, the
colonists expanded their labor pool. However, the colonists did
continue to rely npon involuntary Indian labor as they imported
greater numbers of black slaves, In 1644, the commissioners of
the United Colonies expressed a willingness to coerce both In-
dian and black laborers, threatening to force “hostile” Tndians
to serve within New England or “be shipped out and exchanged
for Negroes.”™ A desire to be able to manage their involuntary
workers apparently motivated some colonists to go through the
extra expense ol exchanging local Indians for black slaves.
Newly imported Africans were no more enthusiastic about per-
forniing domestic labor for the colonists than Indians, but un-
like the captives of the Pequot War, involuntary black laborers
did not have cultural, linguistic, and familial ties to local Indian
groups who might assist them with their resistance efforts.

| O -

After defeating the Pequots in 1837, New England colonists
attempted to press hundreds of Pequot women and children
into involuntary servitude. The English colonists had precon-
cetved notions of Indian women as subservient and hard work-
ing. To the dismay of the colonists, the predominantly female
group of Pequot captives did not prove to be anything like the
drone-like women of their imaginations. In the face ol what
they considered to be highly unsatisfactory circumstances
within colonial towns, most of the Pequot captives put aside

#Wood, New England’s Prospect, p. g5. Winthrop Jordan argues ihat the first blacks
arrived in New England in 1637, cverlocking William Wood's testimony that a black
man had brisfy streyed from his master before 1634. See Jordan, White oner Biack,
p. 6.
B 5reens, The Megro in Colondsl New Englend, p. zo.
“Tordan, White ocer Black, p. Bg.
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Past animaosities with neighboring Algonquian groups. -
ing froml New England towns tE Mguhegan ang; Ngsn;;arfllsiit
mmmun}ﬁes, the mnaway captives exhibited their prelerence
for relatively familiar living patterns among local Algonguian
peoples. Having failed to recapture most of these runaway Pe-
quots, the colonists increasingly turned to African slavery as a
supplemental labor system.

Michael L. Fickes, 2 doetorel candidate in early Amevican his-
t;ry at UCLA, is -:-:u-rrenﬂy toriting his dissertation on southern

few England Indian work patterns during the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries.
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