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ABSTRACT

Lewis Burwell || designed Fairfield plantation in Gloucester County to be the most
sophisticated and successful architectural and agricultural effort in late
seventeenth-century Virginia. He envisioned a physical framework with the intent
to control the world around him so that he might profit from growing tobacco,
while raising his family's status to the highest in the colony through the display of
wealth and knowledge and the enslavement of both Africans and the natural
surroundings. The landscape he envisioned contrasted with those of the
enslaved Africans he purchased and put to work in the fields and buildings
surrounding his 1694 brick manor house. These overlapping and often
competing landscapes are visible in the surviving material culture, archaeological
remains, and historic documents. Individuals created these landscapes from
their personal experiences, a product of their constantly changing perspectives
extending outward from themselves, their "way of seeing" tempered by a culture
rooted in Senegambia, England, or Virginia. At a crucial period in Virginia

history, perhaps the most significant period of plantation development prior to the
Civil War, Lewis Burwell II's Fairfield plantation reflected the struggle between the
co-dependent strains of agricultural expansion and racialized slavery. This
dissertation attempts to explain how and why individuals created and
manipulated these landscapes, how landscapes provided opportunities and
constrained possibilities, defined interpersonal relationships, individual and group
identities, and the relative success and failures of a society constantly confronted
with a physical environment it could not wholly control. By studying past
landscapes and how others used them to define and redefine their identities, it is
possible to gain insight into our present condition, deepening an understanding of
how our interactions with landscape define our own identity.
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Introduction:

“...landscapes are about everything. ..they both reflect and engender ways of
thinking about ourselves and of being in the world.”!

The Fairfield Manor House c. 1890, looking southwest (left) and
digital reconstruction of the north facade before (above right) and
after (below right) the loss of the west wing c. 1839.
Virginia Historical Society, Richmond, Virginia and
The Fairfield Foundation, White Marsh, Virginia
Lewis Burwell II stood tall among the endless fields of tobacco surrounding
his home. A cool wind blew across his face. Looking south, toward the mouth of
Carter Creek he saw the tall ships anchored in Carter Bay, heavy with goods brought
from across the Atlantic. He envisioned the profits and opportunities that might
emerge from this year's crop of dark leafy plants growing up alongside him. Several
months ago these oceangoing vessels transported to England dozens of his tobacco-

filled hogsheads, carefully packaged to avoid rot, as his father had taught him. He

imagined the lives of the merchants in London and Bristol. Reading books and

! Dianne Harris, "The Postmodemization of Landscape: A Critical Historiography,” in The Journal of
the Society of Architectural Historians, 58 (1999), 3: 440.



hearing stories from friends recently returned from across the Atlantic, he filled his
mind with images of the .hustle and bustle of an affluent English city, full of
excitement and potential. But his world was not theirs. .His world was different.
Although an intrinsic connection bound his world to that of the merchants, more than
water separated the Tidewater countryside and the metropolis of England.

Lewis Burwell II (1650-1710) experienced the world around him. He felt the
heat and light of the sun, the rain from the clquds, the sandy soils, and the breeze that
once again blew across his face as he walked further into his fields. He understood the
passage of time, the hours in the day, the tick-tick-tick of his pocket watch a ﬁlore
persistent reminder of the day’s progression than the sun mqving across the sky from
east to west.> As a man raised by some of Virginia's m-ost successful tobacco planters,
he understood how each year's hopes rested on the successful harvest, shipment, and
sale of this crop. This success relied on his hard work, the work of his laborers (both
enslaved and indentured), and right combination of temperature, moisture, and bugs.
The sale of a good harvest might allow him the profits not only to support his family,
but perhaps buy more land, a few more énslaved Africans, and a fancy dress for his
wife, Abigail. A sizeable profit might lead to a larger line of credit with London
merchants and an elevafed reputation among his peers and the tenant farmer; and
smaller land owners neighboring his plantation. A handful of good years might make

each of these dreams a reality, add to his family's coffers and extend his legacy in this

% It is not known if Lewis Burwell II owned a pocket watch, but his contemporary and close friend,
Robert Carter (1663-1732) owned a Thomas Tompion watch and others of their shared economic and
social status were the first in Virginia to regularly possess and use time pieces. Subsequent members of
the Burwell family, specifically Lewis Burwell II's great grandson, Lewis Burwell 11 (1737-1779) lost
his Samuel Toulmin pocket watch (1757-1783) and advertised for its return; Virginia Gazette (Purdie)
24 November 1775; Graham Hood, "Time for the Royals: Tompion's Clock" in Colonial Williamsburg
Journal 27 (2004), 2.



generation and perhaps beyond. Sadly, he saw no sign that this year’s crop would
better the last.

Lewis could clear another field, plant more sweet-scented tobacco, or build a
second gristmill to process his grain or corn and perhaps that of his neighbors. He
looked across the field at a gang of enslaved Africans methddically removed the
smaller leaves from the young tobacco plants, and a few worms as well. They were a
mix of slaves inherited from his mother and his wife’s uncle along with othel.'s newly
purchased from a trader recently arrived from Afric_:a.3 If he had more workers, he
could put more of his land under cultivation and ensure- the success he so desperately
desired. How much harder could he push his slaves? How could he squeeze more
work, more profit, and more time out of a single day? How could he protect his crop
from the occasional heavy rain, the likely period of drought, or the sudden infestation
of worms? How could he build on his su.ccess, expand his plantation, and control the
natural and the man-made world around. him? How could hg change this world into

the landscape of his dreams?

3 The origins of the enslaved Africans purchased by Lewis Burwell II are not known. In Lorena
Walsh's recent detailed discussion of the largely West African origins and American destinations of
slaves she concludes that out of 22,432 slaves with known departure points, the greatest number
imported into the York River drainage came from the Bight of Biafra (slightly more than 50%)
followed by West Central Africa (about 25%), the Windward Coast/Gold Coast/Bight of Benin (about
12.5%), Senegambia/Sierra Leone (about 8%) and East Africa (4.5%). Lorena Walsh, "Migration,
Society, Economy, & Settlement"” in Cary Carson and Carl R. Lounsbury, eds. 7The Chesapeake House:
Architectural Investigation by Colonial Williamsburg (Chapel Hill, 2013): 54.



Looking back across the field at Burwell, Yambo felt that same cool breeze.*
Despite the early morning hour, sweat poured off his body onto the tobacco leaves and
the soil between his toes. He picked a few small leaves off the plant, looked for any
worms that might be hiding beneath the larger leaves, and quickly moved to the next
plant while those around him tried to keep pace. New faces dominated the g'roup,
some quieter than others, others speaking a language he only partly recognized. The
overseer called out their names, some sounding similar. to his name, but most sounding
similar to English names, and always vconnected'with a harsh reprimand for slow work.
Time would tell how long they would last, but their numbers increased with each new
season. Field work was not the easiest task, but it was predictable. All morning, all
afternoon, and often into the evening, he -crouched over plant after plant, shuffling
from one to the next; at one time darkne;ss provided temporary escape, but now the
work day extended into dusk and sometimes beyond. The mechanical movements of
squatting, picking, rising, and shuffling to the next plant, repeated much as the wheel
turned on the cart.

Yambo's mind wandered. The monotony of the dayled him to memories of a

time long since past. Images returned to his childhood a world away, the horror and

* Yambo was one of a many enslaved Africans known to have been owned by Lewis Burwell II, and
there are likely many more that will never be known by name. It is important to note that none from the
1670s are known by name. Purchased along with Betty, Dick, and "12 good young Cowes" from
William Coman of York County for 48 pounds, 8 shillings and 2 pence and 824 pounds of Tobacco on
November [ 1th, 1693, the sale also included “the land, houseing, orchrds, gardings fences etc.
thereunto belonging...turf and twig...” York County, Deeds, Orders, and Wills (YCDOW) IX (1691-
1694), 291. Philip Morgan found Yambo among the exceptions to the rule when considering names. He
wrote “Among the eighty-nine Virginia slaves that Lewis Burwell owned between 1692 and 1710, the
vast majority became known at least to their master by English names. Nevertheless, one in nine
Burwell slaves achieved something more distinctive: at least five men retained African names." "In this
way," and others he discusses, "African memories were not lost altogether.” Philip D. Morgan, Slave
Counterpoint, Black Culture in the Eighteenth-Century Chesapeake & Low Country (Chapel Hill,
1998): 21, f. 33. See also, Lorena S. Walsh, “A Place in Time’ Regained: A Fuller History of Colonial
Chesapeake Slavery Through Group Biography” in Larry E. Hudson, ed., Working Toward Freedom:
Slave Society and Domestic Economy in the American South (Rochester, NY, 1994): 5.
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panic of abduction, sale, and forced transport through the port city closest to his home
and across an ocean, and finally the arrival in this new land. He dreamt of hearing his
mother speak to him, in his language seldom heard now, her stories of the he'avens
above and the spirits of their ancestors. There are some whé work alongside him who
shared similar stories, while others told very different c;nes (when he could understand
them). These moments in the evenings and during occasional breaks in the day
reminded him of life before this all began, before he arrived in Virginia. And then a

dust cloud erupted in the distance.

Breaking through the tree line al;)ng the road into the plantation, Mr. Lewis
Griffin rode up on his dusty white mare, uncomfortably warm in his wool jacket and
wig.” Not even the cool breeze would refresh him, his thoughts focused on a more
pressing matter. A short ride, only a few miles north along the Great Roéd, he
traveled through the center of Abingdon Parish from the ferry at Gloucester Town to
Burwell’s plantation at Cartér Creek. AWalking up to Lewis Burwell near the front of
the plantation’s manor house, he brought word from Philip Ludwell, Burwell’s step-
father. Governor Berkeley's forces vanquished those of the rebel Nathaniel Bacon,
Burwell’s distant cousin by marriage. Berkeley departed, Griffin explained, on a ship
destined for England, the inquiries of an anxious royal house wondering how their

profitable little colony lost its way. Reports confirmed the arrival of British troops and

* Lewis Griffin was a business partner and likely friend of Lewis Burwell II's. Together, they served as
co-executors of the heirless estate of John Burnham of Middlesex County, Virginia. Their status and
partnership is confirmed by the prolonged legal battle they waged against Ralph Wormeley of
Middlesex over Burnham's estate. No Author, “The Randolph Manuscript: Griffin and Burwell vs.
Wormeley in the General Court of Virginia, 1681 (Part 1),” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography 18 (1910) 2: 129-139. .



The Chesapeake Region.
Carson and Lounsbury, The Chesapeake House, 3.

a new Governor would be sent soon to reestablish royal control. While separated by
an ocean and many weeks of travel, suddenly the two worlds were not so far apart.
The dust settled, Burwell and Griffin ventured inside the main house. Anne, a

house slave, quickly brought them water, followed by wine and a small meal. They



discussed the recent turmoil ‘in the colony while outside Yambo continued to pick off
leaves and wormes, his curiosity piqued by the eicitement this visitor’s arrival brought
to the plantation. As the heat of the sun beat down and the hours progressed, Yambo
refocused on the task at hand, his thoughts wandering more towards the evening’s
hunt and the hope for rabbit or squirrel or perhaps a meatier reward to cap a very long

day.®

The land owner, the slave, and the visitor, for a brief moment, appear to share
an experience. The idea of these people existing within éloSe proximity, seeing each
other, and feeling the same cool br_eeze and the same sandy ‘soil, links them together.
And while it may be possible that they understood these sensory experiences in similar
ways, the backdrop of this moment, this "landscape," does not frame three separate
parallel lives running side by side from different origins to different destinations.

Rather, this landscape is a creation of, if only for a brief period, their trajectories criss-

® These vignettes are historical fiction intended to begin a discussion about landscape on the Virginia
tobacco plantation at the end of the seventeenth century, offering an entry for investigation of important
issues of race, power, agency, culture, and identity. They are not intended to offend or present a false
sense of history or to undermine the value of data driven conclusions or methodological rigor. They are
inspired by a handful of late twentieth-century scholars of past cultures, including archaeologists Adrian
and Mary Praetzellis, anthropologist Richard Price, and historian Garrett Mattingly, and the recent work
of archaeologist Patricia Samford. It is a reaction to scholars’ concerns with multivocality; it also
reflects my desire to open dialogues with general audiences and scholars. See Adrian Praetzellis and
Mary Praetzellis, "Archaeologists as Storytellers" in Historical Archaeology 32 (1998), Richard Price,
Alabi's World (Baltimore, 1990), Garrett Mattingly, The Armada (Boston, 1959), Patricia Samford,
Subfloor Pits and the Archaeology of Slavery in Colonial Virginia (Tuscaloosa, 2007): 199-200, and
James Deetz, "Discussion: Archaeologists as Storytellers" in Historical Archaeology 32 (1998), 1: 94-
96. For additional discussion of recent scholarship on multivocality and dialogue in archaeological
writing and scholarship, see Ian Hodder, "Writing Archaeology” in Antiguity 63 (1989): 268-274,
Rosemary A. Joyce with Robert W. Preucel, Jeanne Lopiparo, Carolyn Guyer, and Michael Joyce, The
Languages of Archaeology. Dialogue, Narrative, and Writing (Oxford, 2002), and Ann Stahl, Rob
Mann, and Diana DiPaolo Loren, "Writing for Many: Interdisciplinary Communication,
Constructionism, and the Practices of Writing" in Historical Archaeology 38 (2004), 2: 83-102.
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crossing or narrowly missing one another before they head off in unpredictable
directions.

Landscape is an individual creation, one person's constantly changing
perspective extending outward. It is, as archaeologist Matthew Johnson has written,

"a way of seeing."’

People read the world around them in different ways, their
landscape created from their experiences in the past and their reactions to the present.
In these vignettes there are common elements and it is tempting to see them as
unifying, the evidence speaking for itself. The “nasty weed,” underpinned by the dark,
sandy earth, and washed 'ove.r by the cool morning breeze, surrounded all three
individuals. Viewed initially as a tactile, immediate experience, each pérson
understands these moments based on longstanding cultural constructs which might
lead to véry different understandings of these common-for-their-period elements. At
that same moment, for each person the landscape is a reflection of their past, the
product of millennia of human interaction, but felt suddenly -and with profound
ramifications. The plantation, for that momént, was also the scene of international
politics, a source of hope for future success and security, and an agricultural prison
crowded with increasing numbers of enslaved Africans confined by the meandering
creeks and trees that} served as barriers, fertile hunting grouﬁds, and, perhaps, avenues
of escape. Ultimately, these landscapes are mirrors for society and speak at many
levels. |

These vignettes are based on individuals known from the historical record,

events long discussed by historians, and the environment personally experienced by

the author. They hardly qualify as qualfty historical fiction, but they are intended to

7 Matthew Johnson, /deas of Landscape (Oxford,2007): 4.



initiate a discussion of landscape for the purpose of better understanding the human
past, specifically at Fairfield plantation at the end of the seventeenth century. Itis
possible that what was described in the vignettes, if not for the absence of written,
audio, or video evidence, could have happened - a potential reality if not a
documented one. But sufficient direct and analogqus evidence survives to propose the
scenario and contemplate the meanings behind it. -

The three people who served as the subjécts of each short story and many
others experienced the plantation's fields, buildings, forests, and other people - the
quantitative "guts" of this property. But they also experienced the unquantifiable
odors, breezes, and sounds that define so'much of the landscape. It is not beyond
reasonable to imagine that they defined .these experiences in similar, very basic, ways.
For instance, the soil running across their hands, the sand grains noticeable as they
rolled the dirt between forefinger and thumb, and the space between each tobacco
plant, between the fence gate and the front door of the manor house and the front door
to the master’s bedroom; these are observations that each person, albeit in different
ways, would see as quaniiﬁéble and measurable during that brief moment. Most
importantly, time, again, constructed by each pefson, was still roughly comparable,
measured by some in the hours, minutes, and seconds tiéking away and by others with
the sun piodding across the open sky. The idea that they shared a corporeal moment,
one where each person's understanding of their landscape limited potential outcomes
and guided personal interactions, provides an opening, however fleeting and tenuous,

for us to begin to understand them.



For these individuals, and for our study of them, landscape represented more
than just a backdrop to daily life. It was a fundamental aspect of everyday li.fe,
reflective of and responsive to the substance of routine existence and yet equally
telling of the exceptional instance and the long-term "events" best encompassed in the
French Annales School’s longue durée.® Neither fixed nor dead, and certainly not
"undialectical," landscape served as an active agent that provided opportunities and
constrained possibilities, resulting in a give-and-take relationship that defined
interpersonal relationships, individual ana group identities, and the relative success
and failures of a society constantly confronted with an envirqnment it could not
wholly control.’

There are many different definitions of landscape and many disciplines who
engage with its study. It is often connected with social theory and the consequences of
accelerated change in the late twentieth century. It has.contributed to the discussion of
the cultural versus the néturél world, the reading of landscape as a “repository of
human striving,” the postmodernists view of it aé a “cultural image” whose verbal or
written representations provide images, or “texts” of its ﬁ1eaning, and
phenomeﬁological approaches and linguistic perspectives emphasizing landscape as
"constituted by humans dwelling in it, a set of potentials instantiated by human choice
and action” and as a process "yielding a foregrounded, everyday social life from a

background range of potential social existence.”'

# Fernand Braudel, On History (Chicago, 1982).

’ Edward W. Soja, Postmodern Geographies: The Reassertion of Space in Critical Social Theory
(London, 1989): 11; Harris, "The Postmodernization of Landscape,” 434, 436-437, 438.

1% Carl Sauer, The Morphology of Landscape (Berkeley, 1938, reprint), Yi-Fu Tuan "Geography,
Phenomenology and the Study of Human Nature" in Canadian Geographer 15 (1971): 181-192, quote
from 184; D. Cosgrove and S. Daniels, eds, The Iconography of Landscape (Cambridge, 1988): 1;
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The study of landscape involves, as a crucial element of its framework, the
inclusion of material culture and the archaeological record to understanding culture in
human history. Every observable change in landscape, seen through these evidentiary
lines, precipitated further changes in social structure, particularly the relationships
between people and the spaces they inhabited. As an example, consider a few of the
many changes that followed enslaved Africans and indentured servants finished
clearing a new field. Introduction of a new species of plant, tobacco, which
notoriously robbed‘the soil of much of its nutrients, began that process while
surrounded by the rotting stumps of trees and other brush. Construction of new
housing for the enslaved Africans of indentured servants who would work this field
necessitated a reorganization of existing quarters (and their occupants), increasing the
physical and social distaﬁce betweén slave and master. The resulting segregation of
class and race created new obstacles, hardships, and a few opportunities;

These events were often observed and recorded, either in the historical record
or the archaeological record. While at that moment they could be seen, heard,
smelled, and felt, today, it is possible to see them in the documents, material culture,
and physical environment of the property. These are the essential intersecting
mediums that reveal landscapes, the result of cultural forces and significant players in
the production of culture. Just as a painting is seen as a series of symbols and signs
reflective of culture, so is the landscape — at the same time a repository of culture and
a many faceted symbol of class structure, social order, ‘and political ideology - an

instrument and agent of cultural power. And just as the painting is comprised of

Wendy Ashmore and A. Bernard Knapp, Archaeologies of Landscape: Contemporary Perspectives
(Oxford, 1999): quote from 3.
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layers of paint, and occasionally more than one painting, the landscape is also a many-
layered palimpsest.

The plantation, as with any other pultural landscape, was a physical framework
that helped structure social life and, in turn, was shaped by it. Changes in the
plantation landscape directly reflect that cultural change. The construction of new
buildings, the abandonment of others, the tobacco now growing where a house once
stood, these examples represent moments when the lives of plantation residents
changed in profound ways. Diaries nnd daybooks seldom include references to these
moments, but evidence of thnse moments survive in the ground, through trace remains
of brick foundations, silina-cast plant cells of pr¢viously cultivated flora, or the high
levels of nitrogen associated with animal feces and the cprral which oncé contained
them - the archaeological testimony to past actions. The forced move of an enslaved
African household, for example, a large family unit of multiple generations
transported from an outer quarter to the home quarter, was both a significant moment
and the beginning of a profoundly different eyeryday life. Would their new lives,
closer to the manor house, allow them greater access to food and greater variety in
their work schedule? Or would néw, chores increasingly fill their days and closer
supervision by their owner make their less supervised evenings a thing of the past?
The archaeological evidence can reflect their changing.social conditions as they
gained access to a different selection of material goods found more commonly near the
manor house and therefore more often broken or passed down as styles changed and
the popularity or utility of the item waned. The documentary evidence may simply

state that George, Elizabeth, and their three children now reside at the Home Quarter
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rather than the New Quarter. Combining these evidentiary lines make it possible to
better understand their lives and contextualize them within their changing world.

The plantation, from its fields, trees, and ditches to its people, buildings, and
teacups, expressed the values of the many cultures that created it. Because it existed at
the intersection of these many cultures, it was complex, varied, and constituted from
difficult to decode multi-layered landscapes. Understanding the plantati'on’s‘various
meanings requires a consideration of its constituent elements, including the type,
materials and construction technology for buildings, th.e plan and spacing of fields, the
arrangement of space between buildirigs and fields over time, and the interaction
between these elements that reflect the larger cultural landscape. Scholars should not
privilege the planter’s thoughts or the enslaved Africans’ actions over their
surroundings; they should not treat the sﬁrrounding environment as secondary. These
things must be contextualized within thé realm of individual experience and yet a
person's actions should not been seen as solely determined by the environment that
surrounded them.

The three people included in the opening vignette lived very different lives,
from their origins to their dreams and in the expectations others had of them. And yet
these three people, even as they may broadly represent larger groups, do not
adequately cover the diverse experiences seen through the eyes of the many people
who stepped foot on the plantation. But our envisioning what they experienced, while
acknowlédging the difficulty in achieving a truly accurate rendering of the past, is

meant to highlight the multiplicity of landscapes present, a starting point for
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discussing the crossroads of individual experience and their relationship to changes in
the landscape.

This discussion also opens an avenué for discussing the connection between
landscape and identity formation. | Like landscape, identity is individualistic,'ﬂuid,
dependent on context, and inextricably connected to the past and the present. It can
also be seen in, or recovered from, our analysis of actions, material culture, and in
changes to the environment, among ofher ways. Broadly speaking, the concepts
underlying the intersection between landscape and identity are largely timeless and
relevant to today, allowing a level of empathy between the present and the past. By
studying past landscapes and how others .used them to define and redefine their
identities, we gain insight into our present condition, deepenjng our understanding of
how our interactions with landscape define our own identity.

In the past and in the present, landscape greatly affected identity. Individual
actions are responsible landscape's creation and maintenance, as well as for changes in
its meaning.'' Consider what the study of plantations can tell us about how we
consider the intertwined hatﬁre of identity and landscape. As I will argue in the
chapters that follow, the changes to plantation désign and function during the late
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries are perhaps the most significant of any
period pﬁor to the Civil War and provided an impetus for dramatic changes across the
colony. While the plantations of the wealthiest Virginians represent a relatively tiny
portion of the colony’s population, their actions had a disproportionately large
influence on the environment and the develobment of colonial society. One particular

kind of landscape, the "designed landscape," reflected the struggle between the co-

"' Harris, "The Postmodernization of Landscape,” 434-443.
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dependent strains of agricultural transition and consumer revolution. More so,
successive owners reorganized their plantations to continue profiting from aéricultural
endeavors and to compete with their peers through_the display of their wealth and
knowledge. .

Enslaved Africans played an ihtegral part in these changes, both suffering from
the reorganization of the plantation and manipulating their changing roles within the
social hierarchy through increased access to goods and changing work schedules,
among others. Alongside early eighteent'h-century developments including the
transition towards natural increase, the éventual decrease in Fhe annual purchase of
slaves, and the changing labor needs as plantations converted more fields to mixed
grains and fewer to tobacco, the developing "enslaved" landscape restructured almost
every aspect of their lives. Creating a black landscape, something discussed in great
detail in Chapter 3, provided a degree of independence_from this cruel discipline,
changing the meaning of theée buildings and spaces and replacing them with
something different. |

These overlapping landscapes changed with each perspective, creating an
unavoidable tension as each individual projected their identity onto the physical fabric
of the world around them and the spaces that connected these places. The massive
brick manor house, discussed in Chapter 4, figured prominently within each of these
landscapes, connected through an individua’lé involvement in its design, construction,
use, and maintenance. An architectural “enigma,” the building represented both the
pioneering introduction of stylish details and craftsmanship and the increasingly fickle

nature of an elite focused on the latest and newest fashion for buildings and other
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displays of wealth.'? A point of fascination and much speculation by architectural
historians throughout the twentieth century it is vafious.ly seen as an example of an
English town house in a colonial wilderness, a pioneer in the construction of a
gentleman's eﬁtertaining house, and the architectural “Lucy” linking the building
styles of the mid-seventeenth century with those of the brick building boom of the
early eighteenth century in Virginia."® It survives as an archaeological site, as a name
on a map, and as the subject of six late ﬁineteenth-century photographs.

Fairfield plantation is the focus of this dissertation oﬁ Tidewater Virginia
plantations of the late seventeenth century because it was home to one of Virginia’s
most socially prominent and politically influential colonial families, the Bur\;vells,
from the late 1640s through the Revolutionary War. The Lewis Burwell 1I's 1694
mancr house demanded attention from all who saw it, serving as the focal point of the
plantation, but largely escaping any sbeciﬁc reference in surviving documents of the
period. Surrounded by a large formal garden, slave quarters, and tobacco fields, the
plantation complex is generally comparable to the colony-wide elite of this period. A
decade of archaeological research allows insight into this fluid, changing landscape
that in many ways challenges how scholars conceptualize a Virginia plantation’s

physical layout and how changes throughout the seventeenth, eighteenth, and

2 John Francis Speight, “Architects Find ‘Fairfield’ an Enigma,” Richmond Times-Dispatch, 12
September 1948. The author discusses the phasing of construction and questions surrounding it, as well
as the building and family's connections with Governor Francis Nicholson, Thomas Jefferson, and visits
from William Byrd I1.

" Henry Chandlee Forman, The Architecture of the Old South: The Medieval Style 1585-1850 (New
York, 1948): 59, 71, 96, Cary Carson, "Plantation Housing: Seventeenth Century"” in Carson and
Lounsbury, The Chesapeake House, 110; Thane Harpole and David A. Brown, "The Architecture of the
Fairfield Manor House: The Convergence of Wealth, Style, and Practicality,” Quarterly Bulletin of the
Archeological Society of Virginia 63 (2007) 3: 136-48.
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nineteenth centuries affected the lives of the people living within its bounds.'* The
plantation survived under the ownership of a few families and without significant
subdivision for much of its history, surrounded by agricultural field and not much else.
Perhaps the most important reason for fdcusing on Fairfield plantation, though, is
because for a place so prominent in the history of the colony, few historians have paid

more than a glance in its general direction.'” .

" Thomas T. Waterman and John A. Barrows, Domestic Colonial Architecture of Tidewater, Virginia
(New York, 1968, reprint); Brown and Harpole, Quarterly Bulletin, 3.

' The exceptions to this statement include John Blair, who completed an excellent early thesis on the
Burwell family, Ed Chappell, who authored the property's nomination to the state and federal registers
of historic places, the recent detailed architectural analysis of the building by Cary Carson, William
Graham, Carl Lounsbury and others among the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation Department of
Architectural and Archaeological Research, and the staff of the Fairfield Foundation, namely Thane H.
Harpole and the author. See John L. Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, Thesis (M.A.), College of William
and Mary (Williamsburg, 1959); Edward A. Chappell, The Fairfield Site, Nomination, National
Register of Historic Places (Washington, D.C., 1973); Carson and Lounsbury, The Chesapeake House;
Brown and Harpole, Quarterly Bulletin, 3.
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Chapter 1: Landscape and the Plantation

Aerial view of the Fairfield plantation archaeological site. The manor house ruins are
in the foreground and the York River runs along the north edge of the image.
The Fairfield Foundation, White Marsh, Virginia.

Visit Fairfield plantation today and you will find an open field surrounded by
forest, a dirt road, and a small grove of sycamores and hackberry trees surrounding
more than a few bricks strewn about the ground surface. The manor house, recognized
in photographs by its diagonally-set chimney stacks, is missing. The plantation is
hidden within the increasingly suburban bedroom community of eastern Virginia’s
greater Hampton Roads. It is not open to the public. There are no buildings to speak

of, and with modern development at a distance, it is exceedingly difficult to locate

one’s self in space, much less in time, and the only truly twentieth-century elements of
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the landscape are a few telephone poles and the car you drove in to get here. In many
ways, the plantation is invisible.'® |

Architectural historians, fascinated with the house as a pioneering example of
early classical architectural design in Virginia, and genealogists, dedicated to
sustaining the Burwéll family name among the colény'é eariiest "big men," kept the
histery of this place alive for most of the twentieth century. A "first family of
Virginia," the‘Burwells are best known for their other plantations, namely Carters
Grove and Kingsmilil on Virginia’s Lower Peninsula.!” Their Gloucester plantation,
from which the family and their buildings descend, is relatively unknown; the
Burwells sold the property in 1787, the house destroyed by fire in 1897. Its
subsequent dismantling in the early twentieth century remov-ed the centerpiece of the
plantation almost entirely from sight, leaving behind fields, forest, and roads much
like those seen today. The loss of this remarkable building and the destruction of
Gloucester County’s records in two disastrous fires (1 2%20 and 1865) further obscured

this family line and its role in colonial Virginia history. '® Upon first glance, both the

'%«plantation,” in the context of my research, is defined as an estate that typically raises one or two large
cash crops and uses forced resident labor. | avoid using a specific number of enslaved workers to
differentiate a plantation from a farm as the number of workers needed to effectively run a plantation
varied based on the primary cash crop.

'7 Both plantations are best known for their more recent use as historic house museum and gated
community, respectively, although they attained some fame for the extensive archaeological
investigations undertaken by Ivor Noel Hume of the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation and William
Kelso then of the Virginia Research Center for Archaeology (now known as the Virginia Department of
Historic Resources).

'® When historians focus on Virginia in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, they very predictably
gravitate towards a handful of counties, including nearby York, Lancaster, and Middlesex, where court
documents survived in greater number than the "burned counties” which lost most of their official
records to fires during the Civil War and at other times. The result is a tendency, whether intentional or
not, to treat the areas with more substantial collections as representative of the larger coastal plain
region, or subregion groups (such as those focused on specific river drainages), thereby undervaluing
research into other, less well-documented counties. This is not an overt critique of any specific study,
but rather one scholar's lament that more historians should consider researching the very important
contributions of these understudied localities, thereby avoiding a trend towards generalization justified
by a narrow understanding of the county's research potential.” - '
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property's setting and the historical pecord appear nearly silent regarding this’
plantation and its owners. But what remains of Fairfield plantation, including the soil,
the trees, the ravines, spr_ings, and creek beds that Bourfd thé property, the foundations
and artifacts in the ground, speaks of a deeper history, one as prodigious and alive as
any other plaﬁtation in Virginia. Its history is not lost; it survives in the landscape.

Landscape, as discussed in the introduction, is more than what an individual
sees or a snapshot of the physical world. It is the extent of personal knowledge and
experience and it significantly affects how we identify ourselves and others. The same
was true for people in the past. Landscape is the entirety of ihe world in which people
lived. It forms a roughly bounded space, broadly conceived, that includes not only
observable and measurable objects and spaces such as fields, buildings, fores.ts, and
creeks, but also experience, of objects and spaces, tasks performed, and knowledge of
both the imaginary and the described. People conceive their landscape differently,
through passive knowledge of their ekistence within, and active manipulation of, the
landscape. These landscapes changed over time, resulting in near infinite numbers of
potential landscapes. "’

The multiplicity of perspectives are best engaged through nuanced, multi-
scalar analyses of individuals, groups, and even regions. Tht_e movement of fencelines,
the introduction of a new crop, the slowly rotting frame of a quarter, and the leak in its
roof can change a person's perception and experience of a landscape.20 While some

changes are relatively minor (and terhporary) others are more dramatic. Ultimately,

' Tim Ingold, “The Temporality of the Landscape” in Julian Thomas, editor, Interpretive Archaeology:
A Reader (London, 2000): 510-530.

% The term “quarter” is often used interchangeably by scholars to mean an individual building which
houses enslaved people and a group of such buildings that constitute a working group of enslaved
people assigned to a portion of acreage on a plantation.
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landscapes are unique, personal, and change over time, but for every individual
experience there are moﬁlenfs that result in a sense of shared meanings that transcend
the relatively rare descriptions that survive from a handful documented events.

The "plantation" landscape, as both an example éf one type of landscape and a
focal poiﬁt of this study, is not defined by size, but by the perception of each
individual who experienced it and what he or she defined as meaningful. For
example, an enslavgd African may define the plantation landscape as encompassing
the buildings, forests, animals, persons, and épace 6wned by his or her owner and
encountered on a given day. This wpuld differ significantly from how a landowner,
the child of a landowner, or a visitor to a plantation would define the plantation
landscape. The landowner might experience these .sam-e elefnents but define the
plantation landscape as extending to the edges of his influence, to the nejghboring
parish church‘he paid to construct, or the mill at the edge of his property, or even the
waterway his ships use to arrivé and depart. His wife might define it as a backdrop for
presentation, a space to impress some and intimidate others, protecting and educating
her children while ensuring their long-térm security through its wealth-producing
fields and laborers. Still others, perhaps a neighboring land(;wner or a parish
vestryman, might see the plantation landscape as bounded by the streams and notched
trees which legally demarcate the property’s boundaries. The discussion of t.hese
landscapes not only highlights their interconnectedness with nearly every aspect of

Virginia history, but also challenges scholars to use landscape as a launching point for
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research into economics, religion, politics, gender, and other underlying themes that
defined the colonial period. *' |

Ti’liS approach is inspired by a generation of archaeologists and architectural
historians, but none more so than Dell Upton and his 198S article “White and Black
Landscapes in Eighteenth-Century Virginia” where he addressed “the social
experience of architecture.”** The often reprinted ai’ticle continues to inspire readers
trying to understand the physical WOrld and its relationship to the greater history of the
colony. Upton addressed the range of spatial divisions, an individual’s changing
perception of the laﬁdscape as he or she moved thrbugfl it, aﬁd the challenge of
deciphering the language of landscape through its many diverse elements, some
unified and séme fragmented. His fascination with the landscapes and architecture of
eighteenth-century Virginia dealt as much with our recent understanding of it as with
those who created, modified, and recreated it over two hundred years ago.

Upton's work admirably addressed the experience of landscape from the
perspective of a “pre-Revolutionary Virginia, with its raciall.y and socially stratified
population,” but did so with a focus on surviving structures and often without the
benefit of detailed historical accounts or archaeological descriptions. Itisa ;taning
point for what follows. Where his research examined Virginia as a colony, this
dissertation examines in detail a single plantation, one among a small group of the

wealthiest of wealthy planter residences, and compares it with a handful of

?! This definition is influenced and partially derived from Richard H. Schein's approach to landscape as
“a particular spatial and visual ensemble, often equated with particular places and times.” Richard H.
Schein, "The Place of Landscape: A Conceptual Framework for Interpreting an American Scene” in
Annals of the Association of American Geographers 87 (1997), 4: 660-680.

22 Dell Upton, “White and Black Landscapes of Eighteenth-Century Virginia,” in Robert Blair St.
George’s Material Life in America: 1600-1860 (Boston, 1988): 357-369.
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predecessors, contemporaries, and antecedents. While Upton's work looks generally at
Virginia before the Revolutionary War, this dissertation focuses specifically on the
end of the seventeevnth century. Finally, Upton’s study focuses on the surviving
architecture of the period, while incorporating archéeological and historical evidence
whenever possible. Taking a slightly different approach, the research described here
originates from the archaeological and historical evidence, and looks beyond the
primary residence, b.ut remains inherently multidiséiplfnary. This dissertation
highlights the power inherent in change and examines the ripple effects that occur
when individﬁals modify the world around them, causing or reacting to pressures
beyond the plantation—a purpose shared with Upton.

Changing perspectives, over time and between distinct populations within the
plantation, reveal the effect of both internal and external pressures. Internally,
individual behavior, while never static, provided a sense of ﬁow to operate within the
world, a structure or cultural background against which they operated, or habitus.>
What people saw every day and tﬁeir corpus of past experiences influenced their
behavior. Referencing Upton’s work once again, and building on Ellis and Ginsburg’s
interpretation of “standpoint theory,” people “literally viewed the world differently
and ... these differences influence[d] fhe way they inhabited their shared

environments.””* This principle is particularly useful in understanding the role of

2 Pierre Bourdieu, Qutline of a Theory of Practice (Cambridge: 1979).

?* Ellis and Ginsburg interpret standpoint theory as originating in Marxist feminist interpretations of
class struggle, contending that “women, because of their subjection to a patriarchic system, were able to
perceive their place in the world, and that of their oppressors, in a whoily different and unique light.”
Individuals from different groups, in this case the working class and the capitalist class, understood
power relations differently and experienced the capitalist system differently, resulting in each having
special knowledge that the other did not. They extend this to cover the differently perceived
geographies of the enslaver and the enslaved. Clifton Ellis and Rebecca Ginsburg, “Introduction” in
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individual perception in the lives of the enslaved laborers, devising coping
mechanisms and forms of resistance derived from their African culture that, often
imperceptible to their owners, provided them with an avenue of action and control
over their own lives and, as Upton put it, carefully existing “outside the official
articulated processional landscape of the great planter.”*

Enslaved Africans, as well as elite planters, middling farmers, and tenant
farmers, indentured servants, and every other person who experienced the plantation
helped create landscape through their actions - actions observable in the
archaeological and historical record. They possessed agency. The study of landscape
uncovers agency through the study of practice as reflected norms of "culture" and
abstract structures.?® Archaeologist Matthew Johnson explains that:

practice is embedded in everyday life; the patterns of moving to and from the

fields, the actions of ploughing and harrowing the soil, the everyday rhythms

of individual, household, and community life. It is bound up with social ideas
and values, in that practices embody and replicate expected ways of behaving.

It is also bound up with social tradition and memory - the recognition that we

do things this way because they always have bee done this way "since time out

of mind.?’ o

Observation can lead towards an empiricist view of the past and a "common
sense" approach to interpreting the actions of individuals based on our present
understanding of their lives tempered by the context of our own experience. This

approach is fraught with intellectual peril. It can obscure the many potential

conclusions that might emerge from a full embrace of multivalency, or the

Clifton Ellis and Rebecca Ginsburg, editors, Cabin, Quarter, Plantation: Architecture and Landscapes
of North American Slavery (New Haven, 2010): 6. )

2> Upton, “White and Black Landscapes,” 367.

% John C. Barrett, Fragments from Antiquity: Archaeology of Social Life in Britain 2900-1200 BC
(Oxford, 1993).

27 Johnson, Ideas of Landscape, 142.
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understanding that these obsewatioﬁs have many values émd meanings. Depending on
the individual, fences may limit access, but not sight; a door may be unlocked, but still
deny access; a nailery was at once a workplace, a shelter from the elements, a home,
and a symbol of wealth, independence, and knowledge. _These examples’ illustrate how
experienqe, perception, and imagination each provide a different perspective on
human spatial practice. The use of fences can relate to the flow of goods, people, and
information. The unlocked door can represent symbolic space and spatial semiotics.
The nailery can include elements of iconography, cartography and spatial aesthetics.”®
Archaeologist Chris DeCorse explains that historical archaeology, in particular, can
"fill gaps in the inventory of evidence about the past, but more importantly i{
augments, extends, and problematizes historical interpretatipn by identifying
'entanglements’ in our knowledge base that force us to :che edges of history’s comfort
zones.” The kgy to understanding these landscapes is not to grasp every conceivable
perspective, but rather to embrace the multiplicity of perspectives and their relevance,
acknowledging that there is always another way to "see."?’

For instance, we accept that shiﬁs; in meaning can occur without any visible
change in the landscape's physical fabrié. Archaeologists are particularly attuned to
this principle that contrasts concepts of “space” and “place.” Space is quantifiable.

You can move through it, and it may or may not have meaning for those who

experience it. Place, on the other hand, is immeasurable; perceived, and experienced.

%% Spatial aesthetics is defined by the Spatial Aesthetics Research Group, including Drs. Alexander
Kranjec, Eva Simms, and Mark Paterson, as the "experiences of space and place that are studied in their
bodily-perceptual, cognitive-émotional, socio-cultural, and artistic-expressive manifestation.”
Alexander Kranjec, Eva Simms, and Mark Paterson, Spatial Aesthetics Research Group.

[http: //spaceandaesthetlcs wordpress.com/about/, accessed 9 October 2013].

% Christopher R. DeCorse, An Archaeology of Elmina: Afvicans and Europeans on the Gold Coast,
1400-1900 (Washington D.C., 2001): 16; James Deetz, In Small Things Forgotien: An Archaeology of
Early American Life (New York, 1996): 74.
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It is laden with meaning. To put it better, “what begins as undifferentiated space
becomes placé as we get to know it better and endow it with value.” The simple act of
existing within space, without any modifications, converts it into place. Places
populate the landscape and make it unique.*®

One of the most intriguing reasons for the study of plantation landscapes is to
reconstruct how those living there, including »ensla\’/ed Africans and elite merchant-
planters, transformed spaces into places and assigned them with different meanings.
Plantation owners adapted and erﬁployed a “designed landscape,” using the 1;>cation,
orientation, and size‘of slave quarters, among other places, in an attempt to dominate
and control the enslaved -pop‘ulation.31 But these practices were not always successful.
As Ellis and Ginsburg point out, “slaves expressed their autonomy, restored their
dignity, and even achieved their freedom...through manipulation of the very
landscapes designed to restrict them.” These groups negotiated constantly, sometimes
openly, but often covertly or even subcor;sciously. The buildings, forests, fields, roads,
and other observable elements of the plantation became persﬁstent symbols of the
institution, not just the agricultural process or the family that owned them. Through a
perceived permanence, through their construction often with the labor of enslaved

Africans, and through their placement, buildings, as one element of the plantation,

demonstrated the entrenched presence of slavery, forcing others to redefine themselves

% Garret Fesler, “Excavating the Spaces and Interpreting the Places” in Ellis and Ginsburg, Cabin,
Quarter, Plantation, 28. See also Yi-Fu Tuan, Space and Place: The Perspective of Experience
(Minneapolis, 2001): 6; See also, Barbara Heath, “The Big House and the Slave Quarters: African
Contributions to the New World” in Ellis and Ginsburg, Cabin, Quarter, Plantation, 177-192.

*' | employ the phrase “merchant-planter” to acknowledge the dual priorities these individuals balanced
to maintain their elite status. “Merchant” precedes “planter” in this instance because it describes a
particular type of planter, differentiating them from the majority of property owners across the
Chesapeake region, highlighting their role in the import and export of goods for their own use and,
often, for sale to their neighbors and for the store houses that many of them maintained on or near their
plantations.
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in relation to this landscape. The alternative was the physical modification or
destruction of that landscape to create figurative and literal distance from its meaning.
Put simply, “slavery shaped the landscape of slaveholders [and the enslaved]”, their
actions, “...and consequently their lives.”*?

But when, to what degree, and how often did these adaptations occur? How did
the increase in the number of enslaved Africans and the increasing intensity of
agricultural pursuits affect the organization of workers’ living quarters and
arrangement of fields? How did Virginians at the end o.f the seventeenth century
define themselves through the world around them? The form of landscape analysis
undertaken here has the potential to contribute to these questions and to the
historiography of colonial Virginia. The research that follows will show that the
development of the plantation followed a]ongside the development of other formal and
informal means of racializing slavery. Along with changes in the legal, economic,
religious, political, and social institutions that emerged in se;lenteenth-century
Virginia, the plantation “ordered users according to race” and “contributed to the
ideology of African inferiority.”3 3

Virginia's enslaved population, dominated by recently introduced Africans
representing numerous tribal groups and regions, increased dramatically during the
last quarter of the seventeenth century. During the same period, elite merchant-
planters, as the legislative leaders of the colony and majority of slave owners, changed

both the legal status and the labor expectations for people they increasingly viewed as

"property." The plantation, by some definitions, reached its most efficient state when

32 Fesler, “Excavating the Spaces,” 27-50; Clifton Ellis and Rebecca Ginsburg, “Introduction” in Ellis
and Ginsburg, 3.
33 Ellis and Ginsburg, “Introduction,” 6.
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its labor force consisted entirely of enslaved people forced to work towards the
successful profiting from the agricultural production of cash crops.>® The system of
plantations in Virginia appeared to reach this level ét the end of the seventeenth
century, as increasing numbers of lla,rge plantations witnessed their labor‘forée change
entirely to Africans. This was intentional, the elite merchaﬁt-planters devising and
implementing a template for the colony follow, demon.strating the most efficient,
racialized slaye labor system by creating and sustaining a landscape of slavery.

The plantation was more than a functional space-for the production of cash
crops or the workspace of enslaved laborers. It was also the showplace of the elite, the
nexus for innovation, and a laboratory fof experimentation, all intrinsically linked to
slavery but also linked to other societal irends. Historical archaeologist Martin Hall,
employing a critical materialism approach, explains that it is possible to explore “the
objectification of ideology, power, and status in landscapes, domestic architqcture, and
everyday material culture” in order to reveal a world that “not only contains signatures
of power but reveals “subtle contestations” between and among groups and
individuals.” People reacted to and structured their everyday lives differently
depending on their experience and perception of the plantation.*’

To that end, the natural setting of the plantation, and the persistent presence of

an uncontrollable "nature," significantly influenced the landscapes that emerged

** There are many different types of plantations, including fishing plantations, environmental
plantations (e.g. tree farms), and industrial plantations, that have evolved over time, not all requiring or
incorporating slave labor in the form discussed here. Some employed "para-slavery"” or slavery-in-kind
through their manipulation of low-wage workers in debt-bondage, for example late nineteenth-century
share-cropping. While the most consistent elements of a plantation are the production of a single cash
crop and the sale of that crop for non-local markets, the incorporation of mass labor controlled by a
single owner or organization has long been associated with it. ’

3% Martin Hall, Archaeology and the Modern World: Colonial Transcripts in South Africa and the
Chesapeake (London, 2000): 102.
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during this period. A drought, flood, or insect infestation might severely damage
crops or destroy them entirely, but would not necessarily change next year's crops or
directly affect the treatment of enslaved laborers. In contrast, the success of a crop in
any given year might depend on more than human actions, such as the amount of
fertilizer, the arrangement of drainage ditches, or even the speed at which the workers
harvested crops. According to historical archaeologist Mary Beaudry, a focus on
places, objects, and their historical contexts "allows human beings an active role in
creating meaning and in shaping the wo'rld around them; they are seen to interact with
their environment rather than simply react to it.” Matthew Johnson adds that "...nature
and culture are dial‘ectically related - each creates and defines the other, and one
cannot be made sense of without an understanding of the other." Nature does not
determine culture, nor can culture cdntrol nature, but neither is comprehensible
without "a deep and complex understanding of the mutual construction of both."*® Tim
Ingold furthers this discﬁssiQn, suggesting that rather than accepting a "sterile
opposition between the naturalistic view of the landscape as a neutral, external
backdrop to human activities, and the culturalistic view fhat every landscape is a
particular' cognitive or symbolic ordering of space,” that scholars rethink this
relationship in terms of a “taskscape,” arguing that we should view landscape as “an
enduring record of - and testimony to — the lives and works of past generations who

have dwelt within it, and in so doing, have left there something of themselves.”’

3¢ Johnson, Ideas of Landscape, 144; see also Oliver Rackham, Trees and Woodland in the British
Landscape, 2nd edition (London, 1990); Oliver Rackham and Jennifer A. Moody, The Making of the
Cretan Landscape (Manchester, 1994).

37 Ingold, “The Temporality of the Landscape,” 510.
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It is essential to connect events, such as the acquisition of land or the purchase
of an African slave, with longer historical trends, such as sustained experimentation
with alternative crops or continued reliance on day laborers and local craftsmen, to
identify how people prioritized everyday needs and how this reflected their desire to
control the world around them. Hall expands on this, stating “the study of people,
objects, places, activities, and events that had seemed to be on the edges of historical
significance is helping to reformulate historical understanding by adding agency,
complexity, and heﬁce relativist sensitivity" to our understanding of past cultures and
the clues embedded in “material culture are rich indicators of the plays of power.”®

The plantation reflected peobles’ origins, the desife to emulate, to express
knowledge, power, and wealﬁh. As one example, the home,'whether a slave hut,
tenant house, or manor, fhrough ité common asspciation with specific people, operated
as a symbol of its owner and builder, but most often of its occupants. The areas
around the home, from the yard to the tree line to the roads that connected it with the
world beyond, complimented that symbol, often extending and modifying its meaning
while receiving meaning from its association with the home. The elite merchant-
planters, largely responsible for the designs of plantations, are the most frequent
subjects of study. How did they conceive of their “designed landscape” and how far
did they go to demonstrate their knowledge of contemporary fashion, their desire to
profit from human bondage, and their dream to control everything around them,
including nature? As the number of specialized rooms; buildings, and activity areas

on a plantation increased, how did their locations change and how did this reflect an

3% Mary C. Beaudry, "Public Aesthetics versus Personal Experience: Worker Health and Well-Being in
19th-Century Lowell, Massachusetts” in Historical Archaeology 27 (1993), 2: 91; Hall, Archaeclogy
and the Modern World, 71.
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evolving segregation of class and race? While these questions primarily reflect an
interest in the lives of merchant-planters, they also invoive understanding the enslaved
Africans who largely constructed the plantation, grew and harvested its crops, and
outnumbered its white population.

A successfql plantation, its owner and its designed landscape, inspired
emulation. The owner's peers and those aspiﬁng to. be similarly successful, desired an
association with these symbols of ’su’ccess and, depending on each individual's
circumstances, to copy and implement much of the plantation’'s design. The process
followed much the s.ame‘trajectory as Virginia mer;:hafxt-plénters' efforts to emulate
their European counterparts. Subsequent generations, though, would innovate and
modify the devsigns to meet their needs, the specific environment of their plantations,
and respond to advances in technology and labor management. How each merchant-
planter implemented the ideals of a well-managed, designed plantation landscape
would partly define her or his identity. How it affected those who lived and worked,
modified and responded to these changes demonstrated howvimportant changes in the
landscape influenced the practice of slavery. Relatively little is known about the
specific changes in plantation design evolved during the late seventeenth century,
though, compared to the better known periods that foll(‘)wed.

The disciplines most responsible for recent advances in understanding the
plantation during this period, and most likely to further these discussions, are
historical archaeology and architectural history. Their careful attention to chronology
and the use of new datasets within the New Archaeology and its post-processual

descendant drove research in new directions over the last forty years while broadening
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some hisforical debates and reconfiguring others. Their crucial contributions include a
focus on the vernacular, on elements of everyday life that went unrecorded in
historical documents, resulting in new questions for the established narrative of
Virginia history. Critics point out the inacceséibility and presentation of data, an often
static and a condensed representat'ion of the past (sometimes a reflection of their data's
limitations, sometimes a reflection of the author's limitations) as major faults in these
disciplines. These ihadequacies resulted in an incdnsisient écceptance by historians
who more often employed the findings as anecdotes and illustrations rather than
understanding the foundations of these new avenues of research.’® Examples include
the dramatic maps of archaeological features and landscapes that display new
dimensions of historical data. Representing change over time via a two-dimensional
image of postholes, trash pits, brick bondwork, wood framing, nail patterns, and score
marks in plaster, the map is inherently easy to disce_,m for a tfained practitioner, but
often akin to a foreign language to others.

An implicit, untheorized, and subsequently unexamined landscape is
uninteresting and unworthy of focused study. The introduction of new archaeological
and architectural data in the 1970s and 1980s, though, and the conclusions derived
from this evidence forced scholars to reconsider what they thought the landscape
looked like in seventeenth- and eighteenth-century Virginia. As the value of this data

increased for scholars of this period, the comparably few large-scale studies received

3 Mathew Johnson cites the parallel trend in English landscape archaeology where "...the role of
archaeology became supplementary and supportive to a text-based narrative rather than oppositional

and critical." The data became a showpiece, underutilized by historians uninterested in testing "the
rigour of the interpretation being offered," preferring "a series of illustrative anecdotes which referred to
a grand underlying story about the nature and development of the English landscape.” Johnson, /deas of
Landscape, 68.
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tremendous, often overblown attention. These studies shaped a paradigm for the
interpretation of landscapes, one that continues to plague our understanding of
colonial plantations and their occupants. Through no fault of their own, these early
studies became the norm compared £o all others, the foundations on which subsequent
authors built new and persistent narratives. Scholars miust challenge themselves to
effectively translate the complex and changing plantation landscapes without
oversimplifyihg evidence and losing the valuable conne_ctions between beople and
their surr.oundings.40

Recovering past landscapes, including the landscapes of late seventeenth-
century plantations, requires a synthesis of very different forms of evidence, including
documents, environmental and archaeological data, and material culture. This study
uses these often intersecting evidentiary lines as the point of departure for historical
inquiry. As an example, knowing fhe shape, texture, weight, and color of a V\;ine bottle
exponentially extends the interpretive value of the already éigniﬁcant reference of
“wine bottle” in an account book. The same is true for.a field of tobacco or a slave
hut. But matgrial culture, architectural, and archaeological data are accompanied by
their own narratives, resulting in new questions and leading scholars to engage with
the historiography in unique ways. For instance, modifications to a plantation's
designed landscape are seldom referencea in the historical record, relative to their

frequency. Even the most diligent manager would find it difficult to record all of the

“© As an example, consider one of the most frequently cited plantation studies in Virginia archaeology:
Kingsmill Plantation. A desire to demonstrate to the public the value of archaeology has inadvertently
done a disservice to the legacy of these plantations and their residents. The maps show a single
interpretation, two at most, of what a landscape looked like over multiple generations of use: While it is
very effective at portraying the author's interpretation of a singular moment in time, it sacrifices the
complexity that not only allows for alternative interpretations, but also documents the longer landscape
history of this site. William M. Kelso, Kingsmill Plantations, 1619-1800: Archaeology of Country Life
in Colonial Virginia (New York, 2004).
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many minor, and occasional major, changes happening everyday. But these events are
highly reflective of greater change in the lives of the people living on the plantation
and their interaction with the world around them. Sométhihg as simple as repairs to a
fence, the clearance of a new field, or the abandonment of a road, might reveal shifts
in the way pebple viewed the landscape and each other. It is important to understand
how these events coincided with (or contradicted) other lines of evidence, including
those noted in the documentary record that cannot be recovered through careful
interpretation of archaeological and architectural evidence. It is even more important
to understand the frequency and significance of these changés and to question whether
the limitations of other evidentiary lines have left this area of inquiry misunderstood or
under-researched. Historian Allaﬁ Mayne sees as essential the “study of mat.eriality to
emphasize and recal_ibrate ambiguity as a powerful_ tool with which to extend cross-
disciplinary interpretation of modern history.. .decente;ing historical understanding
and thereby stimulating analytical innovation.” It is the synthesis of these lines of
evidence that constitute the greater contribution to our knowledge of human lives and
events in‘the past.*!

The multi-disciplinary approach t'o historical inquiry has become more
common in recent years, but remains a rélatively uncommon approach to studying
Virginia’s late seventeenth-century plantations. Already a relatively understudied
period of the colony’s development, there is substantially more written about the early

seventeenth-century, particularly the early period of contact between Europeans and

! Alan Mayne, “On the Edges of History: Reflections on Historical Archaeology” in The American
Historical Review 113 (2008), 1: 94; see also, Leora Auslander, “Beyond Words” in American
Historical Review 110 (2005), 4: 2; Laurie A. Wilkie, The Archaeology of Mothering: An African-
American Midwife's Tale (London, 2012): xxi.
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Native groups, and the tumultuous era of the Amel;ican- Revolution. There are
considerably fewer works that cover the years in-between or that incorporate sources
on landscape, identity, and plantation development. Beyond this period, though, and
occasionally encompassing it, historians, geographers, sociologists, architectural
historians, and archaeologists have a well-established track record for the study of
plantations. But despite the broad rangé of contributors, there are relatively few
studies which focus on the relationship between people and iandscape and most
incorporate a very limiied discussion as it relates to larger issues of race, economics,
ethnicity, gender, and other valuable avenues of inquiry.*

The study of Fairfield plantation helps to fill thi's gap. What follows will
document how the incorporation of a multidisciplinary approach with a highly
contextualized narrative can contributé toa deepér discussion of landscape, identity,
and the evolution of the plantation during late seventeenth-century Virginia. The

plantation as a unit is well suited for a dissertation-length study because an analysis of

2 Historians by far dominate the field of plantation research, including noteworthy studies by
Blassingame, Genovese, and Stampp. Sociologists and anthropologists known for their contributions
include Raper, Raper and Reid, Rawick, and Thompson of the former, and Rubin, Mintz, and Mintz and
Wolf of the latter. John W. Blassingame, The Slave Community: Plantation Life in the Antebellum
South (Oxford, 1979), Eugene D. Genovese, In Red and Black: Marxian Explorations in Southern and
Afro-American History (Knoxville, 1971); Eugene D. Genovese, Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the
Slaves Made (New York, 1974); Kenneth M. Stampp, The Peculiar Institution: Slavery in the Ante-
bellum South (New York, 1956); Arthur F. Raper, Preface To Peasantry: A Tale Of Two Black Belt
Counties (Columbia, 1936); Arthur F. Raper and Ira De Augustine Reid, Sharecroppers All (Chapel
Hill, 1941); George P. Rawick, The American Slave: A Composite Autobiography (Westport, 1972);
Edgar T. Thompson, Race Relations and the Race Problem: A Definition and an Analysis (Durham,
1939); Edgar T. Thompson, Plantation Societies, Race Relations, and the South: The Regimentation of
Populations: Selected Papers of Edgar T. Thompson (Durham, 1975); Sidney W. Mintz, "The
Plantation as a Socio-Cultural Type" in Vera Rubin, editor, Plantation Systems of the New World
(Washington D.C., 1959): 42-53; Eric R. Wolf and Sidney W. Mintz, Haciendas and Plantations in
Middle America and the Antilles (no publisher, 1957). More recent scholarship includes noteworthy
contributions by Durant and Knottnerus, Morsman, Isaac, and others. See Thomas J. Durant and J.
David Knottnerus, eds., Plantation Society and Race Relations: The Origins of Inequality (Westport,
Conn., Praeger, 1999); Amy Feely Morsman, The Big House After Slavery: Virginia Plantation
Families and Their Postbellum Domestic Experiment (Charlottesville, 2010); Rhys Isaac, Landon
Carter’s Uneasy Kingdom : Revolution and Rebellion on a Virginia Plantation: Revolution and
Rebellion on a Virginia Plantation (Oxford, 2004).
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the changes in the designed landscape can reflect the struggle to reconcile the
immediacy of the physical world with regional and global pressures in economics,
politics, and society.*’ The multi-disciplinary approach of landscape can further our
study of race, class, and gender and yield specific and particular results that cannot be
recovered through other analyses.** The need to examine the relationships between a
landscape’s constituent elements, including the type, materials, and construction
technology for buildings, the plan and spacing of fields, the arrangement of s.pace
between buildings and fields over time, and the intgraction between these elements
that reflect the larger cultural landscape.

The responses to social, cultural, and economic pressures active in the
landscape are represented in the quantifiable archaeological data. Put another way, the
spatiality of life is reflective of significant change. Each generation of laborers and

owners on plantations enacted changes in the organization of their buildings (interior

“ Noteworthy examples of historians, archaeologists and historical anthropologists who have combined
spatial and material culture perspectives in their research include Philip Morgan, Theresa Singleton,
Maria Franklin, Patricia Samford, Frasier Neiman and Jillian Galle (enslaved African/African American
culture in the English colonies), Philip Levy, John Coombs, David Muraca, Doug Ross, Dwayne Picket,
Cary Carson and Willie Graham (early colonial brick buildings, slave quarters, and post-in-ground
buildings). Their groundbreaking work not only confronts over-generalized descriptions of colonial life
but also broadens our understanding of the plantation as a distinct group. Morgan, Slave Counterpoint;
Theresa A. Singleton, /, Too, Am America: Archaeological Studies of African-American Life
(Charlottesville, 1999); Maria Franklin and Garrett Fesler, eds., Historical Archaeology, Identity
Formation, and the Interpretation of Ethnicity (Williamsburg, 1999); Jillian E. Galle and Amy L.
Young, Engendering African American Archaeology: A Southern-Perspective (Knoxville, 2004);
Patricia Samford, Subfloor Pits and the Archaeology of Slavery in Colonial Virginia (Tuscaloosa,
2007), Philip Levy, David Muraca, and John Coombs, "Revisioning Seventeenth-Century Virginia
Architecture, Brick by Brick" conference paper, The Society for Historical Archaeology, Annual
Conference, Quebec, 2000; Willie Graham, Carter L. Hudgins, Carl Lounsbury, Fraser D. Neiman, and
James P. Whittenburg, “Adaptation and Innovation: Archaeological and Architectural Perspectives on
the Seventeenth-Century Chesapeake” William and Mary Quarterly 3rd ser., 64 (2007): 451-522; John
Metz, Jennifer Jones, Dwayne Pickett, and David Muraca, "Upon the Palisado"” and Other Stories of
Place from Bruton Heights (Williamsburg, 1998); Dwayne W. Pickett, The .John Page House Site: An
Example of the Increase in Domestic Brick Architecture in Seventeenth-Century Tidewater Virginia
Thesis (M.A.), College of William and Mary (Williamsburg, 1996); Douglas E. Ross, Domestic Brick
Architecture in Early Colonial Virginia Thesis (M A.), College of William and Mary (Williamsburg,
2002).

* Charles E. Orser, Historical Archaeology (Upper Saddle River, New Jersey, 2004): 279; see also
Mayne, “On the Edges of History,” 97.
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and exterior) and activity areas, and the eénd of the seventeenth century was no
exception. This period, in particular, is of interest because it coincides with an
expanding slave population that not only necessitated an increase in quarters to house
them, but also the agricultural buildings and ancillary support structures needed for
processing ever larger quantities of tobacco, investment in food crops for the.
plantation's populatipn of humans and livestock, and an incr_ease in the number of
skilled laborers supporting the enterprise. This re-orgar‘lization resulted in the constant
negotiation and renegotiation of space and the re-conceptualization of the plantation.
By concentrating on these relationships scholars can refocus research on the view of
the plantation from its occupants, rather than the few surviving accounts that reference
these dynamic landscapes.

The next two chapters set the sta.ge for this type of analysis. Chapters 2 and 3
exist at the intersection between the lives of the Burwell family and their enslaved
Africans, respectively, at Fairfield Plantation and Virginia's late seventeenth-century
historiography. Without assuming that these people and their surrounding landscape
were typical (or atypical), these chapters attempt to consider landscape as they knew it
from the evidence that re‘mai‘ns. Lewis Burwell II's extensive investment in enslaved
laborers and calculated pursuit of ever increasing amounts of tobacco resulted in a
seasonal labor surplus which, coupled with a desire for greater economic security, led
to increased profits and an expanded realm of possibilities for his future and that of his
plantation. Firmly grounded in both the archaeological and documentary evidence for
Fairfield Plantation, Chapter 2 documents the significance of Lewis Burwell Il among

the colony's elite, including his involvement in the economic, political, and social
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activities of the late seventeenth-century gentry. But others also influenced the
plantation's development. The enslaved laborers he purchased or inherited possessed
significant influence, too. Chapter 3 will begin to address their landscape, arguing for
their role as integral actors in the history of the plantation, their actions speaking
volumes despite their relative silence in the few suﬁiving documents.

Chapters 4 and 5 will address the emergence of designed landscapes within the
evolution of plantations at the end of the seventeenth century. The centerpiece of the
plantation, the manor house, is discussed in detail in Chapter 4, while Chapter 5
extends beyond this element to the greatér plantation. In both chapters, I consider the
factors that influenced landscape, including increased political and economic
investment in towns, masonry architecture, and therdevelopr.nent of public buildings,
and how they brought about a reconceptualization of the plantation and its boundaries
as a response to dramatic changes in Virginia at the end of the seventeenth century..

Chapter 6 includes a discussion of evidence for‘designed landscapes of earlier
and contemporary plantations and how the direct links between the Burwells and the
owners of these properties resulted in the adaptdtion and use of specific elements at
Fairfield. It also examines the role enslaved laborers had in influencing the design and
use of these landscapes, their meaning, and their success. Chapter 7 considers how
Lewis Burwell II's contemporaries and the generation of planters that followed, in this
case, descendants of Lewis Burwell 11, incorporated the lessons learned in their own
plantations, includinng the Fairfield landscapes of his son and grandson. The
conclusion offers a brief consideration of the relevance of this research to the study of

present landscapes and its reflection on our understanding of our identity.
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Chapter 2: Lewis Burwell II and h'is’World

Born into the enviable position of first son of an ascending family, Lewis
Burwell Il achieved the loftiest heights any Virginian c.ould-reasonably aspire to
during a lifetime. Politically, economically, and socially, it is reasonabl¢ to assume
his accomplisilments exceeded everyone's expectations. His aspirations are lost to
time, though, as are his diaries, daybooks, and most of his personal papers, although
the ruins of his manor house and plantation contain archaeological evidence that
continues to reveal the complexity of his noteworthy life.*> Compared to his peers, of
whom there were few, he rose to the top of the colony's meréhant-planter class and
achieved the wealth and reputation that would establish his sons and daughters on
similar ascendant trajectories before his death in 1710. And while his name ;a.nd his
actions are largely forgotten in the narrative of Virginia history, his legacy is still

visible figuratively and literally just beneath the surface.

An only child, born during the tobacco boom of the mid-seventeenth century,
Lewis Burwell II received an exceptional education in the politics and economy of the
Chesapeake. Without the benefit of attending school in England, already a rarity for

even wealthy families, and with no evidence that his parents hired one of the few

* Excavation began at Fairfield Plantation (Virginia Department of Historic Resources Archaeological
Inventory Site 44GL0024) in November 2000 and continue to this day. Fieldwork began with a shovel
test survey of the approximately 60 acres of field and forest surrounding the manor house ruin. Select
excavations began shortly thereafter, investigating the manor house foundation and Ground Penetrating
Radar (GPR) anomalies, revealing evidence of numerous intact subsurface features. Over the
subsequent decade of excavations, investigations focused on the mid-eighteenth-century formal garden,
early eighteenth-century clay borrow pit, and eighteenth-century slave quarter. More recent research
has focused on the systematic sampling of the approximately three acres surrounding the manor house
and the continued shovel test survey of properties beyond the initial 60-acre survey. Excavations in
2014 will also continue investigations of the manor house ruin. The most recent summary of work can
be found in Brown and Harpole, Quarterly Bulletin.
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documented tutors in the colony to teach him, his education likely came from within
his frequently changing family. No less than four father figures influenced Burwell's
upbringing, sérving as role models, helping shape his actions and attitudés as an adult
through their actions. It is this form of education that might be classified as most
common for children of any family in seventeenth-century Virginia. The quality of
instruction, the subjects, and the skills léarned depended on the status of the
instructors.

The first of these four individuals, Lewis Burwell II's father, Lewis Burwell I,
established the family in Gloucester County a few short years before his deat.h in
1653.% His history in Virginia began much earlier,_ though. »His family originally
intended to help colonize northern Carolina, but circurr;stance kept them in the Old
Dominion. Having spent his childhood in England, he likely felt the same uncertainty
that affected other settlers entering a frighteningly wild and unpredictable new world.
But the colony's tremendous untapped potential, and a close network of friends and
family joining him on the voyage, perha;;s made the idea of settlement in a new
country appealing. No less than ten of Lewis Burwell I's relations joined in the
endeavor, including his mother, Dorothy Bedell Burwell Wingate, his stepfather,
Treasurer of Virginia Roger Wingate, and his step-uncle-in-law, Edward Kingswell,
along with an extended family of cousins, nieces, and nephews, suggesting a

commitment to settle rather than a short term stay.*’

4¢ Lyon G. Tyler, “Inscriptions on Old Tombs in Gloucester Co., Virginia” The William and Mary
Quarterly, 2 (1894), 4: 220; Burwell Historical Association of America, Proceedings of the Burwell
Family Picnic: Held at Burwell's Farm, Milford, Connecticut, August 18, 1870 (Cleveland, 1870).

%7 After Lewis Burwell I's father, Edward Burwell 11, died in 1626, his widow Dorothy Bedell Burwell
remarried Edward's first cousin, Roger Wingate, Treasurer of Virginia (1639-41) later that year. The
marriage brought into one family Edward and Dorothy's two daughters and one son, and Roger's two
daughters from his first marriage, and one daughter between Roger and Dorothy. Roger's brother-in-
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Burwell Family Tree.
The Fairfield Foundation, White Marsh, Virginia.

Between his first year in the col(;ny and his eventual patent of the Fairfield
tract in 1648, Lewis Burwell I acquired significant acreage tilrough inheritance. His
status increased alongside his landholdings, achieving the title "Major" in thc? county
militia before his death in 1653.%® Taking advantage of his connections with family
and friends in England and Virginia, he assembled headrights to expand his
landholdings, living in Accomack County on the colony’s Eastern Shore in the 1630s

and in the portion of York County south of the York River in the 1640s, just across the

law from his first marriage, Edward Kingswell, and his family also joined the venture, along with forty
other persons. See Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 1; William Lawson Grant, James Munro, and
Almeric William Fitz Roy, eds., Acts of the Privy Council, Colonial Series, 1613-1680 (Hereford,
1908): 253-254; no author, “Virginia Gleanings in England” in Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 23 (1915): 156-157, 262-265; Frederic A. Blaydes, ed., The Visitations of Bedfordshire 19
(Bedfordshire, 1884): 151; Lothrop Withington, comp., “Virginia Gleanings in England” in Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography 15 (1908): 297-298.

* Tyler, “Inscriptions on Old Tombs,” 220.
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river froxﬁ his future home.*® His connections with early investors in the Virginia
Company, such as Edward Burwell, and contemporaries among the colony's
leadership, including his step-father, Roger Wingate, though, could not protect him
from the same unpredictable economy and eQeryday maladies affecting others in
Virginia.>® His marriage to Lucy Higginson, daughter of another prominent family in
the colony, provided him with the opportunity to have children and establish his own
legacy. A likely dower, now lost, brought with it éddit'ionai property or money and
the marriage helped establish familial connections that provided valuable intangible
assets that resﬁlted in greater social and financial security, at the very least sustaining,

and likely improving, his status. By the mid-seventeenth century, many English

49 Lewis Burwell I likely emigrated to Virginia in 1633 aboard the Mayflower which was destined for
North Carolina, but the connecting ship contracted to transport them south never arrived and the list of
passengers was submitted for headrights that would later secure a portion of Lewis Burwell I's
landholdings in Virginia. See Robert A. Parker, The Burwells of Kingsmill and Stoneland: An Account
of an American Family, 1633-1900 (Charlottesville, 1997): 3,4. John Blair is less certain that Lewis
Burwell | accompanied his family to Virginia for those six months, prior to their return to England. The
circumstantial evidence is fairly convincing, though. Regardless, there is consensus that Lewis Burwell
I is established in the colony by 1640 at the latest. See Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 1; William
Lawson Grant, James Munro, and Almeric William Fitz Roy, eds., Acts of the Privy Council, Colonial
Series, 1613-1680 (Hereford, 1908): 211; no author, “Historical Notes and Queries” in The Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography 2 (1895): 99. , .

%% Edward Burwell was listed in “The Second Charter to the Treasurer and Company, for Virginia,”
dated 23 May 1609. See William Walter Hening, ed., The Statutes at Large: Being a Collection of All
the Laws of Virginia, from the First Session of the Legislature in the Year 1619. Volume |
(Charlottesville, 1969): 84; see also Burwell Historical Association of America, Proceedings of the
Burwell Family Picnic. Robert A. Parker believes it may have been a different Edward Burwell 11
(although perhaps still related), of Houghton Park, Harlington, Bedfordshire, England mentioned in the
second charter of 1609. Parker, The Burwells of Kingsmill and Stoneland, 3, Alexander Brown, Genesis
of the United States, Volume I (New York, 1890): 220. Also, Gabriell and John Bedell, Lewis Burwell
I’s uncles, are both listed as members of the Virginia Company and came to Jamestown with the second
supply in 1608. They are listed on the second charter in 1609. See no author, “Virginia Gleanings in
England” in Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 23 (1915): 265; Brown, Genesis of the
United States, 218. Gabriell is listed as one of the “adventurers to Virginia” in 1618/19 and both
brothers are listed in 1620 in <A Declaration of the State of the Colony and Afaires in Virginia” as well
as the Quo Warranto proceedings of 1623-24. See Susan M. Kingsbury, ed., The Records of the
Virginia Company of London, Volume 1 (Washington, D.C., 1906): 80; 318-319; Susan M. Kingsbury,
ed., The Records of the Virginia Company of London, Volume 1V (Washington, D.C., 1935): 364. For
reference to Wingate's position as Treasurer, see William Lawson Grant, James Munro, and Almeric
William Fitz Roy, eds., Acts of the Privy Council, Colonial Series, 1613-1680 (Hereford, 1908): 253-
254.
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immigrants no longer thought of living and working in Virginia as a temporary
endeavor. Lewis Burwell I apparently shared that sentiment from the first moment he
stepped ashore.

Lewis Burwell I's acquisition of the Fairfield tract éstablished the family's
permanent seat in the colony. His earlier propertieé served as stepping stones, assets
he later sold to support his larger agricultural ambitions. It is possible to imagine
Lewis Burweil I, as he walked the boundaries of his newly patented property in 1648,
trudging through the "Oake Swémp," marking the hickory, sweet gum, and cedar trees
at distinct corners of his land, and naming "Bacon Point" at the southwestern tip of the
tract. Ultimately, he chose a location rellatively close to this point for his first home on
the property, situated atop a steep rise looking out over the v;/ide and flat Carter
Creek.”!

Few documents survive from the plantation’s earliest years. The
archaeological evidence is equally sparse. Lewis Burwell I's decision to establish his
family seat north of the York River in an area only partly settled in the 1640s marks a
calculated risk to settle a large acreagé (2,350 acres) previously uncultivated by
European tobacco farmers but reasonably isolated from potential conflict with
Virginia Indians. Despite the retreat of English settlers by treaty from the lands north
of the York River in 1646, the area of greatest conflict with Virginia Indians proved to

be much further west, north, and south, although land continued to be purchased from

5! Nell Marion Nugent, comp., Cavaliers arid Pioneers, Abstracts of Virginia Land Patents and Grants:
1623-1800, Volume I (Richmond, 1934): 184; Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 5. The naming of Bacon
Point is curious as it suggests a potential relationship with Nathaniel Bacon, the elder, far earlier than
the marriage between Lewis Burwell 11 and Bacon's niece, Abigail Smith, in the late 1670s.
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Virginia Indians as late as 1655.% | An added incentive to Burwell's settlement in this
area may have been the possibility that this portion of York County would soon split
into a new county (Gloucester County). A new county-would require leaders to fill the
positions of Burgess, justice of the peace, and sheriff, among others.>® Another factor
that influenced his choice to settle in this location included efficient access to
developing trade networks connected by the creeks running directly into the lower
York River, a short distance from the Chésapeake Bay and still within a day's sail to
the colony's capital at Jamestown.

Archaeological evidence, albeit frustratingly scant, marks the location of a
relatively small group of mid-to-late seventeenth-century buildings to the sogth and
east of the later manor house. It remains unexcavated. The refuse recovered from a
tree hole, specifically hearth cleanings from a nearby residence, included a mix of
higher status items, inclu'ding a seventeenth-century butterfly hinge and a 1581
English silver six pence, and more common objécts, including wrought iron nail
fragments, wine bottle glass, and a handful of imported and locally-made tobacco pipe
fragment's.5 4 Excavations on the site during the 1960s uncovered a brick-lined, tiled

floor cellar abandoned and filled with trash during the early eighteenth century, but,

52 Warren M. Billings, The Old Dominion in the Seventeenth Century: A Documentary History of
Virginia, 1606-1700 (Chapel Hill, 2007); 406; Alden T. Vaughan, ed., Early American Indian
Documents: Treaties and Laws, 1607-1789, Vol. 2, Virginia Treaties, 1607-1722 (Frederick, Maryland,
1983); Deed of Gift for Chiskoyake Indian Land to Edward Wyatt, October 29, 1655, Huntington
Library, San Marino, California, photostat reproduced in Polly Cary Mason, ed., Records of Colonial
Gloucester County Virginia: A Collection of Abstracts from Original Documents Concerning the Lands
and People of Colonial Gloucester County, Volume 11 (Berryville; 1946): ii.

%3 Burwell's 2350-acre patent was previously claimed by Francis Carter (900 acres) and Symon Bosman
(1050 acres) but escheated to the crown. Nell Marion Nugent, comp., Cavaliers and Pioneers, Abstracts
of Virginia Land Patents and Grants: 1623-1800, Volume I (Richmond, 1934): 184.

5% Fairfield Plantation, Site 44G1.0024, Feature 13, north half, Layer A. For a complete inventory of
artifacts recovered from this feature, see Fairfield Foundation, Artifact Inventory (2013).
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A tree hole filled in the seventéenth century (Feature 13) (left) and seventeenth-
century imported and locally-made tobacco pipe fragments (right).
The Fairfield Foundation, White Marsh, Virginia.

despite extensive excavations, the location of this builciing, likely the earliest
plantation manor house at Fairfield, remains unknown.>

Using the plantations of Lewis Burwell I's contemporaries as approximate
equivalents for his own, including the plantations of Richard Kemp at Rich Neck and
Colonel Thomas Pettus at Littletown, it is possible to roughly recreate an image of
Lewis Burwell II's birthplace. In the mi.d-seventeenth century, the Burwell estate
likely consisted of a main house, perhaps nearby quarters fox; laborers, likely
indentured servants an(i perhaps a few enslaved Africans, a small group of support
buildings for storing corn and drying tobacco, and maybe a distant quarter or two with
a tenant renting outlying acreage. While Lewis Burwell I rightly placed his time and
effort on his tobacco crops, his house and its surroundings contributed to his sense of

identity and that of his family. His house, ﬁeldsv, quarters, and ancillary buildings,

reflected his priorities, the limitations of his world, and his aspirations. The brick

%% John Blair, personal communication, 2001. Fairfield Plantation, 44GL0024, 036-0061, Virginia
Department of Historic Resources, Archaeological and Architectural Inventory Files (Richmond, 2013).
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Colonel Thomas Pettus plantation site, c. 1641-50, James City County, Virginia.
Carson and Lounsbury, The Chesapeake House, 102.

lined and tiled cellar, while potentially invisible to any passerby, marked a significant
investment of time and money while exhibiting access to difficult-to-find craftsmen
who could make and lay brick. A brick cellar was likely one of a series of
improvements, including gréater sduare footage and a greater number of independent
spaces, that separated this house and family from lower class households. This first,
admittedly conservative image of the plantation landscabe, as affluent as the Burwells

appeared to be, would pale in comparison to what would follow.*®

¢ McFaden et al., Interim Report: The Archaeology of Rich Neck Plantation; Fraser D. Neiman,
"Domestic Architecture at the Clifts Plantation: The Social Context of Early Virginia Building” in
Northern Neck Historical Magazine 28 (1978): 3096-3128; Kelso, Kingsmill Plantation.
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The only surviving personal document written in Lewis Burwell I's hand is a
letter dated October 12th, 1652 to "Mr. Walter Brodhurst of Nominye Plantation," in
which Burwell appreciates Brodhurst's continued friendship and assistance "w’ch I
hope shall not dye unrequited if I survive this my long sickness w’ch hath bene of a
yeare’s continuance.” That sickness éonsumed him the féllowing year. The letter
reveals personally difficult times, his request for assistance bordering on desperation.
He wrote, "The porke & Corne cannot come in a more welcome time, some troubles |
have undergohe in [***] of time but God hath delivered me out of them;" He was
conﬁdent of his recovery, though, promising to "be ready to assist you in anything that
lies in my power. By the next I shall inlarge w’ch [at] this time I cannot being ill &
unsettled in minde.">’ While he did not succeed in fulfilling these goals, his son would
more than exceed his father's expectations. Although no other documents survive to
attest to Lewis Burwell I's aspirations, it is hard to imagine him feeling any
disappointment with what the nexf generation would accomplish. They woufd rise
beyond all reasonable expectations and enlarge the} already substantial foundation on

which the family would build for the next century.

Lewis I's death at 33 years old was unfortunate, but not entirely unexpected.’®

The average European male in the colony at mid-century lived into his thirties,

%7 no author, “Historical and Genealogical Notes and Queries,” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography 9 (1902), 3: 331; Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 7; no author, “Two Seventeenth Century
letters” in Virginia Magazine of History and Biography 9 (1902): 331-333.

%% Tyler, “Inscriptions on Old Tombs,”220; Burwell Historical Association of America, Proceedings of
the Burwell Family Picnic; see also Jennie Stokes Howe, “Gloucester Beginnings with the Burwells” in
The Family Tree Searcher, 5 (2001), 1: 44; Sally Nelson Robins, “The Story of the Removal of the
Burwell Tombs — Carter’s Creek — The Burwells and the Burwell Tombs” in Richmond Times-
Dispatch, 23 October — 12 November 1911.

47 o



whether he came from an above average economic and sociél condition or not.> Left
with an infant son, Lucy Higginson pursued short-term security and long-term
prospects for her family through é second marriage. It is to Lucy’s great crec.iit,
though, that young Lewis Burweli I not only survived, but prospered. Through her
selective marriages to two of Virginia’s most prominent gentlemen she ensured that
her son would learn how to act within Virginia’s burgeoning merchant-planter elite
from two highly qualified practitioners. Her social acumen in the male-dominated
world of early Virginia led to marriages with influential and well-established men
capable of maintaining the family amoné the colony’s uppermost class.
Unfortunately, there are no documents in her hand that survive, nothing that reveals
her thoughts or aspirations, her tombstone perhaps a noteworthy exception (discussed
below). Much of what we know of her life is stitched together from court documents,
leaving scholars to use these referenées and research into her contemporaries to
interpret the life of Lucy Higginson Burwell Bernard Ludwell.

The process of uhder’standi»ng who Lucy was must start with understanding her
upbringing. The only daughter of Joanna (née Tbrkesy) and Captain Robert
Higginson, her father received numerous accolades for his leadership in militia
conflicts With Virginia Indians and for his command of the militia at Middle Plantation
(later Williamsburg) in 1644-45. Her father came from a family of longstanding
stature, the son of Thomas Higginson, Liveryman of the Worshipful Company of
Painter-Stainers, of Berkswell, Warwickshiré. When and why Lucy's family

emigrated to Virginia is not known, but their success and her father's notoriety as "one

% Darrett B. Rutman and Anita H. Rutman, 4 Place in Time. Explicatus (New York, 1984): chap. 4;
Allan Kulikoff, Tobacco and Siaves: The Development of Southern Cultures in the Chesapeake, 1680-
1800 (Chapel Hill, 1986): 62.
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of the first Comand’rs that subdued the country of Virginia from the power of the
heathen" placed her among the better known families of the time.*® The family's
accomplishments likely established high expectations for Lucy and her children,
which included at least tl'lree. daughters and three sons by three husbands over her long
life.”’

Marriage provided the greatest source of stability and security for mid-
seventeeﬁth-century families, especially for those with social and political aspirations.
In her role as widow, Lucy exerted control over her family's Gloucester County
plantation and considerable land investments elsewhere in the colony, elevating her
status as a highly desirable match for any eligible suitor. She chose the widower
William Bernard and they married bf:fore November 24"', 1654, less than five days
after Lewis Burwell I's death.®? It is highly likely that Bérnard was a close friend of
the family or business associate an_d that Lewis Bufwefl I's éickness, referred to in his
writing, debilitated him to the extent that the relationship was foreseen by all parties
before his pas4sing. Lucy understood the sacrifices necessary to survive, maintain a
family, and prosper in the seventeenth-century colony.

William Bernard, from what can be wrenched out of the scant documents of
the time, appeared to suited her well. A colonel in the local militia and a landholder of

significant means, he served as a tobacco inspector in Isle of Wight County, joined the

% Tyler, “Inscriptions on Old Tombs,” 220; see also, Howe, “Gloucester Beginnings with the
Burwells,” 44; Robins, “The Story of the Removal of the Burwell Tombs.”

%' Lucy's children included Lewis Burwell II (son of Lewis Burwell 1), Elizabeth, Lucy and George
Bernard (all with William Bernard), and Philip Ludwell I1 (son of Philip Ludwell I). She also helped
raise Philip's daughter, Jane, from an earlier marriage, perhaps to Jane Cottington.

82 The marriage is documented in the sale of land inherited by Lucy from her father in Middle
Plantation to George Reade by November 24th, 1653; no author, “Notes from the Records of York
County” in The William and Mary Quarterly, 24 (1915), 1: 40; J.H.P., “The Gorsuch and Lovelace
Families” in The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, 25 (1917), 1: 88.
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Council of State by 1641 and continued his service at the highest level of colonial
office through at least 1660 and possibly longer. He also helped lead the colony in its
attemipts to diversify its exports, pfomoting the effort to make silk cultufe successful in
Virginia. Reformed Virginia Silk Worm, published in 1652, includes a reference to
him, and 'in a rare surviving letter of the period, John Ferrar Jr., wrote of him to his
sister, Virginia Ferrar: "Yea, worthy Bernard that stout Colonel informs the lady the
work most facile And of rich silken stuffs made shortly ther¢ He hopes that he and
others shall soon wear."®?

Five years old at the time of his mother's second marriage, Lewis Burwell II
likely received a son's education at Bernard's hand or at the very least served as an
apprentice of sorts, assisting his stepfather in the ﬁanaéement of the Fairfield estate.
Bernard's accomplishments rank him among the- more successful Virginia gentry. He
accumulated land for speculative purposes as well as cultivating tobacco in both Isle
of Wight and Lancaster Countiés. His entrepreneurial mentality, seen in his
investments in silk manufacturing, separéte him somewhat from his peers, though.
His position on the Council of State elevated Lucy and Lewis Burwell II’s status
through association to a level significantly higher than that c;f her first husband.
Although Lewis Burwe.ll I’s land remained for the future benefit of his son, neighbors

acknowledged the union of Lucy and William as bringing the earlier patented lands

under Bernard's purview, likely to his own economic benefit.** William brought one

5 William Walter Hening, ed., The Statutes at Large: Being a Collection of All the Laws of Virginia,

from the First Session of the Legislature in the Year 1619, Volume 1 (Charlottesville, 1969): 432, 499,
508, 526; Edward D. Neill, Virginia Carolorum: The Colony Under the Rule of Charles the First and
Second, A.D. 1625-A.D. 1685, Based Upon Manuscripts and Documents of the Period (Albany, 1886):
184-86, 242, 261-63.

* no author, “Notes from the Records of York County” in The William and Mary Quarterly, 24 (1915),
1: 40.
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child, Lucy (1647), with him from a previous marriage énd brought two more into this
world wifh Lucy, specifically daughter Elizabeth (1654) and son George (1658).

The family apparently split time between Fairfield and Bernard's Isle of Wight
County lands. For the length of their marriage, the Bernard family name became
associated with theb Burwell landholdings and both Lucy and Elizabeth married into
prominent Gloucester families (Gwynne and Todd, respectively), while the birth of
Elizabeth and George is noted in the records of Isle of Wight County. William
Bernard's connections with his neighbors and other landowners south of the James
River, including many politically prominent merchant-planters, provided Lewis
Burwell 11 wifh a substantial group of acquaintances in his adult life, building business
and personal connections across the southern and northern extremes of the colony over
the next fifty years.®®

Unfortunately, the marriage lasted only twelve years. William Bernard's death
in 1665 once again left Lucy a widow.®® Her household included no less than three
children, including Lewis Burwell II, Lucy (step-daughter), and Elizabeth, George
having likely died soon after birthb or potentially as late as 1676.5" Lucy t'ook.
considerably longer to marry her third husband. After two-and-a-half years, the 42-

year-old twice widow married Phillip Ludwell in 1667.%% A recent emigrant (1660)

65 Sam Sloan, Sam Sloan’s Big Combined Family Trees. [http://www .anusha.com/pafg540.htm#14555,
http://www.anusha.com/pafg541.htm#14561, and http://www.anusha.com/pafg138.htm#14548,
accessed 9 October 2013]. Lucy's birth is assigned to 1647, which, if accurate, suggests she was the
child of William and his first wife, possibly also named Lucy.

¢ william Bernard died March 31, 1665. John T Kneebone, et al., eds., Dictionary of Virginia
Biography: Volume 1 (Richmond, 1998): 459-460; see also, Douglas Richardson, Kimball G.
Everingham, and David Faris, eds., Plantagenet Ancestry: A Study in Colonial and Medieval Families
(Baltimore, 2004): 103.

%7 The inscription slab of a child (died 1676) was found complete at Fairfield in 1911, possibly marking
the burial of George Bernard. See Robins, “The Story of the Removal of the Burwell Tombs."

8 yCDOW Book 4: 159; J.H.P., “The Gorsuch and Lovelace. Families,” 88.
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from Bruton, Somersetshire, Philip resided with his brother, Secretary of the Colony
Thomas Ludwell, at his home plantation, Rich Neck, in Middle Plantation. Not far
from their home lived their cousin, Govemorn William Berkeley, who resided at
Greenspring Plantation, not far frOm{ Jamestown Island. Like Bernard, Ludwell
represented an ascendant step on the colony's social and bolitical ladder for Lucy,
although the union Beneﬁtted him as much as her. .Unl-ike Bemard, Lucy was fourteen
years his senior. His already substantial network of political and social ponnections
increased expénentially, allowing him access to new land and trade connections. The
marriage enhanced his political and social positions in the colony, connecting him
with the widow of a council member (Bernard) and an established Virginia family. In
return, Lucy maintained the stability and security necessary to raise her family,
providing young Lewis and his half-siblings with avstep-fath'er of significant economic
means, fully entrenched in the colony’s highest political and social circles. The
marriage produced one child, Philip Ludwell II, but involved raising Jane, Pl;ilip's
daughter from an earlier marriage, and the family resided at Fairfield.®’

The 25-year-old Philip Ludwell emigrated along with numerous other wealthy
immigrants from England in the 1650s and 1660s, coinciding with the rule of Oliver
Cromwell. He and his cohort challenged and eventually dominated the Virginia
gentry, developing a self-conscious ruling class that accumulated massive amounts of
land, secured and made exclusive the col;>ny's highest political positions, and

demonstrated their right to rule through their personal presentation, the grounds of

% no author, “Bacon’s Rebellion — Philip Ludwell’s Account” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 1 (1893), 2: 178; Ethel Armes, Stratford Hall: The Great House of the Lees (Richmond,
1936): 15; Archibald Bolling Shepperson, John Paradise and Lucy Ludwell of London and
Williamsburg (Richmond, 1942): 453.
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their homes, and their behavior.”® Establishing a legacy ranked high on their list of
priorities, positioning their sons to succeed them and establishing nearly hereditary
right to the Council of State. Ludweil achieved this through his appointment to the
Council of State in 1674/5. Serving as Deputy Sec‘reta'ry by 1676/7, he attained the
full post of Secretary after his brother's death in »1680.7’

Despife only a seven-year-age difference between eighteen-year-old Burwell
and his new stepfather, the two apparently maintained a close friendship with Ludwell
acting as both mentor and confidant throughout Lewis Burwell II's life. Burwell's
youth, knowledge and experience combined with Ludwell's political savvy and
connections resulted in their joint ascendancy of colonial Virginia's political hierarchy.
The Fairfield estate temporarily came under Philip Ludwell's domain and, as it had
with Bernard, became known by the_community under his name.’? But that a.ssociation
did not hinder Lewis Burwell II's pursuits or future. prospects.

The close relationship between Lewis Burwell iI and his second step-father,
with its political and social advantages, likely diffused what could easily have become
a contentious period in the plantation's history. Having already reached majority,
Lewis Burwell II stood in line to run his father's estate by the late 1660s, but it is
likely that Philip Ludwell and Lucy held .onto this job. The loss of Gloucester
County's court records to fires in 1820 énd 1865, as well as the Abingdon Parish
Vestry Book, prevents scholars from knowing when Lewis Burwell 1I first entered

politics, likely at the lowest levels of parish governance, serving as vestryman. His

" Bernard Bailyn, ed., The Debate on the Constitution (New York, 1993),

"' Jon Kukla, Speakers and Clerks of the Virginia House of Burgesses, 1643-1776 (Richmond, 1981):
89, 91. ' - '

2 A 1671 document makes reference to Capt. Ludwell’s overseer in Gloucester; see Billings, The Old
Dominion in the Seventeenth Century, 203.
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name appears for the first time as an» adult (age 18) when a neighbor refers to his
ownership of Fairfield in 1666/7 and Burwell serves as a witness to a deed in
Rappahannock County ai age 21 ih 1670.7° But records of his actions are rare until two
years later. In 1672, the family celebrated two new additions: Lucy gavé birth to
Philip Ludwell II and Lewis Burwell II married Abigail VSmith.” Abigail, the daughter
of Antho;ly Smith and Martha Bacon, was sole heir to one of Virginia's wealthiest
men, her uncle, Nathaniel Bacon, the elder.”

The substantial household included as many as sever individuals including two
married couples. Whether by necessity, by pr'eference, or simply by circumstance, the
family remained a cohesive group, Lewis Burwell Il and Abigail adding their first
child, daughter Joanna, in 1674/75. The two families lived side-by-side on the
plantation for several years, but this changed, sadly, when Lucy Higginson Burwell
Bernard Ludwell died in 1675. Her tombstone read "In perpetual memory of ye
virtuous Lucy- Burwell the loveing and beloved Wife of Major Lewis Burwell...who

not being more worthy in her birth than vertuous in her life exchanged this world for a

> On March 18, 1666/7 "Mr. Burwells land" is referenced in Lawrence Smith’s patent of 807 acres.
Previously, the abbreviation "dec'd" was included in boundary references, referring to his father, or the
boundary was listed as adjoining Bernard or Ludwell's property. See Mason, Records of Colonial
Gloucester County 68-69. OnJune 9, 1670, Lewis Burwell is listed as a witness to a deed from John
Prosser to Henry Thackrey. See Rappahannock County, Deed Book IV (1668-1672): 519.

7 On February 4, 1672, Philip Ludwell Jr. (d. 11JAN1726/7) was born in Abingdon Parish. See no
author, “Bacon’s Rebellion — Philip Ludwell’s Account” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 1 (1893), 2: 178. Also, about 1672 (the actual date is uncertain) Lewis Burwell Il married
Abigail Smith. See Frederick Adams Virkus and Albert Nelson Marquis, The Abridged Compendium of
American Genealogy: First Families of America: A Genealogical Encyclopedia of the United States,
Volume 7 (Chicago, 1942): 391; no author, The Southern and Western Literary Messenger and Review,
Vol. XIII (Richmond, 1846): 464-465; L.Y. Lipscomb III, "“Lewis Burwell III of "Kingsmill," York
County, Virginia” in The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography 55 (1947), 2: 650; Will on
Nathaniel Bacon the Elder in Mason, Records of Colonial Gloucester County, 113.

7> Nathaniel Bacon, the elder, resided at Kings Creek Plantation on the south side of the York River in
York County. He should not be confused with his cousin of the same name, often referred to as
Nathaniel Bacon, the rebel, who led a revolt against Virginia Indians and the government of the colony
in 1676; Stephen Saunders Webb, 1676, The End of American Independence (Syracuse, 1995).
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Better...""”® The absence of reference to her second and third husbands, Beyond their
inclusion in her name, despite their elevated status and éccomplishments, is
unexpected and remains unexplained.

Lucy's death removed the most stable presence in Lewis Burwell 1I’s life. The
few records left to profile her life can be seen to portray a strong and protective
mother and an adept guide through the harro#ving World of early Virginia. Balancing
the care of at least five children by three husbands, primarily at Fairfield plantation
and with little evidence of support from her own family, her relatively long life of
nearly a half century (she lived between 47 and 51 ‘year-s) is.truly admirable. Her
efforts, as much as Lewis I and any of her subsequent husbands, establis_hed Lewis II

in the most advantageous position possible at a time of great change in the colony.

Lucy's death marked a significant transition for Lewis Burwell II. Twenty-
seven years old and the head of his own household for the first time, he gained sole
possession of the plantation and his inheritance. Philip Lud\.vell I returned to his
brother's house, Rich Neck, with his son and daughter, Philip I and Jane.”” Elizabeth
Bernard, Lewis Burwell II's half sister, may have stayed with her half brbther at

Fairfield until she married Thomas Todd in 1681 .7§ Lewis Burwell II and Abigail

7® Previous to this marriage was the birth in 1665 of one daughter to Philip, Jane Cottington, who later
married Col. Daniel Parke, Jr. See Ethel Armes, Stratford Hall: The Great House of the Lees
(Richmond, 1936): 15; Archibald Bolling Shepperson, John Paradise and Lucy Ludwell of London and
Williamsburg (Richmond, 1942): 453, Note that George, Lucy and William Bernard's son, likely died
young but may have still been alive. Also, Lucy Bernard, William Bernard's daughter from a previous
marriage, had married and moved to her husband, Edmund Gwynne's, home. Quote: see Howe,
“Gloucester Beginnings with the Burwells,” 44. .

7 Armes, Stratford Hall, 15.

8 About 1681, Major Thomas Todd H married Elizabeth Bernard. Their first son, William, was born in
August 1681. See Sam Sloan, Sam Sloan's Big Combined Family Trees.
{http://www.anusha.com/pafg541.htm#1456 | accessed 9 October 2013].
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welcomed a second daughter, Elizabeth, in 1677, and added substantially to their
family in the years that followed.”” A stfong network of familial ties and the prominent
economic and social position Lucy helped him obtain made her death easier to endure,
but the responsibility for continuing the family's ascendency landed squarely on his
shoulders. His decisions over the subsequent twenty-five years ultimately determined
the family's place in the history of the colony. He wou_ld not be alone, though.
Despite his step-father, half-brothér and half-sister moving away, he maintained close
relationships with his extended family throughoilt his life. As an example, Philip
Ludwell II, the youngest of Lucy’s children and barely three years old when he moved
from Fairfield to Rich Neck with his father, remained a loyal friend and confidant to
his older half-brother, Lewis Burwell II,. for the remainder of their lives.®°

The period that followed Lucy’s death included new opportunities and
challenges. Lewis rBurwell II's first quarter-century began during a period of relative
economic predictability and social calm within the young colony. From the time his
father died through his mother's passing, he witnessed the transformation of his
homeland from a society once characterized as an uncoordinated group of
disconnected tobacco pléntations where each man dreamt of being called “Lord”
(albeit over a “vast, tho” unimprov’d Territory™), to one befitting the name “Country
of Virginia” where the wealthy, exclusive, and established societal elite maintained
order in éolitics and trade despite a slowly declining market for tobacco.®' But this

transformation did not escape scandal and conflict. At the end of the century's third

7 In June, 1677, Elizabeth Burwell was baptized. See Robert W. Robins, The Register of Abingdon
Parish, Gloucester County, Virginia, 1677-1780 (Arlington, 1981).

80 Philip Ludwell 11 followed in the footsteps of his uncle, Thomas, and father. He was chosen Speaker
of the House of Burgesses at age 23, the youngest person ever to hold this office.

8! Rhys Isaac, The Transformation of Virginia, 1740-1790 (Chapel Hill, 1982): 14-15.
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quarter the colony underwent what some consider Virginia's first revolution: Bacon's
Rebellion. |

The conflict took its name'fr(_)m Nathaniel Bacon (the younger), a recent
immigrant whose apparently unchecked ambition and rapid ascent among the ranks of
the elite came at a time (and a cost) that few could havé predicted. A seemingly
insatiable desire for land by Virginia's elite and a continually expanding population of
immigrants aﬁd recently free men pushed the colony's frontier much further to the
west, beyond the fall line, into the colony's Piedmont. While the gentry sought control
over virgin land for speculative sale or rent, or for increasing numbers of satellite
plantations, a new generation of one-time indentured servants, now freedmen, patented
or purchased land as a means of escaping the tired soils and 6verpriced lands in the
eastern part of the colohy. Expanding western settlement brought increased
interaction with native groups, resulting in positive and negative outcomes. The
westward expansion increased trade along routes monopolized by the elite through
trading posts and selective treaties. Maintaining those exclusive trading relationships
came into conflict with already tense relations between new immigrants-and older
settlers who encroached on Indian territory, turning forest to field and altering it
legally (in English minds) and physically through the hoe and the axe.

These factors highlight an incregsing disparity between rich and poor colonists
in Virginia. What had once been held up as a land of opportunity for settlers of all
social standing had now evolved into a more traditional, stratified structure with
increasingly restrictive access to positions of leadership. The steady decline of profits

from tobacco cultivation, partly due to decreasing soil productivity from overfarming
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in the eastern counties, as well as depressed prices resulting from a market flooded
with tobacco, led to further stress between the haves and the have nots. Bacon (the
younger) took advantage of a series of violent altercations and murders along the
frontier, seized on the political and social unrest existing just beneath the relatively the
colony's apparently calm surface, leading a rebellious group of mostly poor indentured
servants, middling farmers, and some members of the merchant-planter elite against
the western Virginia Indian population and later, after they reacted negatively to his
actions and attempted to bribe and then reprimand him, against the colony's

leadership. Nathaniel Bacon (the younger) led his army across the colony, burning
Jamestown, sacking the governor's plantation and those of his supporters, and entered
into Gloucester County. His choice of Gloucester reflected its status as Virginia's
most populous county, especially for middling planters and tenant farmers.®? But their
support never materializéd aﬁd Baéon died on Thomas Pate's plantation in the northern
part of the county, a site which would later serve, temporarily (and ironiéally), as the
governor's residence.® |

D.espite Bacon's failure and death, his short-lived conflict changed the course

of Virginia's history, having burnt the capital to the ground and drawn the attention of

the English monarchy and the recall of Governor Berkeley to England. The bloody,

82 There were 1,687 tithables in Gloucester County, including Kingston Parish (now Mathews County),
in 1674, making it the most populous county in the colony in terms of tithables. Only New Kent
(1,299) and Rappahannock (later divided into Richmond and Essex Counties) had more than 1,000
tithables. Gloucester County held similar advantages in 1682 and 1699, rising to 2,005 and 2,514,
respectively. A total population count in 1699 counted 5,730 people in Gloucester County, remaining
the most populous in the colony. King & Queen County, the next highest county, had 4,306 - a
difference of over 1,424 people. Morgan, American Slavery, American Freedom, 412-413.

¥ Warren M. Billings, ed., The Papers of Francis Howard, Baron Howard of Effingham, 1643-1695
(Richmond, 1989): 51-51, 78; no author, “A True Narrative of the Rise, Progresse, and Cessation of the
Late Rebellion in Virginia, Most Humbly and Impartially Reported by his Majestyes Commissioners
Appointed to Enquire into the Affaires of the Said Colony,” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 4 (1896), 2: 153.
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fiery, and costly conflict ended in 1676 with Bacon's supporters returning to their
farms, a few having met their ends by the hangman's noose. England attempted to
tighten its control over affairs in Virginia, installing a series of governors they thought
might pay greater attention to one of its most productive colonies, although their
influence ranged between disinterested al.ld complete ineffective.** The conflict also
coincided with a dramatic increase in the importation of ensl.aved Africans into the
colony over the two decades that followed, although the trend had started in the
preceding years.® The passage of new laws by the elite merchant-planters, regulating
the lives of enslaved Africans, followed in quick succession over the same period. In
the end, the conflict may have provided the colony's leadership, consisting of a select
group of intermarried, elite rﬁerchant-planters, with the opportunity to pass legislation
that would further incentivize investment in ensiaved laborers and move the colony
towards a greater reliance on what they thought was a Iﬂore controllable, more
proﬁtablé, and somewhat more predictable labor system.

The quarter century that followed Bacon's Rebellion witnessed the colony's

accelerated creation of a large underclass of enslaved human property. The existence

% Thomas Culpeper, 2nd Baron Culpeper of Thoresway, did not arrive in the colony to replace
Berkeley until 1679, two years after he was appointed to lead the colony. His primary concern during
his tenure as governor appear to be returning to England with as much of the colony's money as soon as
possible. Francis Howard, 5th Baron Howard of Effingham, took a more active role, arriving in
Virginia less than a year after his appointment in 1683. He assumed a very active role in managing the
colony's affairs, although his attempts to raise fees and place himself as the beneficiary alienated many
of the Virginia elite, particularly Lewis Burwell II's step-father, Philip Ludwell [. Howard had Ludwell
removed from the Council, but after garnering support in England, Ludwell forced a reversal of
Howard's decision, ultimately leading to Howard's governing from afar and leaving Lewis Burwell II's
uncle-in-law, Nathaniel Bacon, the Elder, responsible for the governor's in-colony responsibilities, until
Francis Nicholson's arrival. While serving initially as Lieutenant Governor, Nicholson's involvement
would be a significant influence on Lewis Burwell II and the colony's elite.

% The presence of not insignificant numbers of enslaved Africans, and in some cases entire plantations
populated by them rather than a mix with white indentured servants, decades before the rebellion
decreases the level of influence Bacon's Rebellion had on slave and race relations in the colony. John C.
Coombs, Building "The Machine": The Development of Slavery and Slave Society in Early Colonial
Virginia, Ph.D. diss., The College of William and Mary, 2003: 98, 145.
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of such a class elevated the lowest classes of propertied and non-propertied white
males, using race and "otherness” to divide the majority of laborers in the colony and
alleviating some of the tension they felt towards the elite by pitting them against one
another. Settlement expanded westward in the aftermath of continued conflicts with
Virginia Indians, temporarily alleviating demand for new lar;ds while spreading thin
an increasingly decentralized lower class. Lewis Burwell I took ownership of his
estate and his future for the first time at this contentious moment and he took
advantage of every opportunity that it provided him as a member of the colony's
elite.™

Despite its status as one of the better documented periods in Virginia history,
there are few references to Lewis Burwell II in the many accounts of Bacon's
Rebellion. It appears that, rather than inyolve himself in the conflict, Burwell focused
on other matters, including the securing the economic stability of his family and
expanding his agricultural enterprise, slowly increasing his involvement in colony-
wide politics to mafch his expanding investments in land, labor, and positions of
influence. There is little evidence that Burwell made any substantial contribution to
Bacon's Rebellion, neither filing a ciaim for lost or damaged property nor receiving
recognition in any of the altercations, battles, or subsequent suits. Lewis Burwell II's
decisions, particularly hig non-invélvement, may have allowed him and his family to

escape the violent social unrest that dominated his home county, including the

8 Michael Leroy Oberg, ed., Samuel Wiseman's Book of Record: The Official Account of Bacon'’s
Rebellion in Virginia, 1676-1677 (Lanham, MD, 2005): Webb, 71676, The End of American
Independence; Thomas Jefferson Wertenbaker, Torchbearer of the Revolution: The Story of Bacon'’s
Rebellion and its Leader (Princeton, 1940); Wilcomb E. Washburn, The Governor and the Rebel: A
History of Bacon's Rebellion in Virginia (Chapel Hill, 1957); Brent Tarter, "Bacon's Rebellion, the
Grievances of the People, and the Political Culture of Seventeenth-Century Virginia” in The Virginia
Magazine of History & Biography 119 (2011), 1: 1-41. '
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aftershocks of the 1680s tobacco cutting riots. This is not to say that he did not learn
from the events transpiring around him.” And perhaps his involvement simply went
unnoticed in the surviving documents. But by the end of the century he emerged as
one of the most influential and largest landholders in the colony. His step-father,
Philip Ludwell I, chose a differenﬁ path.

Philip Ludwell I's prominent role opposing Nathaniél Bacon and his rebellion
included ardent support for LLudwell's cousin, Govemo; Berkeley, including leading
the colony's militia in battle. At Berkeley's side during the governor's retreat to the
Eastern Shore after Bacon's burning of Jamestown, Ludwell suffered the wrath of the
rebel's army, losing substantial personal property to Bacon's mob. And while
ultimately victorious, having survived thé conflict and recovered some of what he lost,
perhaps his greatest benefit was his marﬁage to Lady Berkeley in 1680. The widow
Berkeley, having lost her husband during his return to England, married the 38-year-
old Philip Ludwell I who had inhgrited his late brother's home plantation, Ri@h Neck,
and other assets. They took control over late governor's estate as well, making the
husband-and-wife team perhaps the wealthiest and - most powerful couple in the
colony. His power quickly éxpanded beyond Virginia, securing the governorship of
the Carolinas and he eventually returned to Engiand in 1694, living there until his

death in 1714 at 72 years of age.®’

%7 no author, “Bacon’s Rebellion — Philip Ludwell’s Account” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 1 (1893), 2: 178; John Harold Sprinkle, Loyalists and Baconians: The Participants in
Bacon's Rebellion in Virginia, 1676-1677, Ph.D. diss., The College of William and Mary, 1992. See
also John A. Garraty and Mark C. Carnes, American National Biography (New York, 1999); Dumas
Malone, Dictionary of American Biography, 11 (London, 1933); John Raimo, Biographical Directory
of American Colonial and Revolutionary Governors, 1607-1789 (Westport, 1980). ‘
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Lewis Burwell Il benefited from his association with Philip Ludwell 1
throughout his life. Their contrastiﬂg involvements in Bacon's Rebellion appears 1o be
a microcosm of the two men'’s personalities, although they both achieved great success
in the years that followed. Contemporaries more than step-father & son, their
correspondenoe revealed a strong teacher/mentor relatio_nship.88 Conterﬁporaries
characterized the ambitious Philip Ludwell I as having a "rash and fiery temper,”
while Lewis Burwell II's actions reflected a decidedly understated character, his
accomplishments at his estate speaking louder than any speech or political theatrics.
Burwell's leadership, quiet and without great fanfare, came from his persistent focus
on agriculture and the dramatic development of his plantation. He represented the
ideal of the merchant-planter elite‘atAa time of recovery, leading this class of .families
into a period of expanding territories, rapid economic prospority for the elite, and
radically shifting demographics across the colony.® .

Lewis Burwell II shared many aspects of his character with those of his peers
at the end of the century. The elite merchant-planters owned tremendous amounts of
land and possessed a variety of fine goods in sufficient numbers as to visually separate
themselves from most of society. They oontrolled the political and legal world
through their involvement with parish, oounty, and colony-wide leadership including
control of the local vestries, the General Assembly, and the Governor’s Council.

Their role as merchant-planters reflected the importance of business and familial

% Extant letters from Burwell to Ludwell include those in the years 1702 and 1703, reprinted in Cecil
Headlam, Calendar of State Papers, America and West Indies, Vol. 22: .1704-1705 (London, 1916): 110
and no author, Correspondence Received by the Commissioners for Trade and Plantations from the
Govervor of Virginia..., CO 5/1314, 1704-1705.

% Philip Ludwell was excluded from the council in 1679; Sainsbury, W. Noel, John W. Fortescue, Cecil
Headiam, and K.G. Davies, ed.s. Calendar of State Papers: Colonial Series, Volume 10 (London,
1896): 188.
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connections in England that facilitated the transport of goods back and forth across the
Atlantic Ocean. They aléo sﬁared a keen interest in specific recreational activities. In
the mid-eighteenth century these included horse racing, cock fighting, and playing
cards, many with precedents during Burwell's lifetime tflat connected these individuals
socially énd facilitated personal interactions beyond business. Looking at the
activities of William Byrd II in the early eighteenth century as one example, the group
participated in billiards, pleasure boating, and fine dinner events with music and
games. There is specific evidence of Burweli's kndwledge and likely participation in
these tasks, William Byrd II's diary including references to numerous encounters with
the extended Burwell family.*® Increasingly exclusive to their class, these activities
required a signiﬁcaﬁt surplus of funds and time, wére often ﬁnproﬁtable, and did not
exist within the realm of life’s necessities. These aspects, though, creat¢d the
exclusivity thét built bonds of shared experience between the merchant-planter elite.
As with any group, the individuals who constituted the merchant-planter elite
shared certain traits and differed in others. Some came from established Virginia
families that arrived in the colony duﬁng the first half of the seventeenth century,
including Lewis Burwell II who traced his grandparent's invblvement in the colony to
its initial decades and his father's arrival to 1633.°' Others counted themselves among

a later generation, born in the colony, whose parents arrived in the 1650s and 1660s

% Byrd's references to his many visits and shared experiences with Lewis Burwell I1, and his sons
Nathaniel and James "Jimmy" Burwell and their families, from 1709 through 1712 can be found in
Louis Wright and Marion Tinling, eds., The Secret Diary of William Byrd of Westover, 1709-1712
(Richmond, 1941). ’ ,

°! James Horn, Adapting to a New World: English Society in the Seventeenth-Century Chesapeake
(Chapel Hill, 1996); Parker, The Burwells of Kingsmill and Stoneland, 3. See also, Blair, The Rise of the
Burwells, 4, n. 18; William Lawson Grant, James Munro, and Almeric William Fitz Roy, eds., Acts of
the Privy Council, Colonial Series, 1613-1680 (Hereford, 1908): 211; no author, “Historical Notes and
Queries,” in The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography 2 (1895): 99.
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when England endured the interregnum and the feign of Oliver Cromwell. This group
included Lewis Burwell II's step-brother, Philip Ludweli I1, their father/step-father
arriving iﬁ the colony about 1660. Many of the merchant-planter elite possessed
wealth, familial ties, and business connections that positioned them directly among the
upper echelon of society from the very moment they set foot in Virginia.92

The groups experienced the landscapé with different personal histories. For
instance, those whose families endured the first two or three generations of settlement
possessed a greater cumulative knowledge of the Chesapéake region's physical setting.
They witnessed the agric‘ultu,ral potential of its dark, rich, sahdy soils and understood
the peculiarities of planting tobacco and how this process, over years of cultivation,
significantly feduced the fertility of the soil. The latter group, in contrast, possessed a
stronger and more contemporary connection with England for the same reasons.
Rather than drawing on memories of their grandparents or stories in books, they knew
of their ancestral homeland through the experiences of their parents, or experienced it
themselves as young children. And it was an Englgmd of the later seventeenth century,
different from the England of Charles I and Charles II. A third group, consisting of
recent adult immigrants, had ﬁrst-‘ha.nd knowledge of life in England and the.most
current understanding of everyday life in Europe, but no direct experience of life in
Virginia.

All three groups drew on the experiences of their Virginia peers, most notably

those living nearby or along the same major river or peninsula. While the colony's

seventeenth-century narrative often focuses on the coastal plain geographic province,

%2 Edmund Jennings Lee, Lee of Virginia, 1642-1892; Biographical and Genealogical Sketches of the
Descendants of Colonel Richard Lee (Baltimore, 1974): 128.
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, Predominant tobaéco growing regions in 1724,
Hardin, "“The same sort of seed in differgnt Earths,” 141.
translating roughly to the area of twenty-first century Virginia east of U.S. Interstate
95, there are significant sub-regions that,'during this period, developed different cash
crops in response to different elements in their physical setting, specifically their soils.
The regions roughly follow the colony's three peninsulas, its "Southside,” and the

Eastern Shore. The Northern Neck's soil was best suited for Oronoco tobacco, while
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the Middle Peninsula's and Lower Peninsula's soil better suited the newer, sweet-
scented tobacco which became popular in foreign markets after the 1640s. The
Southside's soils failed to produce comparable tobacco yields of either type on the
northern three peninsulas and planters shifted their efforts to producing provisions and
naval stores for the West Indies, New England, and after 1670, the Carolinas. The
Eastern Shore most closely matched the soils of ‘the Northern Neck and planters
followed suit for much of the seventeenth century, shiftiing to corn and wheat early in
the eightéenth century, especially in the upper region, and to provisioning and naval
stores for foreign markets even earlier, specifically in the lower region.93 An effective
planter of any status level understood the suitability of certain crops in certain sub-
regions of the Cheéapeake and this translated into a shared sense of knowledge
between the residents of these areas.

Experience with the physical‘ environment of Virginia, whether derived from
the stories of ancestérs, the recent successes and failurés of heighbors, or one's own
history, clearly influenced future actions and attitudes. The literate few could add to
their inﬂuencés pamphlets and books that introduced ideas about agricuiture,
architectlire, religion, literature, and appropriate elite behavior of both past and recent
vintage. The point of discussing these influences, and specifically the origins of ideas
among the colony's elite, is to better understand inspiration, creativity, and the drive to
experiment with how a merchant-planter andvtheir family should live The questions
of "how" and "why did the elite introduce new ways of acting within and seeing the

landscape” cannot be answered by finding a print in an architectural treatise or

* Lorena S. Walsh, Motives of Honor, Pleasure, & Profit: Plantation Management in the Colonial
Chesapeake, 1607-1763 (Chapel Hill, 2010): 147-150, 189, 298.
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matching a woodcut or a philosopher's poem with the reconstructed image of" a
plantation. Rather, the scholar's goal should be to understand the process by which the
merchant-planter elite, as well as enslaved Africans, m.iddling planters, and others,
developed their view of the world around them and attempted to change it to suit their
needs.

One example to consider is the elite merchant-planter's visit to the plantation of
a peer. It is not unreasonable to surmise ihe basics events of a visit, including the
initial arrival on the property, walking tl‘le grounds, enjoying a meal, a conversation,
and perhaps staying the night. The diaries of William Byrd II provide a convenient
perspective on this practice. Over a series of days and nights in early November 1709,
Byrd spent time with the Burwell family. His visit began on the 4th when he "dined
with Lewis Burwell 11 at King’s Creek [Plantation} and they talked and sat until about
ten in the evening,"” the pfopérty serving as Burwell's primary residence for several
years at that point. “About three in the aftemooﬁ" the following day, Byrd "went
across the river to visit Burwells" at Fairfield Plantation; now the primary residence of
Lewis Bﬁrwell II's son, Nathaniel, and his wife Elizabeth Carter Burwell. Byrd wrote
"Arriving about two hours later," they had supper together and in the evening they
"talked over a couple of bottles of French claret" and Byrd and his wife remained the
evening. The visit continued on the 6th when. the two couples went to Abingdon Parish
to hear a sermon from Parson Smith, meeting the Berkeleys who later joined them that

day at Fairfield and, over a late meal and much drink Byrd told an "abundance of lies

by way of diversion." The visit continued for two more days, including a boat trip to
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Gloucester Town at Gloucester Point, an altercation wi‘th privateers, and a roast beef
dinner.

The landscape appears to sit quietly in the background. This is partly a result
of it being commonplace, but also a reflection of its acceptance within the world of the
elite writing in their diaries. The 1andsc5pe is an active player, though, framing each
encounter, whether on land or on water,‘ in the day light or under the moonlight (or
beside the candle light), within sight of the enslaved or in the house of God. Consider
the histories of these properties. Many of the elite merchant-planters of late
seventeenth-century Virginia grew up on, or had substantial experience with, the
plantations they now considered home. The cultivation of tobacco or another cash
crop could have started e‘ven‘ earlier, perhaps under a previous owner, before
construction of the manor house. This administfative center of the plantation likely
consisted of a small group of frame buildings surroundihg the manor house, the most
impressi\'/e of the lot, perhaps raised overtop brick-walled cellars, flanked by brick end
chimneys. The complex was intersected by roads and abutted by agricultural fields.

This landscape looked very different from its initial settlement. The timbering
f trees for fuel and fo clear space for planting‘ tobacco resulted in the removal of many
visual barriers, leaving neighboring farmsteads like islands of buildings among a sea
of tobacco plants, with ravines cuttiﬁg into the ground, leading to creeks and rivers
that bounded each landform. Accounts from the ei'ghte‘enth'century of travelers
watching ships in the Mobjack Bay to the east from the vantage point of Seawell's
Ordinary, just. a short distance east of Fairfield plantation, highlights the extensive

deforestation of at least this part of Abingdon Parish in Gloucester County. A
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reconstruction of the land patents surrounding Fairfield plantation in the seventeenth
century provides some insight iﬁto the frequency and placement of these "islands"
although it is only a partial picture as the'presence or absence of satellite quarters or
tenant farms within the plantation’s bouﬁdaries remain unrepresented.’*

Through the landscapes they created, people demons'trated their knowledge
and ability, communicated their likes and dislikes, and stated what they founfi
acceptable, for both the colony and the world beyond. The act of creating designed
landscapes out of the "natural” environment, or from the agricultural fields of a
previous owner, strength'ened class cohesion through emulation, imitation, and
innovation, all byproducts of these experiences.g5 These actions helped produce an
increasingly well connected and generally homogenous inerchant-planter elite who
actively and visibly separated themselves from the rest of society through new
expressions of architecture, landscape, and material culture. In addition, their personal
preferences, individual experiences, and innovative adaptations to the non-English
world of the Chesabeake Bay established a distinctly regional group identity that set
precedent for the families of Virginia’s ruling class through the eighteenth century.
Lewis Burwell Il facilitated these dévelopments. Asa le‘ader within his class, and on

the backs of the enslaved Africans he owned, he actively pursued and promoted this

ideal his designed landscape. And while the documents that record his inner thoughts

* References to the "church quarter” and "old quarter" near the orchard suggest the presence of these
domestic areas, but their exact locations remain unknown and await eventual identification through
archaeological survey. William P. Palmer, Sherwin McRae, Raleigh E. Colston, and Henry W.
Floumnoy, eds., Calendar of Virginia State Papers and Other Manuscripts... Preserved... at Richmond,
1652-1869, Volume I (Richmond, 1875-93): 299-300; Nugent, Cavaliers and Pioneers, 215.

% The term "natural” in this case is not intended to infer that the landscape was unaltered or unaffected
by humans past or present, but rather seen as such by the dominant English cuitures, and perhaps by the
foreign African cultures, that interacted with it most during the period of study.

69



on these issues do not survive, the physiéal evidence of his landscape stands as witness
to his actions and their effects on the coiony.

Neither Lewis Burwell II's politically astute step-fatﬂers' nor his own family's
expanding fortune could guarante¢ his position among the colonial elite, although they
did not hurt his efforts. Elevating and maintaining his status required more than
money and familial resources. He needed specific physical manifestations of wealth,
symbols accepted and appreciated by his peers. According to historian T.H. Breen,
“in public these men determined social standing‘not by a man’s religiosity or
philosophic knowledge but by his visible estate — his lands, slaves, buildings, even by
the quality of his garments.” Of these, numbers mattered most, but quality played an
important role when peers visited, experiencing the landscape and remembering it,
perhaps sharing it with others through their own eyes.’

Despite reaéhing majority (21 years old) and marrying Abigail Smith earlier
that decade, Lewis Burwell II did not assume full control of his father's plantation
until after his mother's death in 1676 and Philip Ludwell'I's'departure to Rich Neck
plantation after his marriage to the governor's widow, Frances Berkeley. In complete
control of the estate for tile first tirﬁe in his life, Lewis Burwell II embraced the lessons
learned while assisting Ludwell with the day-to-day affairs of Fairfield plantation.
This prepared him for the efficient management and expansion of his holdings
throughout the colony and for the tasks required of a member of government, both

locally and colony-wide.”’

% T.H. Breen, Puritans and Adventurers: Change and Persistence in Early America (New York, 1980):
153.

°7 Not only did he learn from Philip Ludwell, but his step-uncle, Thomas Ludwell, Philip's older brother
and Secretary of the Colony, resided at Rich Neck plantation in James City County near the future site
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Lewis Burwell II understood that to achieve and maiﬁtain his position as a
member of Virginia’s gentry it was imperative that he surround himself with the
symbols of status that would legitimize his position. Marriage into other pror;linent
families made this easier, both in the wealth the couple would share and the role she
and he played in representing their family in colonial society. An ideal wife would
bring with her significant resources, such as a dower of land, the fittings of a genteel
household, and significant contacts through her extended family in the colony and in
England.” Abigail Smith likely brought all of this to her marriage. Born in Colchester,
Essex, she was the daughter of Anthony Smith, tanner, of Colchester, Essex and his
wife Martha, daughter of Rev. James Bacon, Rector of Burgate, Suffolk. She was also
second cousin to Nathaniel Bacon, the rebel, and great, great, grand-daughter of James
Bacon, Alderman of London, who was a brother of Sir Nicholas Bacon, Lord Keeper
of the Great Seal, and uncle of F rancis Bacon, Viscount St.-Albans, Lord High
Chancellor of England.’® With the compliment of her pedigiee, she and her husband
ascended to the highest fanks of Virginia’'s elite. Without her, and without the
inheritance from her uncle, Nathaniel Bacon the’ Elder, the couples' future would have
been far less certain. |

A‘s executor of Nathaniel Bacon the Elder's estate, Lewis Burwell II suddenly
controlled numerous established plantations and the enslaved Africans working on
each. The survival of York County's court records, including inventories, wills,

probates, and legal cases, permits our knowing the names, values, and sometimes ages

of Williamsburg. The plantation contained one of Virginia’s most complex and well designed manor
homes, surrounded by a brick kitchen and multiple dependencies and quarters and will be discussed in
more detail later in the dissertation. Philip later resided at Rich Neck and likely expanded the complex
with his second wife, Lady Berkeley.

8 Bernard Burke, 4 Genealoglcal and Heraldic History of the Colomal Gentry (Baltimore, 1970).
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and occupations of many of the eﬁslaved Africans on Bacon's plantations in t‘he
county. This helped confirm Bacon's wealth, status, and attitude towards plantation
management, but it also recorded Lewis Burwell II's involvement in Bacon's accounts,
his experience in settling the estate, and his following in his uncle-in-law's footsteps.
While this sudden and significant expansion of Burwell's enslaved labor force greatly
affected his agricultural and economic capabilities, land ownership remained a more
prominent symbol of status in seventeent.h-century Virginia. In this instance,
inheriting Bacon's estate more than doubled his own landhol‘dings.gg Administration of
this complex series of properties and laborers brought with it many challenges, but
also many benefits, including plantations across four counties, specifically Isle of
Wight, Nansemond, New Kent, and his home county, York, which included parcels in
both Hampton and Bruton Parish, the latter being his home plantation on King's
Creek. Simply owning aﬁy afnount of land elevated status, but owning thousands of
acres elevated him to the highest levels of sociefy.

Land acquisition in the colony primarily occurred through one of three
methods:.headrights, purchase, or inheritance. In the seventeenth century, property
owners in Virginia's eastern counties frequently acquired land through the first option.
As part of a land patent, a "headright" of fifty acres resulted from the transport of each

person brought over from England, including the patentee. 1% Law required

improvement of the land within three years' time or it would revert to the crown.

® YCDOW 1691-1694, IX: 116-117. Historian John Blair's assessment of Bacon's estate as doubling
Lewis Burwell's wealth at the-same time testifies to the already substantial landholdings under Burwell's
control; Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 20.

1% David A. Brown, To the Place Where it Began: Seventeenth-Century Settlement Patterns in
Abingdon Parish, Gloucester County, Virginia: History, GIS, and Archaeology. M.A. thesis, University
of Massachusetts Boston, 2001: 16.
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Lewis Burwell I realized the importance of land ownership, patenting over 5,000 acres
within his lifetime."""

The wealthy controiled the division, surveying, and documentation (as well as
enforcement of violations) associated with all transactions, often taking advantage of
the process, investing in land for speculative reasons with no intent to develop it. At
the end of the seventeenth century they possessed the resources and labor, including
increasing numbers of enslaved Africans, to settle frontier counties and develop
portions of their land for satellite plantations while renting or selling the remaining
land to immigrants and newly freed indentured servants. A select few among the elite
acquired proprietorships consisting of tens of thousands of acres, most often given to
select individuals in Engianci and éeﬁled by family members or agents in Virginia.'"?
The result was the same, though, regardless of whether the owner lived on one side of
the Atlantic or the other. Land was a commodity, an assét that provided opportunities
for the wéalthy to accumulate greater riches for themselves and their families.

Compared to England land was relatively inexpensive. More important, it was
abundant and accessible. The gentry frequently acquired large tracts of five hundred
or more acres through patent, through marriage, or through inheritance. The largest
tracts appeared along the frontier,'bqt the purchase of smaller acreages, combined with
existing plantations or for further speculative reasons, continued into the eighteenth

century. In the case of Lewis Burwell II, he accumulated landholdings every way he

could. His inheritance of Nathaniel Bacon the Elder's property through his wife's

19 Mason, Records of Colonial Gloucester County, 15.

12 Nugent, Cavaliers and Pioneers. Volumes 4 and 5 of this series focus predominantly on Virginia’s
Northen Neck region, a proprietorship of Lord Fairfax who sold the land through various agents in
Virginia, including Robert “King” Carter.
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estate formed the largest single infusion of wealth, trumping even the substantial
inheritance from his father. By 1704 Lewis Burwell 1l owned 26,650 acres of land
across seven counties, including Fairfield plantation, expanded to 3,300 acres, in
Gloucester County.'®

Lewis BurWell 11 and his fellow merchant-planters worked with relatives and
overseers to maintain communication with and control over their extensive
landholdings and expanding labor fdrce. Responsible for the efficient planting,
maintenance, and harvesting of crops, overseers often came from the ranks of
experienced farmers or récently freed indentured servants. The earliest overseer of
record for the Burwell property in Gloucester was Mr. John Gregory, referred to in
1677 as "Capt. Ludwells overseer” in the settlement of accounts for estates in
Gloucester County with York County merchant Jonathan Newell.'® Their
responsibilities included preparation of a crop for planting, harvest, and sale, loading it
on ships for delivery to the tobacco inspection warehouse and, later, to England. They
also served as the property owner's proxy in relations with both indentured servants
and enslaved laborers, managing the_ operations of a specjﬁc quarter or plantétion, or
sometimes multiple plantations. As landholdings grew, sons and in-laws managed
related plantations, shared agents in England, and éomi)ined their crops to reduce
shipping costs by using fewer vessels.

Lewis Burwell II owned an interest in a handful of ships, including the

Gloucester and the Martha of Virginia, but also relied on others to transport his

193 Louis Des Cognets, Jr., comp., English Duplicates of Lost Virginia Records (Princeton, 1958): 147;
Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 32.

'%4 Jonathan Newell's Accounts, 1677, York County Order Book 6 (transcript), 145-147, reproduced in
Billings, The Old Dominion in the Seventeenth Century, 203.
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crops.'® Tenant farmers, middling plantérs, and others living nearby were equally
essential to the success of this trans-Atlantic shipping system. Assuming a similar role
as his contemporaries, Lewis Burwell II likely transported the harvest of his neighbors
while taking orders for goods to import from England. In their roles as merchants, the
gentry often extended lines of credit, formalizing an economic relationship that further
strengthened social connections among those living in close proximity. The
relationship legitimized the bositions of the elite as political and economic leaders in
the colony, Lewis Burwell II likely providing oﬁportunities for his neighbors, as his
peers did, often in exchange for his neighbors' support iﬁ county elections. This
relationsﬁip may have also led to the development of an informal market of local
manufactures, including soap, butter, cheese, and other cottage industry products,
complimenting those he may have manufactured on his own-plantation, although no
records of this survive.'%

Lewis Burwell II's primary market was England, though. He came from a
distinguished family tied to prominent merchants in Lon(.ion.'o7 Locally, Burwell

established connections with Jonathan Walke, a merchant involved in the North

American coastal trade that brought enslaved Africans from Africa through the

19 Des Cognets, Jr., English Duplicates of Lost Virginia Records, 292, 313.

1% There is evidence for a relatively strong investment in local markets during the mid-to-late
eighteenth century within the surviving account books for related Burwell family plantation on the
lower peninsula, specifically Carter's Grove. Whether the timeliness of this investment reflects the
conditions of the local economy at that time, or is reflective of a longstanding investment established
during the period of the current study, is unknown. Walsh, From Calabar to Carter's Grove, 126-127,
131.

197 Generally, see Martin H. Quitt, "The Immigrant Origins of the Virginia Gentry: A Study of Cultural
Transmission and Innovation" in The William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd. ser., 45 (1988). 632-33, 641.
See also, Coombs, Building "The Machine,” 193.
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Caribbean while shipping provisions and other raw materials to the islands.'%® Along
with his friends and fellow Walke clients, including Nathaniel Bacon the Elder,
William Byrd 11, and Benjamin Harfison, it is likely that Burwell participated to some
degree in the coastal trade. Burwell possessed the business acumen to participate in
the trade, as well as the lébofers and land necessary to produce goods for export other
than tobacco, including plantations on the south side that were better suited for
producing provisions and naval stores for plantations in ‘the Caribbean.'” For some
gentry, tﬁis type of trade established connections beyond England, providing access to
new markets and goods.

Communication between members of the elite and those beneath them resulted
in benefits for each participant regardless of fheir sfatus. But these benefits were not
equal and did not ensure empathy'bgtween participants. For the elite, it was greed and
aggressiveness more than gentility that drove their involvement in significant local,
regional, and intemational markets, and "these meﬁ and their contemporaries were
perhaps less concerned with improving their quality of life than consolidating their
hard-won ascéndancy by acquiring land, laborers, and offices."'"” The size and breadth
of Lewis Burwell II's total landholdings serve as one example of this pursuit of nearly
incomprehensible wealth. A middling planter's estate averaged between 100 and 200
acres at the end of the seventeenth centliry. The majority of these people and their

families spent most of their lives within a roughly three-to-five-mile radius from their

'8 William Byrd to Jonathan Walke, 29 May 1689, in Tinling, The Correspondence of the Three
William Byrds, Volume 1, 104; T.70/276 f. 57, VCRP microfilm, reel no. 802. See also, Coombs,
Building "The Machine,” 63.

' Coombs, Building "The Machine," 60-61. :

" Bernard Bailyn, "Politics and Social Structure,” in James M Smith, ed., Seventeenth-Century
America. Essays in Colonial History (Chapel Hill, 1959): 22-23.
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home.""! Lewis Burwell II's landholdings were over three times the size of their world
and spread from New Kent County in the west and Northumberland County in the
north to Isle of Wight Céunty in the south and Accomack County to the east.'"?

When communicating status to peers, it was not necessary for the elite
merchant-planters to exhibit the full extent of their landed estate for others to
appreciate its value. While only a single-piece of paper, a deed, in its form as the
written title to land, communicated ownership and as a piece of material culture,
created by people and understood by Burwell's peer group, neighboring middling
planters, and even illiterate tenants and day Iaboreré who aspired to land ownership,
symbolically represented the propérty, its current value, and its future potential. These
documents, and the plats that occasionally accompanied them, might be displayed in
the manor héuse for visitors to appreciate, promotiﬁg tﬁe wealth and status of the
property owner in lieu of a tour of the plantation. As part of the property owner's
library, these documents connected control over land with the pursuit of knowledge,
the understanding of history, and the appreciation of high culture. And while the full
extent of an individual's landholdings might rely on visitors understanding the
meaning of a few words and drawings o.n a series of pages, the experience of being

within the home plantation became the primary means by which friends, neighbors,

"1 Lois Green Carr, Russell R. Menard, and Lorena S. Walsh, Robert Cole's World: A griculture and
Society in Early Maryland (Chapel Hill, 1991): 137-142. The authors' data focuses on the study of one
specific area in Maryland, but through their research in other regions, believe that this is generally
suitable across the coastal plain of Virginia and Maryland during the mid-to-late seventeenth century.
"2 New Kent: Nugent, Cavaliers and Pioneers, Volume I, 7; Northumberland: Blair, The Rise of the
Burwells, 6; Nugent, Cavaliers and Pioneers, Volume 1, 199; Isle of Wight: YCDOW 1691-1694, 1X:
116-117; Accomack: Susie M. Ames, ed., County Court Records of Accomack-Northampton, Virginia,
1640-1645 (Richmond, 1973): 53-54; see also Des Cognets, Jr., English Duplicates of Lost Virginia
Records, 123-232. There are 43,560 square feet in an acre. Lewis Burwell 1l owned more than 10,000
acres, or 435,600,000 square feet of property. There are 78.5 square miles in a five mile radius (world
of a middling planter) and 27,878,400 square feet in a square mile, equaling 139,392,000 square feet in
five square miles. Using this reasoning, Lewis Burwell II owned enough land to encompass 3.125 of
these "worlds."
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laborers, and others might judge status. Lewis Burwell II embraced this notion and,
along with many of his peers, invested heavily in both his home plantation and its
manor house and immediate surroundings, part of a greéter message to any and all
who stepbed foot in his domain.

Lewis Burwell II's father's estate started Fairfield plantation with an initial
2,350-acre patent that later expanded to 3,200 acres in 1654 and eventually 3,400
acres by 1680.'" 'fhe largest property in AbiAngdonv Parish, it ranked second within
Gloucester County.''* The York River was not the primary access to the plaritation's
formal and administrative center, but rather the waterway known both as Roseweli
Creek and Carter Creek that extended perpendiculér from that major drainage. The
creek included a protected harbor (Carter Bay) and while Minnifee (and later Page)
family propeﬁy flanked the mouth, the waterway extended more than a mile inland
and provided sufficient water-based access to make transporting tobacco to larger
ships via shallow barges feasible.' '5 Both manor houses, including the one lived in by
Lucy and her husbands and the one constructed by Lewis Burwell I, stood at the turn
in the creek, providing a potential vista straight from Carter Bay to the plantation,
thirty feet above.

Equally important as the Water access and the view from the river wa.s the
plantation's landward approach. Lewis Burwell II's property extended far enough to

the east to border and partially absorb significant portions of "the Great Roade," the

"3 Mason, Records of Colonial Gloucester County, Volume 11, 15.

"% Captain Armistead owned the only larger estate at 3,675 acres in Kingston Parish (later Mathews
County). See York County Project Files "1704RR" and Des Cognets, Jr., English Duplicates of Lost
Virginia Records, 123-232.

s Rachel Most, ed., Discovering Rosewell: An Historical, Architectural and Archaeological Overview
(Gloucester, 1994).
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Virginia Indian path along the edge of a substantial prorﬁontory that early settlers
converted into the primary thoroughfare extending through Gloucester County.''® The
parish church bordered the eastern edge.of the property, the county courts a short
distance to the north, and the primary county port, tobacco inspection station and
warehouse a short distance to the south at Glbucestér Point. The largely flat, elevated
tract encompassed a sizeable portion of the Piney Swamp, but as a total percéntage of
the acreage it was relatively minor. |

The property's primary assets included its location Within the colony, its
accessibility to a variety of tranqurtation routes, and its prime agricultural land.
These characferistics may have trumped any desire for river-front access. Each re-
patent expanded the property north and east, further into the county's interior and away
from Lewis Burwell II's formal and administrative building complex. This reflected
his pursuit of underdeveloped agricultural land and an inclination towards control over
interior acreage and transportation networks. Neighboring élite, namely the Page
family, also influenced Burwell's expansion, though, as they acquired additional lands
to the west and retained the first nﬁle back from the York River as their own:

Lewis Burwell IT's expansion of the size and economic potential of his family
seat paralleled his efforts to legitimize and sustain his ;;olitical power in society.
Holding any of a myriad of political offices brought with it unique responsibilities
ranging from representing the county in the legislature, collecting import duties, or
maintaining roads and bridges. It also benefitted the officeholder through the

collection of lucrative fees and the opportunity to establish exclusive connections with

"¢ Brown, To the Place Where it Began; see also, C. Wiley Poag, Chesdpeake Invader: Discovering
America’s Giant Meteorite Crater (Princeton, 1999).
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merchants and other members of higher.social standing. Lower level offices, such as
surveyor of roads or sheriff, served as steps to more powerful political positions such
as justice of the peace, leader of the militia, or member of the House of Burgesses,
which required election rather than political appointment. Offices grew in power and
prestige, but also competition, from the parish to the county and finally to the colony-
wide level. Burwell likely followed this path of poiitiéal aséension, although most
documentation relates to his holding the highest position in the colony: a member of
the Council of State.

The speed of political ascension depended largely on the wealth of the family,
but could also depend on competition among qualified applicants and, as the
seventeenth century grew to a close, fewer openings due to longer life spans and less
frequent turnover. Some planters never ascended beyond mid-level positions, such as
county surveyors, sheriffs, comptrollers of the rivers, and other functionaries, but even
these offices could produce a steady'and lucrative collection of fees, sustaini;lg a
family and perhaps insuring higher office for the family's next generation. By the end
of the century, a reasonable expectation for many within the upper class of Virginia
planters would be to climb the political ladder slowly, a generation for each rung
(parish, county, burgess, council member). These rules did not appear to apply to
Lewis Burwell 11, his path nearly predestined, established by a family already well
along this journey from the colony's earli-est years.

The surviving documents relating to the early political positions held by Lewis
Burwell II are frustratingly scant. Rather than knowing for certain that he served as a

vestryman in Abingdon Parish, as a justice of the peace, or a sheriff in Gloucester
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County, any accounting of these office holde-rs remain missing. It is reasonable to
assume that he held some or even 'all_ of these positions, though, as he participated in
colony-wide politics at least as early as 1690. A Major in the county militia by 1680,
his next documented political role came in 1690 when Govémor Francis Nicholson
authorized the “building & endowing of a free school & colledge,” and appointed
Burwell, amoﬁg others, to “procure as many Subscriptions gratuities & benevolences
as you can within this Colony of Virginia towards the defraying the charge of the sd
buildings...”.!"” Soon thereafter, Burwell numbered among the various elite members
of colonial society to sign a document piedging money towards the building of the
college “for the good Example of others...”! 18

Lewis Burwell II's involvement in planning and supporting the college clearly
illustrates he valued education, wﬁether in Europe or the colony, and likely believed it
helped define him and his class. While originally e_sta?lishe_d to train young men as
Episcopal ministers, the College of William and Mary would be more successful
teaching reading, writing, romance languages, classical learning, and law to the sons
of Virginia’s gentry. Burwell's generation decided that these skills would define their
sons and the next generation of elite gentleman whether his peer group possessed any
of this knowledge or not. Some of his c.ontemporaries received an education in
England or possibly with a tutor in Virginia, but references of this in historic

documents are rare even for elite families and no evidence survives to connect Burwell

with either learning option. Burwell likely received his education at the hands of a

"7 Mason, Records of Colonial Gloucester County, Volume 11, 15. See also, Nugent, Cavaliers and

Pioneers, Volume 11, 215; Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 20; “Papers Relating to the Founding of the
College” in The William and Mary Quarterly 7 (1899), 3: 159-160.
"'® Blair, The Rise of the Burwells, 20; “Papers Relating to the Founding of the College,” 160-161.
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tutor and possibly directly from his step-fathers Bernard and Ludwell. The court case
in which he joined Lewis Griffin against Ralph Woméley for John Burnham's land
lists Burwell as the lawyer for the defense. Years of litigation related to this case
documents both his commitment to winning and his experience in legal matters,
highlighting his knowledge of English law.''® But whether self taught or privately
educated, he supported educational initiaﬁves throughout his life. 120

The most curious absence in Bur.'well's political record is the office most
frequently associated with the merchant-planter elite. No evidence exists for Burwell
as a Burgess, whether in Gloucester County or any other county. 12! While not
unprecedented, it was common to spend time representing one's county ih the House
of Burgesses prior to nomination to the Governor's. Council, a position he held twice in
his lifetime. The Council aséigned him other responsibilities, though. On April 16th,
1691 they appointed him one of the people respénsible for selling non-military goods,
confiscated from the ships Experiment and Wolfe, speciﬁcally "all that shall not be

thought Convenient to be Shipt for England, for good and acceptable bills of

"9 4 R. Mcllwaine, ed., Executive Journals of the Council of Colonial Virginia, Volume I, (11 June
1680 - 22 June 1699) (Richmond, 1925): 492. Appeals were carried beyond the county court to the
general court, but no ruling survived. It is presumed that Griffin and Burwell won the case; Blair, The
Rise of the Burwells, 15-19. See also no author, “The Randolph Manuscript: Griffin and Burwell vs.
Wormeley in the General Court of Virginia, 1681 (Part 1),” in The Virginia Magazine of History and
Biography, 18 (1910), 2: 129-139.

' Hunter Dickinson Farish, ed., Journals and Letters of Philip Vickers Fithian, 1773-1774: A
Plantation Tutor of the Old Dominion (Williamsburg, VA, 1957). Lewis Burwell Il continued to
support education throughout his life, leaving a bequest in his will and insisting that his sons attend
school, in particular his youngest son, Lewis Burwell II1. York County, Deeds and Bonds, Book 2: 370-
1. : . :

! During the most likely period of Burwell's involvement in poliiics (c. 1680-1710), the Burgess seats
are known to have been occupied by the following individuals representing Gloucester County: Col.
John Armistead (1680-1686), Col. Matthew Kemp (1680-1686), Major Henry Whiting (1682-1684),
John Buckner Sr. (1682-1693), Thomas Pate (1684), John Smith (1685-1692), Lawrence Smith (1688-
1734), John Baylor (1692), Capt. James Ransone (1692-1706), Mordecai Cooke (1696-1714), Thomas
Buckner (1698-1718), and Peter Beverley (1700-1714). Although there are gaps, it would be
remarkable for someone with the stature of Burwell to escape mention in all of the various political and
personal papers that survive. Mason, Records of Colonial Gloucester County, Volume 1, 120.
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