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ABSTRACT 

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries many Americansð

especially politicians, community leaders, and cultural elitesðpoured a great deal of 

time and money into commemorating the events that they believed were foundational 

to the creation of the United States. Major historic anniversaries provided an 

opportunity to celebrate American wealth and greatness, with the goal of 

strengthening the bonds of nationhood. This dissertation examines the contested 

process that led to the creation of memorial landscapes at the landing sites of the 

Jamestown, Plymouth, and New Sweden colonists for their tercentenaries in 1907, 

1920, and 1938, respectively. The commemorators transformed these landing sites, 

which had been neglected or developed rather than preserved, into sacred ground. 

They hoped that once reinventedðboth physically and in the popular imaginationð

these sites would become shrines for modern American pilgrims. They believed that 

by altering the landscape they could produce patriotism; the physical spaces would 

inspire visitors to emulate the colonists.  

The construction and propagation of national myths centered on these 

settlements reflected a preoccupation with place and an assumption that the northern 

Europeans who arrived in the seventeenth century established what it meant to be a 

true American. By rooting American identity in the colonists and celebrating a series 

of ñfirstò events, elites excluded other groups who threatened their cultural and 

political power. The commemorators bolstered their claims to authority by 

championing Anglo-Saxonism, Protestantism, and representative government as 
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foundational to the United States. Memorialization became a tool for strengthening 

national reunion following Reconstruction, for Americanizing immigrants and 

suppressing socialists following World War I, and for encouraging economic 

development during the Great Depression.  

However, achieving these goals proved difficult given the competition over the 

physical sites. This dissertation considers how individuals and competing interest 

groupsðwomenôs patriotic organizations, state and federal commemorative 

commissions, local landowners, businesspeople, preservationists, and architectsð

appropriated public space and secured the money to erect memorials at the landing 

sites. It also addresses those memorials that could have been erected but were not, due 

to poor planning, insufficient funds, and the inherent competition of memorialization. 
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INTRODUCTION  

English philosopher Francis Bacon (1561-1626) proclaimed that ñas in the arts 

and sciences the first invention is of more consequence than all the improvements 

afterwards, so in kingdoms the first foundation or plantation is of more noble dignity 

and merit than all that followeth.ò1 This sentiment motivated elite twentieth-century 

Americans to commemorate some of the earliest European settlements in what is now 

the United States. In their minds, the colonists of the seventeenth century deserved to 

be honored as the founders of the American nation; the three-hundredth anniversaries 

of their landings were opportunities for all citizens to remember what it meant to be an 

American. President Theodore Roosevelt enthusiastically supported the Jamestown 

tercentennial celebration held in Virginia in 1907, noting that the ñfirst permanent 

settlement of English-speaking people on American soilémarks the beginning of the 

history of the United States.ò2 Likewise, President Woodrow Wilson issued a 

proclamation naming December 21, 1920 as a national day of commemoration of the 

three-hundredth anniversary of the landing of the Pilgrims at Plymouth, 

Massachusetts. He asked all American citizens to celebrate the establishment of ñthe 

                                                 

 
1 Quoted in Lyon Gardiner Tyler, The Cradle of the Republic: Jamestown and James 

River (Richmond, VA: Whittet & Shepperson, 1900), 21. This quotation from Bacon 

was also used by the commemorators of the Hudson-Fulton Celebration in 1909. Tyler 

altered it slightly from its original context in ñCertain Considerations Touching the 

Plantation in Irelandò (1606). 

2 ñPresident Favors Tercentennial Writes a Letter Saying the Nation Should Celebrate 

the Founding of Jamestown,ò Baltimore American, March 11, 1904. 
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first self-determined government, based on the great principle of just law and its equal 

application to all.ò3 Not to be outdone, Federal U.S. District Judge John P. Nields 

called for a celebration of the founding of the New Sweden Colony in what is now 

Wilmington, Delaware, in 1938, proclaiming the city ña birthplace of the American 

nationò on equal footing with Jamestown and Plymouth.4  

The beginning of the history of the United States. The first self-determined 

government on the continent. A birthplace of the American nation. The rhetoric of 

these leaders elevated Jamestown, Plymouth, and Wilmington to the status of 

wellsprings of American democracy and culture. The fact that they happened to be 

settled in the early seventeenth century meant more to their twentieth-century 

champions than their political or economic significance. While booming industrial 

cities could boast of their present greatness, the earliest towns possessed something 

even more precious: the essence of what it meant to be a true American. Their colonial 

histories imbued the very soil with significance, which could be interpreted for visitors 

through carefully designed memorials. Claiming these colonies as birthplaces of the 

United States, commemorators repeatedly cast the settlers in their own image. They 

extolled the colonists for fearing God, obeying the rule of law, working diligently, and 

loving the homeðand urged twentieth-century Americans to emulate their example. 

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries many Americansð

especially politicians, community leaders, and cultural elitesðpoured a great deal of 

time and money into commemorating the events that they believed were foundational 

                                                 

 
3 ñTercentenary Day,ò Plymouth Products, August 1920. 

4 John P. Nields, Wilmingtonôs Ter-Centenary (Wilmington, DE: 1928), 3.  
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to the creation of the United States. Major historic anniversaries provided an 

opportunity to celebrate American wealth and greatness, with the goal of 

strengthening the bonds of nationhood. This dissertation examines the contested 

process that led to the creation of memorial landscapes at the landing sites of the 

Jamestown, Plymouth, and New Sweden colonists for their tercentenaries in 1907, 

1920, and 1938, respectively. The commemorators transformed these landing sites, 

which had been neglected or developed rather than preserved, into sacred ground. 

They hoped that once reinventedðboth physically and in the popular imaginationð

these sites would become shrines for modern American pilgrims. They believed that 

by altering the landscape they could produce patriotism; the physical spaces would 

inspire visitors to imitate the colonists.  

The construction and propagation of national myths centered on these 

settlements reflected a preoccupation with place and an assumption that the Europeans 

who arrived in the seventeenth century established what it meant to be a true 

American. By rooting American identity in the colonists and celebrating a series of 

ñfirstò events, elites excluded other groups who threatened their cultural and political 

power. The commemorators bolstered their claims to authority by championing 

Anglo-Saxonism, Protestantism, and representative government as foundational to the 

United States. Memorialization became a tool for strengthening national reunion 

following Reconstruction, for Americanizing immigrants and suppressing socialists 

following World War I, and for encouraging economic development during the Great 

Depression. 

The past few decades have seen an explosion of research on memory and 

identity. Memory, whether individual or collective, is constructed. Far from storing 
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experiences in the brain, to be retrieved at a later date, individuals update memories as 

they change the way they look at the world. Consequently, as historian David Thelen 

observes, ñThe struggle for possession and interpretation of memory is rooted in the 

conflict and interplay among social, political, and cultural interests and values in the 

present.ò5 Michael Kammen reiterates that ñsocieties in fact reconstruct their pasts 

rather than faithfully record them, and that they do so with the needs of contemporary 

culture clearly in mindðmanipulating the past in order to mold the present.ò6  

Similarly, national identities have not always existed but are historical 

constructions that emerge and evolve in present contexts.7 As the twentieth century 

advanced, Americans were continually challenged to re-imagine their nation, striving 

for a homogeneous character that would unify diverse peoples. In this context, 

commemoration can be seen as a form of ñinvented tradition,ò which Eric Hobsbawm 

defines as ña set of practices, normally governed by overtly or tacitly accepted rules 

and of a ritual or symbolic nature, which seek to inculcate certain values and norms of 

behavior by repetition, which automatically implies continuity with the past.ò8 

Invented traditions are deliberately constructed with the purpose of ñestablishing or 

                                                 

 
5 David Thelen, ñMemory and American History,ò The Journal of American History 

(March 1989), 1127. 

6 Michael Kammen, Mystic Chords of Memory (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1991), 3. 

7 Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of 

Nationalism (London: Verso, 1983).  

8 Eric Hobsbawm, ñIntroduction: Inventing Traditions,ò in Hobsbawm and Terence 

Ranger, eds., The Invention of Tradition (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 

1983), 1. 
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symbolizing social cohesion or the membership of groups, real or artificial 

communities.ò9  

Landscapes and other physical objects play a vital role in the construction of 

both memory and identity. According to French historian Pierre Nora, ñMemory takes 

root in the concrete, in spaces, gestures, images, and objects.ò10 These lieux de 

mémoire, or sites of memory, have to be created because there are no longer milieu de 

mémoire, or real environments of memory. These sites are places ñwhere memory 

crystallizes and secretes itselféwhere a sense of historical continuity persistsò even 

though the present is no longer tied to the past.11 David Glassberg suggests that ñWe 

attach histories to places, and the environmental value we attach to a place comes 

largely through the historical associations we have with it.ò12 He notes, ñthe making of 

an ordinary space into a special place is a profoundly social and political process as 

well as a psychological one.ò13 Place is not just ñthe backdrop for historical 

activities,ò for ñplacemakingò is ña historical activity in itself, an essential element of 

the interaction of humans and nature in a particular environment and time.ò14 David 

Lowenthal likewise observes that through preservation and memorialization, people 

                                                 

 
9 Hobsbawm, 9. 

10 Pierre Nora, ñBetween Memory and History: Les Lieux de Mémoire,ò 

Representations 26, Special Issue: Memory and Counter-Memory (Spring 1989), 9. 

11 Nora, 7. 

12 David Glassberg, Sense of History: The Place of the Past in American Life 

(Amherst, MA: University of Massachusetts Press, 2001), 8. 

13 Glassberg, 116. 

14 Glassberg, 126. 
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reshape the remains of the past in order to fulfill present needs.15 He establishes the 

premise that historic sites and monuments reveal more about the society that creates 

them than they actually preserve the reality of the past. Commemorators, in effect, 

change the past by destroying and rebuilding historical landscapes and erecting 

physical memorials that communicate a new vision of the past.  

The question of who decides what and how to memorialize is critical to 

understanding any memorial site. John Bodnar argues that the creation of public 

memory always involves a struggle between a vernacular culture (the ordinary people 

most closely connected to the event or place being commemorated) and the official 

guardians of the nation (the political, economic, and cultural leaders who want to 

maintain social unity).16 Public memory mediates between these competing views of 

reality and takes the form of an ideological system, with a special language and 

symbols, in order to help a society understand its past, present, and future.17 While 

Bodnar sees memorials as the product of discourse about the past, he acknowledges 

that ñpublic memory came to be what it was in the United States because some 

interests exerted more power than others in the discussion and actually distorted public 

communication to an inordinate extent.ò18 Kirk Savage explains, ñPublic monuments 

do not arise as if by natural law to celebrate the deserving; they are built by people 

                                                 

 
15 David Lowenthal, The Past is a Foreign Country (Cambridge: Cambridge 
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17 Bodnar, 14. 

18 Bodnar, 19. 
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with sufficient power to marshal (or impose) public consent for their erection.ò19 This 

dissertation considers how individuals and competing interest groupsðpatriotic 

womenôs organizations, state and federal commemorative commissions, local 

landowners, businesspeople, and architectsðappropriated public space and secured 

the money to erect memorials at the landing sites. It will also address those memorials 

that could have been erected but were not, due to poor planning, insufficient funds, 

and the inherent competition of memorialization. 

The three colonies whose tercentenaries I will explore represent different paths 

of European settlement in the New World. In 1606 James I granted a charter to the 

Virginia Company, a group of London investors, to settle the Chesapeake Bay area. 

On May 14, 1607, 104 men landed on an island in the James River and built a fort, 

which they named Jamestown in honor of the king. During the early years of the 

settlement, the colonists, under the leadership of John Smith, were unable to support 

themselves and relied on the assistance of the Algonquian people, led by Powhatan. 

Their relationship soured when the Virginians turned to plunder and, during the winter 

of 1609-1610, the majority of the colonists starved to death when Powhatan stopped 

supplying them with food. The Virginia Company sent reinforcements of men, 
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and the Study of Memory,ò Public Historian 18:2 (Spring 1996): 7-23; Michael 
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women, and livestock, and war with Powhatan continued until 1614. The colony relied 

on tobacco for income, but the cropôs exhaustion of the soil pushed the English to 

expand, leading to renewed conflict with the Algonquian. In 1624 the king converted 

Vi rginia into a royal colony. After the statehouse burned in 1698, the capital moved to 

Williamsburg. Jamestown declined and eventually disappeared under farmland. 

However, it remained a source of Southern pride; in addition to being the first 

permanent English settlement, Jamestown could be claimed as the site of the first 

representative assembly in America. In 1619 the Virginians created the House of 

Burgesses, which met in the church at Jamestown. The figure of Pocahontas, the 

daughter of Powhatan who converted to Christianity and married colonist John Rolfe, 

also captured the imaginations of Americans; some Virginians claimed descent from 

her son Thomas Rolfe.20 

The Plymouth colonists, now known as the Pilgrims, were a group of religious 

dissenters who sought to separate themselves from the corrupt English church, and left 

England in 1608 for Holland. In September 1620, backed by the Virginia Company 

and led by William Bradford, a group of 102 men, women, and children crossed the 

Atlantic on the Mayflower. They arrived at Plymouth on December 21. Weakened by 

sickness and malnutrition, nearly half died that first winter. However, their alliance 

with Massasoit, leader of the Wampanoag, ensured their survival. Although never a 

financial success, Plymouth did grow to be a self-sufficient community. Gradually, 

population growth led to the creation of separate communities. The Plymouth Colony 

was absorbed by Massachusetts in 1691, but it maintained its independence in national 
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memory. Many Americans believed that the greatest legacy of the Pilgrims was the 

Mayflower Compact. After arriving off the coast of Cape Cod, a dispute began over 

whose authority would govern the colony, since it was well north of the territory of the 

Virginia Company. In the Compact, signed onboard the Mayflower, the male colonists 

agreed to join together in ña civil body politic.ò According to antiquarian Arthur Lord, 

this document ñwas the first state paper in the New World to express and typify and 

symbolize the high conception, the inspiring idea, of civil liberty, of self-government, 

of a true democracy. The vision which they dimly saw is realized, the dream 

fulfilled.ò21  

Jamestown and Plymouth are the two colonies with the firmest grip on 

American cultural memory. Following the Revolutionary War, Americans needed to 

shape an identity separate from their British heritage. New Englanders latched onto the 

Pilgrims as the founders of American democracy while Virginians embraced the story 

of John Smith and Pocahontas, thus creating two regional origin myths and identities. 

In the antebellum period, the rival myths paralleled sectional conflict. Ultimately, the 

Union victory and establishment of Thanksgiving as a national holiday by President 

Lincoln in 1863 allowed the Pilgrims to occupy center stage.22 The organizers of the 

Jamestown Tercentenary sought to rectify this perspective, claiming Jamestown as the 

more important birthplace because of its earlier founding. 
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The history of the New Sweden Colony is not as well-known or as widely 

celebrated. In March 1638 two Swedish ships, the Kalmar Nyckel and Fogel Grip, 

sailed into a tributary of the Delaware River. The men on board named the river 

ñChristinaò after their queen. A mile or two above the riverôs mouth the expedition 

landed on a shelf of rocks, erected Fort Christina and, after buying the land from local 

Lenni Lenape, established the New Sweden Colony. Although Swedish control of the 

region ended with the Dutch conquest in 1655, the Swedes remained, integrating into 

the Dutch and, later, the English populations. Eventually the city of Wilmington, 

Delaware, laid out in 1731 just a mile west of the original landing place, grew to 

incorporate Fort Christina.  

Each of these colonies drew national attention during the tercentenary years. 

Leading national and international figures took part in the celebrations, and 

appropriations from federal and state governments transformed the landing sites. They 

therefore reveal more about the United States as a whole than other more localized 

celebrations would. Jamestown and Plymouth are undoubtedly the best known of the 

European colonies in North America, despite the existence of earlier ones. Twentieth-

century Americans showed little inclination to commemorate Spanish settlements, for 

example, because of their commitment to Anglo-Saxon identity and because of 

international politics. While Great Britain remained an ally of the United States in the 

period of the tercentenaries, Spain was the nationôs enemy following the Spanish-

American War in 1898. Jamestown and Plymouth continue to occupy our national 

consciousness and the debate over which one should be regarded as the ñtrueò 

birthplace of America continues to spark strong feelings. New Sweden provides a nice 

contrast. Despite the aspirations of the tercentenary organizers, it does not occupy a 
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place in our national narrative and has been virtually forgotten outside of the Delaware 

River Valley. However, it was one of the few non-English settlements to be widely 

celebrated in the early twentieth century. Although it ultimately failed to achieve its 

goal of permanently capturing the American imagination, the commemoration did 

offer a more inclusive vision of American origins. The national attention given to the 

1938 Delaware Tercentenary suggests that Americansô perception of what it meant to 

be an American might be shifting; although the Swedes were white and Protestant, 

like the colonists at Jamestown and Plymouth, they were at least not English.  

Time must pass before the status of national myth can be achieved. The 

centenaries of the landings fell in 1707, 1720, and 1738ðstill during the colonial 

periodðand any attention given to those anniversaries served to provide information, 

rather than to commemorate the beginning of a nation that did not yet exist. The 

bicentennials in the early nineteenth century allowed for links to be made with the 

American Revolution and triggered the promotion of the colonies through material 

culture and, at least in Plymouthôs case, some memorialization at the landing site 

itself. By the time of the tercentenaries, however, Americans were fully engaged in 

ongoing commemorations of the colonial period. The commemorative practices 

established after the Civil War trained a generation in how to understand the present 

by shaping the presentation of the past. The later nineteenth century brought a wave of 

filiopietism, triggered by the high level of immigration to the United States and the 

perceived threat to Anglo-Saxon American culture. The Colonial Revival, roughly 

beginning with the Centennial Exposition of 1876 in Philadelphia, brought the culture 

of the colonies to the attention of Americans, as the growth of consumer culture 



 12 

allowed for the commodification of heritage.23 Worldôs fairs and international 

exhibitions, including the Worldôs Columbian Exposition of 1893 in Chicago and the 

Louisiana Purchase Exposition of 1904 in St. Louis, celebrated the greatness of the 

industrial United States by tracing the centuries of progress that had passed since 

pivotal moments in the nationôs history.24 Social reformers promoted altering 

landscapes out of a belief in environmental determinism; they argued that physical 

surroundings shaped development. In the progressive era, memorialization was one 

component of a broader effort to reform government and business.25 Through the 

emerging preservation movement Americans sought to protect the remnants of the 

past. When preservation was not possible, plaques and monuments were erected to 

keep the record of the past before present generations.26 Flag rituals, patriotic songs, 
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and parades facilitated the establishment of a civil religion. Historic sites like Mount 

Vernon and Independence Hall in Philadelphia became shrines, the sites for 

pilgrimages, while heroes like George Washington deserved worship. The 

tercentenaries of Jamestown, Plymouth, and New Sweden thus fell during a golden 

age of commemoration of the American colonial past. The Americans who 

orchestrated the celebrations believed that ñhow and where we are born shapes who 

we become.ò27 This was as true for the nation as it was for individuals. Their 

preoccupation with origins stemmed from the turmoil of the late nineteenth and early 

twentieth centuries, when people of diverse backgrounds, from African Americans to 

Slavic immigrants, sought inclusion in the nation.28  

This dissertation investigates the motivations behind the Jamestown, 

Plymouth, and New Sweden tercentenaries, and how twentieth-century concerns 

shaped the creation of memorial landscapes at the seventeenth-century landing sites. 

The first two chapters examine the Jamestown site, the third and fourth chapters 

examine the Plymouth site, and the final chapter examines the New Sweden site.  

The commemoration of the 1607 landing at Jamestown followed two 

trajectories. Some Virginians attempted to use the commemoration as publicity for the 

stateôs military and commercial centers. Several Tidewater cities, led by Norfolk, 

formed an association to petition that the exposition be held in the Hampton Roads 

                                                 

 
27 Seth C. Bruggeman, ñLocating the Birthplace in American Public Memory, in Born 

in the U.S.A.: Birth, Commemoration, and American Public Memory, ed. Seth C. 

Bruggeman (Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2012), 6.  

28 For more on the crisis of modernity in America, see T.J. Jackson Lears, No Place of 

Grace: Antimodernism and the Transformation of American Culture, 1880-1920 

(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981). 



 14 

area, rather than in the capital city of Richmond. This group of boosters was 

successful in gaining government support and embarked on planning an international 

exposition that would be a profit-making enterprise, a chance for the region to 

demonstrate its economic potential.29 The Jamestown Exposition Company, 

established in 1902, purchased 340 acres of farmland and woods north of Norfolk. 

Once the land was cleared, drained, and landscaped, a series of buildings were 

constructed to house historical, commercial, scientific, and mechanical exhibits. There 

was also a large auditorium for special events and a street of fair amusements named 

ñThe Warpath.ò The highlight of the Exposition was the naval display, for which a 

boat basin and landing piers were built.30  

The Exposition opened on April 26, 1907, when President Theodore Roosevelt 

arrived on the presidential yacht (ironically named Mayflower) and addressed the 

crowd. At Rooseveltôs request, eight major powers, including Japan, sent a number of 

their ships to attend the festivities. On special days they sailed on parade past the 

exposition grounds. When it closed on November 30, it was estimated that a total of 

2,850,735 people attended. Throughout its existence, the Exposition was plagued by 

financial difficulties. When it opened, it had an unfinished appearance and many of the 

buildings were never completed. This ultimately resulted in the bankruptcy of the 

organizing company. Yet the Exposition was undeniably a grand celebration of 
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Americaôs military and industrial might, following victory in the Spanish-American 

War. Appropriately, the Naval Station Norfolk was built on the site of the exposition 

and many of the buildings were repurposed by the Navy.31  

This dissertation will not discuss the Exposition, but will instead focus on the 

preservation of the colonial remains and the memorialization of the anniversary on 

Jamestown Island itself. The Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities, 

founded in 1889, campaigned for a celebration of the settlement. The members of the 

APVA hoped that by preserving the remnants of the past, they could preserve the 

customs that had been challenged by the Civil War and Reconstruction. Led by 

women of Richmond high society, the APVA wanted to assert Virginiaôs prominence 

over New England. The APVA owned 22 ½ acres of land, including the seventeenth-
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century church tower, on Jamestown Island.32 Chapter 1 focuses on the domestication 

of the Jamestown site by the APVA. The tercentenary provided the commemorators 

with the opportunity to bring civilization back to the island, which was uninhabited, 

inaccessible, and rather desolate. Their goal, as historian James M. Lindgren argues, 

was to promote traditionalism: an adherence to the English roots of Virginia, elite rule, 

antebellum racial and social hierarchies, statesô rights, and Protestant ethics.33 In 

preserving Jamestown, the members of the APVA essentially promoted a Southern 

origin of the United States, resisting the federal governmentôs attempts to control the 

site, while benefiting from national attention and funds.  

Chapter 2 adds to our understanding of the gender politics of commemoration 

at the Jamestown site by exploring the work of two national organizations, the 

National Society of the Colonial Dames of America and the Daughters of the 

American Revolution, whose members erected memorials on Jamestown Island. These 

womenôs patriotic organizations, founded in the 1890s, were at the height of their 

power in the early twentieth century. Their overlapping memberships with the APVA 

made their memorial work possible, but also created tensions as each organization 

sought preeminence. The involvement of these national organizations, however, 

imbued the tercentenary with the goal of national reconciliation following the Civil 

War and Reconstruction. 
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The organizers of the Pilgrim Tercentenary sought to avoid the financial 

collapse of the Jamestown Exposition. Although there was a movement to hold an 

international exposition at Boston, most officials felt this would be out of keeping with 

the spirit of the Pilgrims. It was decided that the commemoration would be held in 

Plymouth, which, though not a large city, could host the kind of large gathering that 

had been out of the question for Jamestown. The official celebration of the landing, 

held on December 21, 1920, featured speeches by Calvin Coolidge, vice-president-

elect of the United States and governor of Massachusetts, and Henry Cabot Lodge, 

Massachusetts senator. In the summer of 1921 a cast of hundreds performed an 

elaborate pageant on the Plymouth waterfront. The Pilgrim Spirit, written and directed 

by Harvard University professor George Baker, depicted the key events of the Pilgrim 

story. On August 1, christened Plymouth Day, President Warren Harding attended the 

pageant. An estimated 100,000 people visited Plymouth to see the grand parade of 

historical and industrial floats, held in the presidentôs honor. Political leaders, full of 

confidence following the world war, welcomed many international visitors, and 

particularly honored those from England, Holland, and France. 

This dissertation will not focus on these ephemeral commemorations, but will 

instead examine the permanent, physical memorialization of the tercentenary. A great 

deal of the commemorative effort focused on ñcleaning upò Plymouthôs waterfront 

area, by removing the wharves and buildings associated with shipbuilding and 

industry and creating in their place a memorial park that provided a new home for the 

Plymouth Rock. Just as Bostonians dominated Massachusetts politics, they wielded 

great influence over the commemoration through the Massachusetts Pilgrim 

Tercentenary Commission. Unlike Jamestown, Plymouth was a living community, and 
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the interests of these out-of-town boosters of the Pilgrim heritage often diverged from 

those of the in-town businessmen and residents. Chapter 3 explores the different 

visions for the Plymouth waterfront. It compares the work of the stateôs 

representatives to the work of private citizens, who, at the same time as the 

redevelopment of the waterfront, sought to beautify the area around Plymouthôs Town 

Brook. This project, initiated by the Plymouth Womanôs Club, became the work of 

Edith Emerson Forbes, a member of one of the leading families in Massachusetts, who 

had greater control over this landscape because of her private funds. 

Chapter 4 discusses two of the monuments erected to honor the Pilgrims in the 

new state park on the waterfront. Just as at Jamestown, the Colonial Dames of 

America and the Daughters of the American Revolution competed for the most 

prominent position. These women had less control of their memorial projects than at 

Jamestown because of the stateôs control of the landing site. They could not leverage 

overlapping memberships as they had with the APVA. However, by examining the 

work of these national womenôs organizations it becomes clear that the Plymouth 

Tercentenary was not only a tool for addressing elitesô concern over immigration and 

Americanization. It was also an opportunity for elite women to once again exert their 

influence on the nation. 

Chapter 5 discusses the New Sweden Tercentenary of 1938, which was a more 

cohesive commemoration than either Jamestown or Plymouth. While Swedish 

Americans conducted their own celebrations around the country, the commemorative 

events within Delaware itself were orchestrated by the Delaware Tercentenary 

Commission, created by the General Assembly in 1937 as the successor to the 

Delaware Swedish Tercentenary Commission, the committee appointed in 1935 to 
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initiate commemorative plans.34 The governor appointed Delawareôs leading citizens 

to both of these commissions. The majority were professional menðelected officials, 

lawyers, judges, and members of the small group of wealthy, civic-minded 

businessmen who had been leading Wilmington and the state throughout the first third 

of the twentieth century. Delawareôs small size and the ongoing leadership of a few 

families, including the du Ponts, enabled the Tercentenary Commission to carry out its 

plans with little opposition or delay. 

The primary task of the Commission was to create a park at the site of the 

traditional landing place of the Swedes, known as ñThe Rocks.ò The impetus behind 

the creation of this park was the need to prepare a suitable place for the monument that 

was a gift of the citizens of Sweden. The state also charged the Commission with 

arranging for the historic siteôs ñpermanent preservation.ò35 As in Plymouth, the 

landing site was surrounded by the detritus of the years. The Rocks sat on the property 

of the Wilson Line Steamboat Company, surrounded by ugly buildings and virtually 

inaccessible to the public. The creation of Fort Christina State Park was thus a massive 

undertaking.  

Unlike the Jamestown and Plymouth celebrations, the New Sweden 

Tercentenary celebration did not run for months. Rather, it focused on the actual 

anniversary of the landing, June 27. This celebration featured a dedication ceremony 
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of the monument given to the United States by the people of Sweden and the newly 

constructed Fort Christina State Park. After a rain delay of an hour and a half, 

President Franklin D. Roosevelt and Prince Bertil of Sweden addressed the crowd. 

This ceremony was followed by a memorial service in Old Swedes Church, a speech 

by Cordell Hull, U.S. Secretary of State, and a parade of floats depicting the history of 

Delaware. 

Whereas supporters of Jamestown and Plymouth were much more interested in 

having their town recognized as the birthplace of America, Wilmingtonians were 

content to gain status as a birthplace of America. This change reflects a shift in 

Americansô understanding of the creation of the nation. The New Sweden 

commemorators saw the tercentenary as an opportunity to use heritage to promote the 

state during economic depression. They emphasized the nationôs progress and extolled 

the pioneer spirit as a solution to the crisis of the 1930s. 

This dissertation seeks to move beyond the rhetoric of the commemorative 

speeches and the pageantry of the celebrations to focus on the materialization of 

memory through the creation of memorial landscapes at each birthplace. The 

commemorations were intrinsically linked to the locations of each settlement. 

Although celebrations occurred throughout the country, the emphasis was on the 

importance of place. Organizers treated the landing places at Jamestown, Plymouth, 

and Wilmington as sacred ground. They redeveloped each landscape, creating 

memorial parks and constructing monuments. In doing so they were motivated by the 

desire to inspire others with the importance of American history. The physical 

landscape could hold and impart to others ideas of what it meant to be an American. 

The successful memorial would inspire residents and visitors to take pride in their 
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identity as Americans and to live up to their national ancestors. The preexisting 

landscapes were ineffective because they did not teach anything. They became sites of 

ideological contestation as conservative Americans used them to support their vision 

of the nation. They argued that they had the right to shape commemorations because 

of their ancestry and privileged status.36  

A second goal is to situate the commemorations in the context of broader 

early-twentieth-century culture, not as part of the ongoing memorialization of these 
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colonies or as a product of the nineteenth century. These are not just local or regional 

stories but national ones. Expanding our focus to the societies that actually erected the 

monuments at these landing sites reveals the national concerns shaping 

commemoration. The Colonial Dames and the Daughters of the American Revolution 

in particular promoted visions of Jamestown and Plymouth as birthplaces of the nation 

out of a desire to promote national unity and Americanization. This dissertation 

highlights the power of these elite women as shapers of American national identity, 

even before they could wield the vote or hold political office. 

Parsing out the involvement of different interest groups at each of the sites 

reveals the complexity of commemoration. The contest for control of physical space 

cannot be reduced to a two-sided battle between elites and locals or official and 

vernacular visions. Even groups who came from the same socio-economic background 

and who embraced the same Anglo-Saxon heritage could not agree on all details of 

memorialization. 

Including the New Sweden Tercentenary helps us chart the changing nature of 

commemoration in the twentieth century. It reveals the endurance of the theme of 

American progressðstill powerful in 1938, despite the slow recovery from the Great 

Depression. We see the shift from commemoration by private organizations like the 

APVA to the greater influence of state and federal officials. Yet having a cohesive 

commemorative goal did not ensure a lasting impact on the national narrative. The 

New Sweden Tercentenary offers a glimpse of the possibility of a more inclusive 

American myth, which ultimately could not dethrone the supremacy of Jamestown and 

Plymouth. The existing scholarship focuses on celebrations of the tercentenary in 

Swedish American communities outside of Delaware, viewing the commemoration as 
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a venue for the creation of an ethnic identity among Swedish Americans whose 

families had immigrated to the United States in the nineteenth and early twentieth 

centuries.37 This dissertation fills a gap by considering the relationship between 

memory and the business and cultural leaders of Delaware itself. 

Understanding how history has been used to bolster one conception of 

Americanness at the expense of others is critical to our efforts to memorialize the past 

today. The colonists of Jamestown, Plymouth, and New Sweden continue to be 

remembered. The beginning of the 21
st
 century heralds their 400

th
 anniversaries, and 

there is increasing contestation over the meaning of these sites. This dissertation seeks 

to remind us that there never was a moment in American history when everyone 

agreed on the significance of these colonies.
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Chapter 1 

PRESERVING THE CRADLE OF THE REPUBLIC: THE JAMESTOWN 

TERCENTENARY OF 1907 

In 1900 Lyon Gardiner Tyler, son of former U.S. president John Tyler and 

president of the College of William and Mary, published a history of Jamestown and 

the James River in Virginia. He declared, ñJamestown has the glory of being the first 

permanent English settlement in America, and as such was the Cradle of the Republic 

of the United States.ò1 From his perspective, had the expedition of the London 

Company failed to establish a colony in Virginia in 1607, ñthe opportunity of 

establishing here an Anglo-Saxon colony might have passed away never to return.ò2 

He speculated that the Spanish would have then established their own settlements and 

excluded all other Europeans from North Americaðan alternate history that would 

have undoubtedly troubled the hearts of an American public emerging triumphant 

from the Spanish-American War in 1898. Yet the English did establish a colony at 

Jamestown, which became the site of ñthe first trial by jury, the first English church, 

the first English marriage, the first birth of an English child in Virginia, and the first 

legislative assembly in America.ò3 Tyler concluded with the words of Henry A. Wise 

                                                 

 
1 Lyon Gardiner Tyler, The Cradle of the Republic: Jamestown and James River 

(Richmond, VA: Whittet & Shepperson, 1900), 21. 

2 Ibid. 

3 Ibid. 
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(1806-1876), Governor of Virginia between 1856 and 1860, who once said of 

Jamestown:  

Here the old world first met the new. Here the white man first met the 

red for settlement and civilization. Here the white man first wielded the 

axe to cut the first tree for the first log cabin. Here the first log cabin 

was built for the first village. Here the first village rose to be the first 

State capital. Here was the first capital of our empire of Statesðhere 

was the very foundation of a nation of freemen, which has stretched its 

dominion and its millions across the continent to the shores of another 

ocean. Go to the Pacific now to measure the progression and power of a 

great people!4 

Tyler was not the only Virginian who used such extravagant claims of 

Jamestownôs importance to promote the colony in preparation for its tercentenary. 

Wiseôs words appeared in other pamphlets that celebrated Jamestown as the 

foundation of representative government and the rule of law in what would become 

the United States. Given that Wise was a strong defender of slavery and statesô rights 

and served as Brigadier General of the Confederacy during the Civil War, this 

inclusion reveals how intimately connected the tercentenary of 1907 was to 

reestablishing Virginiaôs cultural prominence within the nation. The commemorators 

could freely embrace their identity as un-reconstructed Confederates by heralding the 

superiority of Anglo-Saxon culture and the ñcivilizationò of the white man. In the late 

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, Americans from all regions embraced 

theories of Social Darwinism that defined civilization in racial terms. Reacting to both 

imperialism and immigration, they believed that instead of being the result of 

industrial progress, civilization was the most advanced stage in human racial 

evolution. Every race had begun in primitive ñsavageryò and engaged in violent 
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ñbarbarism,ò but ñonly white races had, as yet, evolved to the civilized state. In fact, 

people sometimes spoke of civilization as if it were itself a racial trait, inherited by all 

Anglo-Saxons and other óadvancedô white races.ò5 Tyler and the other 

commemorators proclaimed that Jamestown was the ñCradle of the Republicò because 

it signified the beginning of Anglo-Saxon life on the continent. To them it was much 

more than an English colony; Jamestown represented the first push of the most 

ñcivilizedò race into the western hemisphere. 

However, the site of the colony did nothing to bolster these claims of its 

importance. To the contrary, the physical landscape proclaimed that the settlement had 

ultimately been a failure. Jamestown, as Tyler admitted in his history, ñwas never 

anything more than a mere village.ò6 When the colonial government moved the capital 

to Williamsburg in 1699, Jamestown City diminished. Gradually the settlement 

vanished and farmland took its place. Whereas other early American settlements 

remained occupied in the twentieth century, Jamestown Island, located on the James 

River about 50 miles southeast of Richmond, was largely deserted wetland. In one 

postcard view, its only inhabitants are a herd of cattle (figure 1). The only reminders 

of its seventeenth-century significance were a few gravestones and a ruined brick 

tower, once attached to the church built in 1639. There was one small stone 

monument, erected by the General Convention of the Episcopal Church in 1898 ñto  
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Figure 1 Postcard view of the ruins on Jamestown Island (Courtesy of the Carlton 

Casey Papers, Special Collections Research Center, Swem Library, 

College of William and Mary) 

commemorate the planting of the gospel in British North America.ò7 For the 

Virginians interested in commemorating the settlement for its tercentenary in 1907, 

this barren site was problematic. The fact that nothing remained on the island implied 

that the colony had failed and, moreover, reminded people that its failure involved a 

far-from-ideal narrative. The first few decades of the settlement were marked by 

starvation, disease, and high mortality rates. If it was the site of the foundational 

institutions of American democracy, it was also the site where slavery first appeared 

on the American continent in 1619. Considering that the bloody Civil War ended a 

mere 42 years before the tercentenary, this was a ñfirstò that the commemorators 

occasionally acknowledged but did not interpret. In the Jim Crow era of segregation 
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and disenfranchisement, elite Virginians found it possible to exclude African 

Americans from the commemoration; their focus was on the forward march of white 

civilization. 

Earlier generations were content to leave the site as it was. Nineteenth-century 

Romantics admired ruins, seeing them as symbols of a nationôs primeval roots. They 

saw beauty in their desolation, a source of reflection on the picturesque and the 

sublime. A painting by Alexandria-born artist John Gadsby Chapman captures this 

perspective (figure 2). 

 

 

Figure 2 John Gadsby Chapman, The Ruins of Jamestown, Virginia, America, 

1834, 1990.147 (Courtesy of the Virginia Historical Society) 

However, as anxiety over Virginiaôs loss of cultural and political power 

increased following the Civil War, Virginians found this ruined landscape 

unacceptable. The commemorators of the Jamestown Tercentenary felt compelled to 
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rescue the site from the encroachments of nature, to transform it into an accessible 

formal park, and to erect memorials that would curate the publicôs memory of the 

colony.8 At the forefront of this commemorative effort was the Association for the 

Preservation of Virginia Antiquities (APVA). The goal of this organization, based in 

Richmond and chartered in 1889 by a group of elite Virginian women, was to 

ñacquire, restore and preserve the ancient and historic grounds, buildings, monuments 

and tombs in the Commonwealth of Virginia.ò9 Founded in response to threats to the 

social hierarchy brought by Reconstruction and populism, the APVA wanted to 

reclaim Virginian history from the northern narrative. In keeping with their 

preservation goal, the APVA acquired 22.5 acres on the western end of Jamestown 

Island in 1893 (figure 3). This plot, which included the church tower and graveyard, 

was the gift of Louise J. Barney, the widow of Edward Everett Barney, a manufacturer 

from Ohio who had purchased the island in 1892 with the intention of improving the 

historic site.  

This private organization maintained control of the Jamestown site despite 

national interest in the tercentenary, resisting suggestions that the federal government 

would be a better custodian. They sought to commemorate Jamestown within the 

framework of post-war Southern memorial practices, claiming the colony as a site of 

national importance but not relinquishing it to the nation. While Virginian men would 

orchestrate the Jamestown Exposition held in Norfolkða worldôs fair dedicated to the 

                                                 

 
8 Lindgren, Preserving the Old Dominion, 136. 

9 Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities, A.P.V.A., 1607-1907: 

Jamestown Island and the Work of the Association (Richmond, VA: Association for 

the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities, 1907). The APVA is now known as 

Preservation Virginia. 



 30 

manly progress of the race, including displays of American naval mightðthe female 

leaders of the APVA would take on the task of domesticating Jamestown and restoring 

the ruins. They embraced the cultural belief that memorialization work, rooted as it 

was in the practices of caring for the dead and mourning, was womenôs special calling. 

 

Figure 3 Map of Jamestown Island, with location of APVA property circled, from 

Edward Hagaman Hall, Jamestown 1607-1907: A Sketch of the History 

and Present Condition of the Site of the First Permanent English 

Settlement in America (New York: The American Scenic and Historic 

Preservation Society, 1902). 
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Through their volunteer activities they created a political role for themselves and 

exerted a broader cultural influence.10 These women were the ñarchitects of whitesô 

historical memory,ò supporting social and political hierarchies ñby both explaining 

and mystifying the historical roots of white supremacy and elite power in the South.ò11 

They were conservatives who were dismayed by Virginiaôs Underwood Constitution 

of 1869 and subsequent populist movements, which sought to extend political rights to 

all adult males, including blacks and poor whites. Fearing mob rule, they wanted to 

preserve antebellum culture and argued ñthat peace and order hinged upon leadership 

by public-spirited men of good breeding and property.ò12 The tercentenary fell just 

five years after these traditionalists successfully disenfranchised most of Virginiaôs 

population with the Constitution of 1902.13 
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In 1907 the membership of the APVA was divided among fourteen branches, 

scattered geographically across Virginia and in New York, Philadelphia, and 

Washington, D.C.14 The governing bodies at the head of the organization were the 

Central Committee of officers and the Directory Board. All of these positions were 

held by women. There was also an Advisory Board of influential men who facilitated 

the organizationôs involvement in those areas perceived to be outside of womenôs 

ñsphere.ò15 These men acted as liaisons between the women and their communities, 

providing legal and financial advice and speaking in public settings when it would be 

considered inappropriate for women to do so. 

The members of the APVA were unapologetically Southern. Many of the 

womenôs husbands or fathers were ex-Confederates. Some of the older members had 

lived through the war and were invested in the mythology of the ñLost Cause,ò the 

belief that the Confederate cause, though doomed to failure, was inherently honorable, 

and that the antebellum South had been a golden age of gentility and racial harmony. 

Isobel Lamont Stewart Bryan, President of the APVA, and Lora Hotchkiss Ellyson, 

Acting President of the APVA, were both members of the United Daughters of the 

Confederacy, the organization founded in 1894 for female descendents of Confederate 

veterans. Their husbands, Joseph Bryan and J. Taylor Ellyson, were members of the 

Advisory Board of the Jefferson Davis Monument Association, which worked with the 
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UDC to erect a monument to the former Confederate president in Richmond.16 

Virginia M. Robinson, Corresponding Secretary of the APVA, was also very active in 

the UDC. She served as historian of the Virginia Division and chairman of the 

Confederate Memorial Literary Society, which was in charge of the Confederate 

Museum in Richmond.17 Their reverence for the Jamestown site was undoubtedly 

compounded by the existence of Confederate fortifications on the island. These had 

been built in 1861 for the defense of Richmond, and partly stood within the APVA 

grounds. The members of the APVA would have agreed with Lizzie George 

Henderson, President General of the UDC, who linked the ñbirthplace of the nationò to 

both the Revolution, when ñVirginiaôs great heartéfirst sounded in the óland of the 

free and the braveô the call to liberty,ò and the Southôs fight for ñconstitutional rightsò 

during the Civil War.18 These women believed that Americaôs national narrative was a 

Southern oneðand that it began at Jamestown.  

In undertaking the preservation of Jamestown, the members of the APVA drew 

on their experience as caretakers of Southern conservative memory. Belle Bryan and 

Lora Ellyson, for example, were both active in the Hollywood Memorial Association 
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of Richmond, one of the many Ladiesô Memorial Associations in the South that 

emerged after the Civil War to commemorate the Confederate dead. Often this work 

included orchestrating the disinterring of bodies from battlefields and reburying them 

in urban cemeteries.19 Just as these memorial women were ñdetermined not to let their 

nationôs dead rot in the woods and forests of the South,ò20 the women who turned their 

attention to the preservation of Jamestown were determined to rescue the birthplace of 

the nation from the wilderness. Thus in 1889 Belle Bryan declared that the purpose of 

the APVA was to correct the ñmisinterpretations of Virginiaôs glorious colonial past 

by historians from New England.ò21 Allowing the site to remain isolated, with its ruins 

untended and unmarked, would undermine Virginiaôs claims to national importance. 

These women called on all Americans to aid in Jamestownôs restoration, 

because it was the birthplace of the entire nation. In 1901 the APVA issued a plea for 

help in their campaign to protect and restore their property, where they claimed the 

ñfirst Anglo-Saxon civilization took root in the soil of the New Worldò and the first 

ñAnglo-Saxon Church was firmly planted in the Western Hemisphere.ò22 They 

bemoaned the lack of landmarks at the site. The church tower was appealing ñto all 

with artistic or historic interestò but ñpathetic in its desolation.ò The churchyard next 
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to it had likewise ñsuffered severely from the ravages of time, neglect, and 

vandalism.ò23 In preparing for the ñbefitting ceremoniesò that would be held to mark 

the three-hundredth anniversary of the colonyôs founding in 1907, the APVA appealed 

ñwith confidence to all the people of America to join with us in the effort to preserve 

and honor the cradle of the Republic.ò24 

The APVA set to work with a great determination to preserve the seventeenth-

century relics that remained on their portion of Jamestown Island. To prevent future 

erosion, they appealed to the federal government, which subsequently erected a 

breakwater on the edge of the island next to the James River.25 In 1894 Mary Jeffrey 

Galt, a founding member of the APVA, was put in charge of the APVA property by 

Lucy Parke Chamberlayne Bagby, chairman of the Jamestown Committee. According 

to Galt, it ñseemed a wilderness of poor farm land.ò She had the property enclosed by 

a fence and a hedge, remade the access road, filled in some areas, and planted trees 

and grass. In addition to this general improvement to the grounds, Galt also consulted 

with experts regarding the preservation of the ruins. They replaced the posts 

supporting and the wire net covering the ruins and mended small losses in the tower 

(figure 4). In 1896 an architect strengthened the tower with iron rods and filled in its 

top with cement. 
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Figure 4 The church tower at Jamestown around the time of the first 

improvements (Courtesy of the Samuel H. Yonge Papers, Special 

Collections Research Center, Swem Library, College of William and 

Mary) 

In an effort to better understand the site, the APVA embarked on a series of 

archeological excavations. Galt reported that in 1897, ñI dug with my own hands quite 

deep inside of the south wall of the Church and discovered the little inner wall 

composed of large bricks and cobble stones.ò These foundations were later determined 

to be from the churches erected in 1617 and 1639, not the original 1608 church. Galt 

and other APVA members, supported by a party of male laborers, continued the 

excavations, both around the church foundations and in the graveyard. This 

archeological work was taken up by Samuel H. Yonge, the Savannah-born federal 
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engineer responsible for building the sea wall.26 To protect the site from ñrelic 

huntersò the APVA installed a caretaker. The APVA later celebrated their work to 

amend the ñdesolationò of ñour American Pompeii.ò They proclaimed, ñFire and wind 

and waves and time worked its destruction, and when absolute annihilation had well 

nigh overtaken it, and when no hand was raised to save, in default of other rescue, the 

great work of its Preservation was undertaken by a society of women.ò27 These 

womenðthough purportedly the ñweakerò sexðheld back the tides of time. 

Such heroic efforts at Jamestown were a drain on the resources of the APVA. 

On March 1, 1905 Belle Bryan, APVA president, sent a letter to all of the 

associationôs branches and individual members. She noted, ñOur treasury is almost 

exhausted by the recent excavations made at Jamestown. These discoveries have 

added much valuable information to the history of that Colony, but the expense has 

been very heavy.ò Of greater concern to Bryan, however, was ña general apathy on the 

part of the whole Associationò that she was hopeful would ñprove only temporary.ò 

She urged ñimmediate actionò since ñthe near approach of 1907 makes the outlook 

serious. éWe have no time to lose, and much to be accomplished before that Tri-

Centennial year.ò Her suggestions were that members would not wait to be asked to 

help but volunteer their services, that they would try to get new members, and that 

they would collect all the money they could. Most importantly, they should advertise 
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the work of the APVA. ñMake yourself the medium by which Jamestown and its 

needs shall be brought and kept before the public.ò Bryan concluded, ñI am quite 

aware that all this means workðactive and incessant; work, patient and courageous; 

work, in the bulk and in detail.ò Yet she also promised that the work would be 

ñsweetened by loving interestò and ñcrowned with ultimate success.ò She asked the 

members to ñimplore Godôs guidance and blessing on our efforts,ò with which ñwe 

need not fear whatever the future may disclose. Once more Virginia calls, with a 

ringing voice, to all her sons and daughters; and, as of yore, will they not gather from 

afar, eager to do her bidding?ò28 By declaring that the state of Virginia, rather than the 

nation, called for help, Bryan implicitly linked the preservation of Jamestown to the 

vanquished Confederacy. 

There were, in fact, many individuals and groups who were eager to respond to 

the call, many of them from outside of the South. Although the APVA took primary 

responsibility for and bore the burden of preserving Jamestown, its members were not 

alone in their desire to commemorate the tercentenary. The American Scenic and 

Historic Preservation Society, for example, was also concerned with the condition of 

the island. Founded in 1895 by reformer Andrew Haswell Green, the society was New 

Yorkôs first preservation lobby, intended as a national organization for the protection 

of natural scenery and the preservation of historic landmarks, as well as the erection of 

new memorials that would honor the nationôs history. The societyôs officers and 

trustees included prominent businessman J. Pierpont Morgan, who was a vice 

president, and other elites. They were guided by the belief that ñThe cherishing of our 
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historical landmarks and the perpetuation of our patriotic traditions tend to make better 

citizens of our people and to stabilize our cherished political institutions.ò29 

ñCherishingò the physical landscape of Jamestown was one way of shaping public 

memory and bolstering the nation.  

Edward Hagaman Hall, the societyôs full-time executive secretary, celebrated 

Jamestownôs significance in a pamphlet published in 1902. Hall outlined the ñfirstsò 

that happened at Jamestown, including the establishment of Protestant religion, 

individual property rights, and representative government. ñThe soil of Jamestown 

thus gave root to the first successful planting of Anglo-Saxon civilization in the New 

World,ò he declared, ñand became the garden of our peopleôs infancy in the Western 

Hemisphere.ò Although the colony grew into ñone of the dominant powers of the 

earth,ò Jamestown herself ñis a vanished city, partly buried in the earth, partly 

submerged in the river.ò30 Hall reflected on the damage caused by the ñthe ceaseless 

gnawingò of the James River: 

Upon the shores one may gather, like crumbs dropped from the riverôs 

greedy maw, pieces of brick from the foundations of the houses that 

sheltered the pioneers, beads with which they bartered with the 

aborigines, and stems and bowls of the tobacco pipes with which they 

consoled their hours of suffering. A hundred and fifty feet from the 

encroaching waves a few quaint grave-stones with silent eloquence 
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attest the mortality of an heroic generation, and a solitary and 

impressive church tower bespeaks the inspiration that sustained it 

through its sufferings. But that is all that is visible of ancient 

Jamestownðall that remains above the soil as a physical reminder of 

that thrilling opening chapter of our national history which records the 

phenomenal faith, daring and endurance by which a new civilization 

was planted in this western wilderness three centuries ago.31 

 The society, moved by the approaching tercentenary and ñthe threatened 

obliteration of the site,ò petitioned Congress to purchase Jamestown Island and make 

it a national park, ñrescued from vandalism and the ravages of the elements, and 

preserved forever as the birth-place of Anglo-Saxon America.ò32 Like the other 

commemorators, Hall viewed Jamestown as the settlement that initiated a period of 

expansionðnot just for the English state but, more importantly, for the strongest race 

in the world. He noted that ñthe exact ground plan of the town is wrapped in mystery,ò 

and urged the federal government to discover more through systematic excavations.33 

He lamented the ongoing erosion of the island, which he estimated went on at a rate of 

about six feet a year (figure 5).34 Hall warned, ñIf the Government does not take the 

island and, by liberal treatment, preserve it as one of the most precious heirlooms of 

the Nation, the graves surrounding the venerable church tower will soon yield up their 

dead to the greedy waves, and the great tower itself, the silent witness of nearly three 

centuries of our national growth, will bend its lofty head to the conquering river.ò35 
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Historic Jamestown ñlives mightily to-day in the hearts of the American people, in the 

institutions of their government, in the civilization of a hemisphere.ò Therefore, ña 

grateful and reverent Nation, through its Congress,ò should ñpreserve forever, as a 

sacred place, the islet that was consecrated by the sacrifices and sufferings of a 

generation of heroes, and that entombs the bones and sacred memorials of the 

pathfinders of Anglo-Saxon America.ò36 In February 1902 Hall shared this proposal 

 

Figure 5 ñThe Lone Cypressò was a symbol of the dangers of erosion at 

Jamestown. The tree was marooned 300 feet out in the James River; Hall 

believed it had stood on the shore in 1846.37 (Courtesy of the Samuel H. 

Yonge Papers, Special Collections Research Center, Swem Library, 

College of William and Mary) 
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in The New York Times, further reporting that Robert M. Nevin, member of the House 

of Representatives from Ohio, had introduced a bill for the acquisition of Jamestown 

Island by the federal government.38 

The leadership of the APVA felt threatened by such interest in their property 

on Jamestown Island.39 In response to Hallôs report, Sara Rice Pryor, one of the 

incorporators of the APVA and directress of the New York chapter of the APVA, 

wrote to the editor of the Times. She outlined the APVAôs history with preserving the 

site and concluded that Jamestown was indeed the property of the APVA and the 

government had no reason to take it ñsince Jamestown is already dedicated in 

perpetuity to the public benefit.ò She suggested that if ñthe patriots of this great city 

[New York] are casting covetous eyes upon our cherished relics,ò then they should 

become members of the APVA.40 Hall responded to these accusations in another 

letter, explaining that he already was a member of the APVA. His concern was that the 

APVA owned only 22.5 acres of the approximately 1,600 acres of the island and did 

not contain ñall that is interesting and historic.ò ñSpeculators are trying to get the 

island for a trolley terminal and pleasure resort, probably with a view to setting up 

merry-go-rounds and similar money-making devices,ò he warned. They were only 

prevented by Louise Barney, who had ñthus far patriotically refused to part with the 

property for that purpose.ò The American Scenic and Historic Preservation Society, 
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according to Hall, ñwould be extremely sorry to see a place so supremely interesting 

and sacred devoted to such purposes, and favors the creation of a National park.ò Hall 

added that the membership of his society was not limited to residents of New York 

and that it did not want to become possessor of the APVA property or of the island. 

He saluted the APVAôs ñsplendid workò and noted that his society would cooperate in 

an effort to appoint APVA as custodian if the bill became law.41 

In response to this dialogue between Hall and Pryor, ñCRITICò wrote a letter 

to the editor of The New York Times. The author bemoaned the general lack of interest 

in or knowledge of ñthe cradle of the founders of Anglo-Saxon America.ò ñWhy is it 

we are not more interested in the preservation of links with the past?ò CRITIC asked. 

ñIf I am not mistaken, women are more inspired with this spirit than men; in fact, we 

are indebted to their noble work for most of what has been accomplished.ò CRITIC 

noted that when a historic site was threatened with destruction or decay, the public 

called upon the federal government to come to the rescue, instead of turning to the 

wealthy philanthropists, such as Carnegie, Rockefeller, or J. Pierpont Morgan, who 

were already giving money for libraries, colleges, and hospitals around the country. 

He felt it was time for these gentlemen to ñconsider what could be done out of doorsò 

and extend their charitable work to the physical landscape of the nation, which could 

have a similar educational and unifying impact. The author believed that the APVA 

should transfer the Jamestown property to a man ñof leisure, cultivated taste, and 
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generosity,ò who could ñrestore it for the public benefit.ò42 The author clearly 

recognized the role of women in safeguarding sacred sites of the seventeenth century 

but felt that preservation workðan endeavor of heroic rescueðneeded male attention 

and private philanthropy. Proponents of either the federal government or private 

philanthropists thus threatened the control of the island by the female members of the 

APVA. 

Other proposalsðfrom those whom Hall would undoubtedly have termed 

ñspeculatorsòðwere indeed geared toward profit rather than preservation. In 1903 the 

Jamestown Island Park and Land Company issued a prospectus for their plan to take 

advantage of the tercentenary. This company, backed by the O.D. Jackson Company 

of Norfolk,43 claimed that it already owned land that extended back from the island 

nearly two miles and up the river, above Jamestown, about four miles. It proposed to 

purchase all of Jamestown Island and 6,600 acres of adjacent lands; the companyôs 

total property would then be about 8,200 acres. Since Jamestown Island would 

ñbecome the Mecca of thousands of patriotic Americans and English lovers of 

American antiquityò during the tercentenary, owning this land would allow the 

company to make a profit by meeting the needs of these visitors. At an elevation from 

15 to 30 feet above Jamestown, the companyôs property had ñan obstructed view of 

the Island.ò Abundant flow of ñthe purest waterò could be obtained by boring artesian 

wells almost anywhere on the property. The companyôs plans included ñthe restoring 

                                                 

 
42 CRITIC, ñThe Memorials of the Past,ò New York Times, March 2, 1902. This article 

foreshadows work done by John D. Rockefeller Jr., Henry Ford, and other leading 

figures in the next decades of the twentieth century. 

43 O.D. Jackson was a fiscal agent and the president of the electric railway line. 



 45 

of all old buildings on Jamestown Island, where the foundations are left in such shape 

that it is possible to rebuild as they stood when Jamestown was the Capital of 

Virginia.ò They also proposed ñto open the streets as shown by old plats of the Town; 

lay out and improve boulevards on other parts of the Island, with a view of making it 

attractive for visitors.ò The company anticipated spending $75,000 to restore the town 

and beautify the island, which could then be sold to the federal government for at least 

$400,000. (The pamphlet mentioned the bill introduced by Representative Nevin to 

purchase the island for $300,000 and assumed that this would be carried through.) 

Once the property became a national park, the companyôs adjoining lands, ñwhich are 

much higher and better adapted for residence and business purposes, will be largely 

enhanced in value.ò Their property would be improved with ñbroad avenues,ò ñfirst-

class hotels,ò and ñresidence villas.ò Consequently, ñthis point will become very 

popular as an all-the-year-round resort for well-to-do-people.ò The company boasted 

that they had already made a contract with the Jamestown, Yorktown and Old Point 

Railway, which promised to ñconstruct a substantial and complete Electric Railway 

System through this entire property, connecting Jamestown Island with Williamsburg, 

Yorktown and Old Pointò and ñto erect commodious piers on Jamestown Island, and 

at or near Yorktown.ò The prospectus encouraged readers to become subscribers for 

ñat least one share of preferred stockò at $10 per share. It promised that the names of 

all the stockholders would be placed on bronze tablets and erected in one of the 

restored buildings on Jamestown ñto commemorate your patriotism.ò44 An article in 
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The Times Dispatch announced the formation of the Jamestown Island Company on 

August 8, 1903, with the heading, ñA Two Million Land Company Formed to Exploit 

the Scheme.ò45 Another article mused, ñThe publicôs idea seems to be that while the 

scheme may be a gigantic real estate deal, it is conceived in patriotic spirit, and is well 

worth their close consideration.ò46 

Such proposals greatly alarmed the APVA. While some of the female 

members, or their husbands, supported the endeavors of the Jamestown Exposition 

Company in Norfolk, they resisted plans that would touch the sacred ground of 

Jamestown Island itself. In the years leading up to the tercentenary, as the site of the 

colony gained greater exposure, the association defended their hold on their 

Jamestown property. On January 15, 1903 the APVA met to discuss a bill, prepared at 

the request of Louise Barney, to be presented to Congress. Barney was ñanxiousò for 

the APVA to join with her in requesting that the United States government purchase 

both her portion and the APVA portion of Jamestown Island. Lucy Bagby moved that 

the Central Committee decline becoming involved. The movement, which carried, 

declared that ñthe Association has at present no reason to say anything regarding the 

sale or gift of its property at Jamestown. Whenever the US owns the larger portion of 

                                                                                                                                             

 

other contiguous lands would cost $725,000 and subsequent improvement and 

development would be $75,000. The company proposed to sell at least 2,000 villa sites 

on the James River for an average of $400 each. Another $800,000 would come from 

the sale of other lands.  
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Jamestown Island and chooses to treat with the Association, then and not until then, 

can this association consider the matter of the sale or gift of its reservation at 

Jamestown.ò47 

At its annual meeting on October 7, 1903, the APVA went further and adopted 

a resolution, presented by William G. Stanard, an officer of the Virginia Historical 

Society and a member of the APVA Advisory Board, to never sell its part of the 

island. The APVA declared ñthat it has now the same absolute ownership and control 

of its lands at Jamestown which it has exercised since the said lands were so kindly 

granted by Mr. and Mrs. E.E. Barney.ò Moreover, ñas the Association first conceived 

and put into execution the plan of preserving the precious relics at Jamestown, 

excavating for those which may be buried in the earth, and securing the most historic 

portion of the island from destruction by water, so it is determined to continue its work 

for the care and preservation of what it regards as a sacred trust for posterity.ò The 

association declared it had ñno intention of conveying any of its rights and privileges 

to any individual or organization whatever.ò48  

That was not the end of the matter, however, as suggestions that Jamestown be 

sold continued to appear. In March 1904 the Richmond Times Dispatch announced 

that a bill would probably be introduced to Congress for the federal government to 

purchase Jamestown. It claimed that Miss Barney, the daughter of the islandôs owner, 

ñis desirous of its becoming the property of the United States,ò and asked $300,000 for 
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it.49 The article speculated that Representative Grosvenor of Ohio could be the one to 

offer the bill. He visited the island with other members of Congress in March 1904 

(figure 6). On that occasion he spoke in favor of supporting the commemoration, 

declaring ñthat he didnôt know what the Jamestown people wanted, but they should 

have it if he had to go on their note for them to get it.ò This offer appears to have been 

made in a spirit of healing the wounds of the Civil War. When the Congressmen were 

at Jamestown, ñDixieò was played in the ruins of the tower after the national airs. At 

the dinner following the visit, John Temple Graves of Georgia declared, ñItôs worth a 

rebellion, a Spanish war to find out what a great people we are.ò The men responded 

with thunderous applause.50  

Other challenges to APVA ownership had to be tackled. The Williamsburg 

Business Menôs Association also requested a piece of land at Jamestown, but the 

APVA denied this request at the annual meeting in November 1904.51 During a 

meeting on March 7, 1905, Lucy Bagby, chairman of the Jamestown Committee, 

protested an article by Lieutenant James Perrine Barney of the Fourth United States 

Cavalry, in which he said that ñthe APVA holds Jamestown in trust until it shall be 

purchased by the U.S. government.ò52 In response, on March 11, 1905 Samuel H. 

Yonge, as a member of the APVA Jamestown Committee, wrote to the editor of the 
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Times-Dispatch. He sought to correct errors in Barneyôs article, entitled ñAmericaôs 

First Colony,ò which appeared in the January and February 1905 numbers of The 

Pilot, issued by the Old Dominion Steamship Company of New York. While most of 

his letter addressed the inaccuracies involving archeological discoveries at Jamestown, 

Yonge concluded, ñOne of the statements in Mr. Barneyôs article is that the entire 

island is owned by one individual, and that the land occupied by the APVA is held by 

it in trust. An inspection of the Associationôs deed to the above land will show that it 

is in fee simple. It is recorded at the James City court-house, Williamsburgh [sic], 

where it can be seen by anyone interested in the matter.ò53 

 

Figure 6 ñVisiting Congressional Committee Appointed to Arrange for the 

Tercentenary Celebration of the Settlement of Virginiaò at Jamestown in 

1904 (Courtesy of the Carlton Casey Papers, Special Collections 

Research Center, Swem Library, College of William and Mary) 
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None of these proposals for acquiring the APVA portion of Jamestown Island 

ever came to fruition. Neither the federal government nor a for-profit organization 

purchased the site. The APVA maintained its ownership of the property and, while 

they refused to relinquish control to the federal government, they did skillfully take 

advantage of federal support to restore and protect the historic site. This would 

achieve the associationôs goal of domesticating Jamestown and providing for the 

comfort of visitors without risking damage to the interpretation of its Southern roots. 

Representing the APVA throughout these projects were members of the 

APVAôs male advisory board. While the female members of the Jamestown 

Committee and the other APVA officers could negotiate the memorial plans, they 

were not entrusted with the nitty-gritty details of construction. In mid-1906 the 

Jamestown Committee of the APVA created a sub-committee that was responsible for 

looking after the improvements to the grounds and negotiating with the representatives 

of the U.S. government. Robert A. Lancaster, Jr., an investment banker and 

businessman from Richmond, served as the chairman of this subcommittee. The other 

members were Samuel H. Yonge, the federal engineer and amateur archeologist, and 

William G. Stanard, officer of the Virginia Historical Society.54 

The sub-committee spent a total of $3,177 from the APVAôs budget for 

improvements.55 The most expensive projects were building a water system that 
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connected an artesian well to the buildings and hydrants on the property and 

constructing a 400-yard-long granolithic walk on top of the sea wall from the eastern 

extremity opposite the tower to the old State House foundations. Other improvements 

included concrete bases for the churchyard fence, repairs to the tower ruin, the 

foundation for a drinking fountain, iron gates, and draining and grading the 

Confederate fort ñto make the place healthy and orderly.ò For the tercentenary 

celebration itself, they erected platforms north of the churchyard.56 

The federal government provided $5,000 to build a ñrest houseò on the island 

(figure 7). This facility offered public restrooms, which would have been necessary 

considering the siteôs isolation and the needs of tourists arriving by boat from 

Richmond or Norfolk. This building was erected near the sea wall, west of the ruins of 

the Confederate fort. 45 feet by 25 feet, with wings of 15 by 20 feet each, it was red 

brick with a green tile roof and granolithic floor.57 It was connected to the sea walk for 

ease of access. The government also refunded $1,035 to the APVA for the water 

system work done within the rest house.58 

In his report to the APVA on this work, Yonge emphasized that ñGreat 

difficulty was experienced in carrying on work satisfactorily, expeditiously and 

economically on account of the dearth of reliable labor during and preceding the  
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Figure 7 APVA postcard of view looking towards James River, showing rest 

house erected by federal government on right, federal monument at far 

left, and souvenir house in between. Jamestown ruins and fort within 

grove of trees at center. (Courtesy of the Carlton Casey Papers, Special 

Collections Research Center, Swem Library, College of William and 

Mary) 

tercentenary year.ò To reduce costs, Yonge depended on dayôs labor instead of signing 

a long-term contract.59 The situation created friction between the representatives of the 

federal government and the APVA advisory board. Charles E. Kemper of the U.S. 

Office of Supervising Architect chided Stanard for these delays on May 16, 1907. He 

noted, ñI am fully aware that unusual conditions prevail at that place with respect to 

construction operations, but feel that the contractors should take unusual measures to 

meet them.ò Kemper believed that the difficulties at Jamestown were no greater than 
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locations along the coasts where his office had to build quarantine stations. The 

contractors, Ragland and Slaughter of Richmond, received the contract without 

competition, and ñthey were fully advised as to the conditions which prevail on the 

Island, and whatever is necessary to be done in order to obtain men, material and 

means of transportation should be done by them without hesitation.ò He told Stanard, 

ñMy long experience with contractors has taught me that difficulties of any nature can 

be overcome provided they are willing to lessen their profits.ò60  

In addition to this challenge with the contractors over the improvements to 

Jamestown Island, the federal government faced some resistance from the APVA over 

the monument it wanted to erect to commemorate the landing of the English colonists 

in 1607. This monument would be similar to the one erected at Yorktown in 1881 for 

the centennial of the Revolutionary battle. Congress appropriated $50,000 for this 

tercentenary memorial.61 As early as March 1905 the federal government began 

negotiations with the APVA for placing a monument. Lucy Parke Chamberlayne 

Bagby, Chairman of the Jamestown Committee, explained to APVA members how a 

plot of land could be used for the monument without ñallowing the public free access 

to our grounds.ò62 However, the APVA did not at this time offer land to the 

government. If the monument were erected within the gated APVA grounds, which set 
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the ruins apart, then visitors could demand to see it without paying the entrance fee. 

This fee was critical to providing the means for maintaining the site.  

The federal government initially attempted to purchase the land for its 

monument from Louise J. Barney, who owned the majority of the island. In May 1906 

William Howard Taft, then Secretary of War, Supervising Architect James Knox 

Taylor, and Captain Spencer Cosby of the Army Corps of Engineers, visited 

Jamestown Island to choose a location for the monument. They made a ñtentative 

selectionò of the site, but experienced ñunexpected difficultyéin securing promises of 

reasonable prices for the land desired.ò63 

When it became evident that the government would not acquire a site through 

purchase, the APVA agreed to donate a plot of land. On June 10, 1906 at a General 

Meeting the members of the APVA carried a resolution to give the federal government 

a site for the monument. Robert A. Lancaster and William G. Stanard were appointed 

as the committee to complete the negotiations.64 The site chosen was on the eastern 

side of the APVA grounds, set back from the river by 425 feet. The plot, containing 

1.25 acres, was donated by the APVA to the United States, although they reserved a 

right of way through it.65 While they did not want the government to control the site, 
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the APVA members realized that allowing the government to erect a monument 

bolstered the APVAôs claims of the siteôs importance to the nation. 

The work of designing the monument fell to the Office of Supervising 

Architect within the Treasury Department.66 William Stanard communicated regularly 

with Charles E. Kemper, Chief Executive Officer, about the project. Kemper was a 

Virginian and most likely knew Stanard through the Virginia Historical Society.67 

Thus the APVA had a man in Washington, D.C., to keep abreast of the progress in the 

capitol and to advise the correct steps to take. Kemper informed Stanard that before 

the work could begin, the title to the land donated for the monument must officially 

pass to the Attorney General, a process that could take several months. On June 15 

James Knox Taylor, the Supervising Architect, informed Kemper that the U.S. 

Jamestown Commission had decided not to purchase any land from Louise Barney. 

Kemper, ñknowing governmental ways so well,ò still advised Stanard and Lancaster to 

visit Washington to ñreach a definite conclusionò about the land.68 The question ñhad 

been left entirely in the hands ofò Taft, and Kemper advised Stanard to discuss it with 
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him personally.69 At a meeting with Taft on June 21, 1906 the acquisition of the land 

for the government monument was completed.70 

While the question of transferring the land was still up in the air, the architectôs 

office proceeded with the design of the monument. The preliminary height was 85 

feet, but Kemper noted that it would be increased to about 100 feet. He told Stanard, 

ñWhile a plain shape, the proportions are beautiful.ò71 The granite obelisk, reminiscent 

of the Washington Monument, was set on a plinth decorated with various heraldic 

devices: shields, torches, eagles, laurel wreaths, lions, and oak leaves (figure 8). On 

July 19, 1906 Kemper reported to Stanard that the design was completed and in the 

hands of President Theodore Roosevelt for approval. He urged Stanard ñwithout 

delayò to speak with J.H. Edward, who oversaw the architectôs office as Assistant 

Secretary of the Treasury and was also Secretary of the U.S. Jamestown Commission, 

about the monumentôs inscription. He noted, ñJust how far the commission will accept 

suggestions relative to the inscription I can not say, but am of opinion that they will 

adopt your ideas.ò72 From a draft of the inscriptions written on APVA member Joseph 

Bryanôs letterhead, it appears that Kemper was correct in assuming that the U.S. 
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commission would accept the inscription suggestions of the APVA.73 They were thus 

able to use their connections to influence the claims made by the monument. 

 

Figure 8 Federal obelisk at Jamestown, 2005.34.9 (Courtesy of the Virginia 

Historical Society) 

                                                 

 
73 Bryan was president of the Virginia Historical Society; Stanard was Corresponding 

Secretary and Librarian. The only changes of the inscription from an early draft on 

Joseph Bryanôs letterhead were to add the exact date of the charter of the Virginia 

Company of London and to adjust the name of the Council for Virginia to London 

Council for Virginia. Typed inscriptions for federal monument, 597, William G. 

Stanard Papers, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond (hereafter cited as Stanard 

Papers).  
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The monument featured four inscriptions, one on each side of the obelisk near 

its base. The first identified Jamestown as the ñfirst permanent Colony of the English 

Peopleò and the ñbirthplace of Virginia and of The United States.ò The second 

proclaimed that ñRepresentative Government in Americaò began in the House of 

Burgesses assembled there in 1619. The third provided the information that the 

Virginia Company of London founded Jamestown and ñsustainedò Virginia. The 

fourth noted that the monument was erected by the United States ñto commemorate 

the three hundredth anniversary of the founding of the nation.ò A fifth inscription, on 

one side of the pedestal, contained the advice of the London Council for Virginia, 

given to the colonists in December 1606: ñLastly, and chiefly the way to prosper and 

achieve good success, is to make yourselves all of one mind for the good of your 

country and your own, and to serve and fear God, the giver of all goodness, for every 

plantations which our Heavenly Father hath not planted shall be rooted out.ò These 

inscriptions set in stone the claims of the Jamestown commemorators. The colony was 

significant because it was the birthplace of English culture and representative 

government in the New World. The quotation emphasized the colonyôs supposedly 

Christian foundation. Together, the monument gave the United States a Southern 

birthplace.  

In her report to the APVA on January 4, 1908, Acting President Ellyson 

assured members that ñonly in the case of the United States government has the 

Association deeded a foot of land.ò She explained that at first ñmany hoped that the 

land would be given outside of our grounds, and it was only after it was found that this 

would not be done that a site was offered, access to which must be outside of our 
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gates.ò74 This refusal to give ground to the government may have delayed the 

fulfillment of other federal projects on the island. For example, on June 30, 1906 the 

U.S. Congress also appropriated $15,000 to either erect a permanent landing pier at 

Jamestown Island or to purchase or lease a wharf on the island to accommodate the 

visitors arriving via the river. In exchange, the APVA had ñto give free access to the 

grounds of the association and the monument being erected by the government.ò75 To 

construct the pier the government asked the APVA to donate the necessary land to the 

United States. However, this work was not done and so on September 13, 1907 the 

Secretary of War ordered the unexpended balance returned to the Treasury.76 Even 

though a new pier would have improved access to their site at the height of public 

attention during the tercentenary, the APVA hesitated to lose more of their property.  

Yet after the tercentenary the APVA still had to face pressure to relinquish 

their ownership of Jamestown Island. Their success in arguing for its national 

importance had the unintended consequence of raising questions about who should 

control this sacred landscape. William M. Geddes of the U.S. Treasury Department 

wrote to Virginia Robinson, APVA Corresponding Secretary, on April 10, 1908, ñI 

was decidedly interested in everything pertaining to the grounds and think it should be 
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eventually acquired by our National Government as a national park, and under proper 

conditions think it would be equally as popular place as Mount Vernon.ò77 The 

members of the APVA would have appreciated this connection between George 

Washingtonôs estate and Jamestown, seeing both as sacred sites in Virginia, linked by 

a heritage of liberty and republican government. They would also have felt a kinship 

with the Mount Vernon Ladiesô Association, the womenôs organization that owned 

and operated Mount Vernon since 1860. Both groups sought to preserve national 

landmarks at a time when the government was not interested in doing so. In the early 

twentieth century, however, that hands-off approach to heritage was shifting. In 

November 1909, for example, the Central Committee of the APVA heartily endorsed 

the management of Mount Vernon by the Ladies Association when they learned from 

William Sumner Appleton, founder of the Society for the Preservation of New 

England Antiquities in 1910, that it had been proposed to transfer Mount Vernon to 

the U.S. government.78 The APVA would continue to resist such threats of 

government takeover, asserting local control of interpretation. In 1911, for example, 

the American Scenic and Historic Preservation Society, whose secretary Edward 

Hagaman Hall had petitioned Congress to take over the island in 1902, wrote another 

bill to purchase the island, which the APVA denounced.79 

For the time being, however, the APVA retained its control. In April 1909 

Beekman Winthrop, the Assistant Secretary of the U.S. Treasury, officially turned 
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over to the APVA the ñtemporary improvements erected by the Treasury department 

on Association property in connection with the 1907 celebration, until it may be 

deemed expedient to make other disposition of same.ò80 Indeed, the fear that the 

federal government sought to take over Jamestown seems unfounded, given its 

inability to maintain its monument. William Stanard and APVA Treasurer Mary 

Minor Lightfoot drew the Central Committeeôs attention to ñthe fact that a picket 

fence erected by the United States government around the Jamestown monument 

obscured the pedestal of the monument.ò The Jamestown Committee felt this fence 

ñwas so disfiguringò that they made an application to Congress to have it removed.81 

At the end of 1909 they reported that ñActive efforts are being made through our 

representatives to secure from Congress an appropriation sufficient to keep in order 

the Government grounds surrounding the United States Monument, and to replace the 

present enclosure by an iron picket fence, such as surrounds the old Church Yard.ò82  

This objectionable fence would not have been visible, however, to the visitors 

approaching Jamestown Island from the river. After the tercentenary they would have 

seen a memorial landscape that achieved the APVAôs goal of domesticating the once 

forlorn site (figure 9). The federal obelisk, when paired with the American flag that 

was prominently displayed, marked the island as a site of national importance. 

Through its negotiations with the federal government the APVA retained its control of 

                                                 

 
80 Minutes, APVA. Referred to as ñBeckmanò in the original. 

81 Minutes, APVA. 
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this American birthplace and secured the Southôs place in the narrative of American 

origins. 

 

Figure 9 Postcard view of the Jamestown memorial landscape from the James 

River. (Courtesy of the Carlton Casey Papers, Special Collections 

Research Center, Swem Library, College of William and Mary)
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Chapter 2 

DAMES AND DAUGHTERS, PART 1: THE BATTLE FOR 

COMMEMORATIVE CONTROL AT JAMESTO WN 

On January 4, 1908, Lora Hotchkiss Ellyson, Acting President of the 

Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities (APVA) reflected on the 

Jamestown Tercentenary in her annual report. She declared that Jamestown Island had 

been ñmetamorphosed as by a magic wandò since the Association for the Preservation 

of Virginia Antiquities had acquired it in 1893. The ñnationôs shrineò now boasted 

ñMemorials, Statues, Buildings and Monumentsò given by ñindividual patriots, 

patriotic associations and the nation, who have joined us in perpetuating and adorning 

the Cradle of the Republic.ò1 In addition to the federal government, private historical 

and patriotic organizations sought to mark Jamestownôs landscape for the 

tercentenary. To outsiders, these commemorators may have appeared united in their 

vision of the colony as a ñshrineò and in their efforts to memorialize the colonists. 

However, there never was a ñmagic wandò at work in the construction of the memorial 

landscape at Jamestown. The memorials adorning the site were only erected after 

many years of discussion and conflict, marked by both personal animosities and 

organizational rivalries. These struggles revealed cracks in the bulwark erected by the 

Southern elite to protect their cultural authorityðcracks exposed by their very efforts 

to collaborate in bolstering the historical narrative in which they placed such credence. 

                                                 

 
1 Minutes of the Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities, Virginia 

Historical Society, Richmond (hereafter cited as Minutes, APVA). Ellyson was 

appointed Acting President of the APVA due to the illness of President Isobel Bryan. 



 64 

This chapter explores the memorial work of the National Society of the 

Daughters of the American Revolution (DAR) and the National Society of the 

Colonial Dames of America (NSCDA) at Jamestown. The DAR, founded in 1890, was 

a patriotic society of white women who had at least one male ancestor who served in 

the American Revolution. The Colonial Dames, founded in 1891, was a similar 

organization of white women who could trace their descent from an American 

colonist. Both of these organizations were founded during a decade when white 

Americans discovered genealogy and sought to use it to enforce racial and ethnic 

divisions within American society.2 With national headquarters in Washington, D.C., 

the organizations promoted historic preservation, national service, and patriotic 

education. Through state and local chapters, the members erected memorials to 

American heroes around the nation.  

Despite their shared background and interests, the relations between the DAR 

and the Colonial Dames were ñusually extremely unpleasant.ò The DAR, which was 

ñbroader in its membership and more extensive in its activities, often regarded the 

Colonial Dames as too snobbish and far less constructive.ò3 American novelist Alice 

French, who wrote under the pseudonym Octave Thanet, captured this sentiment in 

Man of the Hour, published in 1905. One of her characters, a middle-class woman in a 

                                                 

 
2 See François Weil, Family Trees: A History of Genealogy in America (Cambridge: 
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3 Wallace Evan Davies, Patriotism on Parade: The Story of Veteransô and Hereditary 
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small Iowa city, declared, ñNo, I donôt belong to the Colonial Damesðthough I could. 

éI donôt think much of the society, myself; nothing but social function and snippy 

waysðI belong to the Daughters. There is some sense to themðand real patriotism.ò4  

The tensions between these organizations played a role in shaping the 

memorial landscape at Jamestown. Despite their status as elite white women, their 

gender was a liability in the early twentieth century; each organization wanted to leave 

its name on the memorial landscape as a way to exert broader cultural and political 

influence, which was denied to them in other areas. While they may have been united 

in their desire to exclude African Americans, these powerful women jockeyed for the 

most influence at Jamestown, revealing the intrinsic competition of commemoration. 

However, the overlapping memberships of these organizations with the APVA 

enabled them to erect two prominent memorial buildings at Jamestown. The attention 

of these national organizations rehabilitated Jamestown as a birthplace of the nation. 

Commemoration ultimately served as a tool for national reconciliation.  

In 1903 the APVA decided to ñwelcome the assistance of any organization or 

individual in the erection of buildings or historic memorials at Jamestown.ò5 The 

organization realized that a great deal of outside assistance was needed to transform 

the deserted island into a recognizable national birthplace. Both the DAR and the 

NSCDA were among the organizations who responded to the call of the APVA. The 

willingness of the APVA to permit these organizations to build memorials on their 

propertyðespecially when they were so reluctant to allow the federal government to 

                                                 

 
4 Octave Thanet, The Man of the Hour (New York: 1905), 415, quoted in Davies, 

Patriotism on Parade (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1955), 103. 

5 Minutes, APVA. 
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do the sameðmost likely stems from two factors. First, the Dames and the DAR, as 

national organizations, had the ability to raise the funds necessary for such a project, 

while the APVAôs budget was already overburdened by the work being done at 

Jamestown. The membership of the APVA was only 1,200 in October 1903.6 In 

comparison, the national membership of the Dames was 5,454. The DAR was by far 

the largest of the three organizations, with a membership of 40,848.7 The available 

balances in the bank accounts of these organizations reflect the disparity in their size. 

At about the same time, when the APVA had a balance of $1,722.19, the Dames had 

$5,723.11 and the DAR had $30,933.97.8 The DAR certainly occupied a position of 

national prestige and influence at the time of the Jamestown Tercentenary, perhaps 

best reflected by the grand neoclassical headquarters they built in Washington, D.C. in 

                                                 

 
6 Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities, ñReport of the President for 

1903,ò Year Book of the Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities for 
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Society of Colonial Dames of America (Atlanta: Foote and Davies Company, 1904), 
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 67 

the same period. Memorial Continental Hall, designed in 1905 and finished in 1909, 

stands on D Streetðonly a few blocks from the White House.  

Moreover, the membership of the APVA and the Colonial Dames overlapped, 

as did the membership of the APVA and the DAR. Elite white women from around 

the country were interested in the work of patriotic preservation and invested their 

time in many different causes. Virginian women living outside of the state remained 

devoted to promoting its importance. For example, one of the DARôs founders was 

Sara Rice Pryor (1830-1912), a Virginian whose husband joined the Confederacy. 

After the Civil War, the family relocated to New York City. Pryor became active in 

this Northern cityôs social milieu but remained an advocate of the South. She was also 

an incorporator of the APVA and served as vice president in 1896. At the time of the 

Jamestown Tercentenary she was regent of the New York City chapter of the DAR 

and honorary vice president of the APVA.9 Another woman with overlapping 

memberships was Catharine (Kate) Hamilton Cabell Claiborne Cox (1854-1925). She 

was a charter member of the Virginia Society of Colonial Dames in 1892 and served 

as the National President of the NSCDA between 1902 and 1914. She was also one of 

the vice presidents of the APVA during the Jamestown Tercentenary.10 

                                                 

 
9 Marilyn Elizabeth Perry, ñPryor, Sara Agnes Rice,ò American National Biography 

Online, accessed April 1, 2014, http://www.anb.org/articles/16/16-02370.html. In 

1907 Rice published her own history of Jamestown, The Birth of the Nation: 

Jamestown, 1607. 

10 Catharine Hamilton Cabell Claiborne married William Ruffin Cox in 1905. Her first 

husband was Herbert A. Claiborne. Thus during her presidency of the Dames her 

name changed. For clarity and consistency, in this chapter I will refer to her only by 

her second husbandôs name. 
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These examples reflect the character of power held by elite Americans. Social 

background and education created a certain unity among them, as did the overlapping 

spheres of their influence; they met at the same clubs, shared personal friends, and 

attended the same churches. This interconnecting web of relations, sometimes 

solidified by intermarriages, made their work together more possible than if it had 

been confined to the political realm.11 The APVA, DAR, and NSCDA were all the 

projects of elite white women who sought to preserve what they saw as the heritage of 

the United States. In this sense, it was to be expected that they would seek to work in 

concert.  

Moreover, the leadership of the DAR and the NSCDAðmany of whom were 

Southerners or former Southernersðfully embraced their role as unifiers of the nation 

following the Civil War. By participating in national efforts to commemorate the 

foundations of America, they believed they could end the lingering hostilities of 

sectionalism. Their work was part of a broader cultural movement that sentimentalized 

reunion and confirmed the position of elite white citizens.12 It was in their best 

interests, as the wives of the leading men of the New Southðmany of whom were ex-

Confederatesðto promote Virginia as truly American. Consequently, the leadership of 

the APVA felt less threatened by their presence at Jamestown than they did by the 

involvement of the federal government. However, as interest in the tercentenary grew, 
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the common goals of these organizations were not sufficient to keep them from 

arguing over control of the physical space, in the face of personal animosities and 

organizational pride.  

The DAR and the Colonial Dames turned their attention to Jamestown at about 

the same time, in the spring of 1904. Out of a belief that their society had ñso fully 

evinced its reverence for the past and its desire to perpetuate the memories of historic 

spots,ò the Colonial Dames felt they had the right to commemorate ñan event on which 

the rest of our history is based.ò The celebration of the tercentenary of the first 

permanent English settlement should not ñbe held without full participation on the part 

of the Colonial Dames of America,ò whether by erecting a memorial or participating 

in commemorative exercises, or both. The Dames confidently assumed that if they 

desired to erect a memorial at Jamestown, permission to do so ñwould no doubt be 

givenò by the APVA.13 This assumption proved correct. On March 1, 1904, at a 

meeting of the APVA Central Committee, Kate Cabell Claiborne Cox, who was in 

attendance as one of the vice-presidents of the APVA, announced, in her role as 

president of the Colonial Dames, ña probabilityò that the Colonial Dames would erect 

a memorial at Jamestown and asked if there would be ñany objection to this memorial 

in the form of a church.ò Lucy Parke Chamberlayne Bagby, Chairman of the APVA 

Jamestown Committee, moved that the Colonial Dames should be given ñfull liberty 

to erect this memorial whenever it pleases them.ò14  

                                                 

 
13 National Society of Colonial Dames of America, Jamestown, Va. and the Founding 

of Our Nation, 1607-1907 (1907). 

14 Minutes, APVA. This motion was seconded by Virginia M. Robinson, 

Corresponding Secretary of the APVA. Robinson later denied that she was the one to 

have seconded this motion, even though her name was recorded in the minutes. 
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A month later, in April 1904, representatives of the DAR met for their 

Continental Congress, an annual meeting of the national association in Washington, 

D.C, and resolved to form a committee that would work with the APVA in 

determining how they could participate in ñrestoring and beautifyingò the Jamestown 

site.15 This resolution came after a long discussion of the importance of the colony by 

John Goode. A leading member of the Democratic Party in Virginia, Goode sought the 

DARôs support of two resolutions presented to Congress: the APVAôs request that the 

government build a sea wall to prevent further erosion of the island and the General 

Assembly of Virginiaôs motion to hold an exposition in 1907. Goode applauded the 

DARôs goal ñto cement the bonds of the American Union, to cultivate a broad, 

catholic spirit of American patriotism, and to keep alive in the hearts of the people the 

precious and hallowed memories of the Revolutionary struggle.ò16 Explicitly linking 

the project to the popular discourse of civilization and whiteness, he argued that 

Jamestown was important because the result of its settlement was ñthe almost 

exclusive possession of North America by the Anglo-Saxon race.ò The settlers 

brought with them Christianity and civilization, as well as the rights of Englishmen 

and those ñfree institutions which have been enlarged and improved from generation 

to generation, until now they are zealously guarded and cherished as the noblest 

inheritance that belongs to man.ò17 Goode claimed that these cherished possessions 

                                                 

 
15 American Monthly Magazine, July 1904, 330. This resolution was presented by 

Amelia I. Morrow Chamberlain of Chattanooga, Tennessee, for the Commonwealth 

Chapter of Richmond, VA.  

16 American Monthly Magazine, July 1904, 317. 
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included the first jury, the first representative assembly, and the principle of the 

consent of the governed. These were the very possessions that Goode, as president of 

the Virginia Constitutional Convention in 1901-1902, removed from the African 

Americans in his state. By disenfranchising blacks the new Virginia Constitution 

restored white supremacy in the years following Reconstruction. 

According to Goode, the Anglo-Saxon settlement at Jamestown laid the 

foundation for Americaôs greatness. He declared that the American people, uniquely 

blessed by a ñbeneficent Providenceò and ñwith aspirations unsatisfied by centuries of 

toil and achievement,ò were ñstill pushing their conquest with irresistible energy, still 

vexing sea and land with busy industry.ò18 Goode envisioned the American people 

gathering at the Jamestown Exposition, where the American flag would ñfloat over a 

people united, prosperous and free.ò Commemorating Jamestown would reaffirm each 

citizenôs confidence in the nationôs God-ordained exceptionalism and would 

encourage them to ñlook forward with exalting pride in the grandeur and glory of the 

Republic as it shall move forward, over the bright track of progress.ò19  

The DAR delegates responded with thunderous applause to Goodeôs message. 

To emphasize that the Jamestown Tercentenary would be a national commemoration, 

not merely a Southern one, it was suggested that a representative from Massachusetts 

present the resolution in support of the APVA and the Exposition. Evelyn Masury, the 

State Regent of the Massachusetts Society of the DAR, responded that ñMassachusetts 

                                                 

 
18 Ibid, 323. Evidence of American greatness included the completion of the 

transcontinental railroad and the Panama Canal, the discovery of electricity, and 
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19 Ibid, 325-26. 
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is always ready to hear the call from Virginia,ò although she could not resist adding 

that ñwe thought we had the cradle of liberty right in Boston, and we did think we had 

Bunker Hill and the battle of Lexington and Plymouth Rock, and a few bits of places 

of historic interest in Massachusetts.ò20 Eliza A. Chick, Regent of the Old South 

Chapter of Massachusetts, read the resolution to support the bills before Congress. 

This stated that the goal of the DAR was ñto perpetuate the memory and the spirit of 

the men and women who achieved American Independence by the promotion of 

celebrations of all national patriotic anniversaries.ò21 Other women jumped to second 

this motion, and in doing so could not resist reminding the audience of the historic 

sites in their own states.  

Following the Congress, a group of 200 Daughters visited Jamestown Island as 

guests of the Tide Water Chapters of the DAR and the Jamestown Exposition 

Company.22 The women took a special boat from Washington to Norfolk and were 

then escorted by representatives of the Company to the island, followed by a lunch at 

Hotel Chamberlain on Old Point Comfort. Entertaining this group of women gave the 

Company an opportunity to lobby for their support for the Exposition, suggesting that 

the Company recognized the womenôs cultural influence. A large part of this influence 

centered on their relationships with their husbands, many of whom wielded the 

political power to pressure Congress to financially support the Exposition. Moreover, 
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Page was regent of the Virginia Society of the DAR from 1898 to 1902. She was also 
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it provided Virginians an opportunity to bring the state to the forefront of national 

attention.23 S. Gordon Comegys, Vice-President of the Jamestown Exposition 

Company, framed this expedition in religious terms, calling it a ñPilgrimageò to the 

ñMecca of Americanism.ò He noted that Virginia, despite the thirty-nine years since 

the end of the Civil War, had not yet ñrecovered fully from the effects of the recent 

unpleasantness.ò Comegys told the Daughters that Virginians, ñparticularly of the 

younger generation,ò were trying ñto regain that prestige which formerly characterized 

the mother Commonwealth.ò24 He viewed the Jamestown Tercentenary as a chance to 

both rehabilitate the South and reconcile the nation. 

In the report on the April 25, 1904 pilgrimage, the DAR noted that the APVA 

ñhas done a noble work at Jamestownò and that the ruins ñawakened keen interest.ò To 

commemorate this visit, Cornelia Cole Fairbanks, the President General of the DAR, 

planted an Osage orange tree on the island. This tree had been grown from seed in soil 

taken from the site of the future DAR Continental Hall when the ground was broken 

for construction. At the Thirteenth Continental Congress thirteen of these trees had 

been given to the regents of the thirteen original states. The hope was that seeds from 

these original thirteen could then be used to plant trees in other states, symbolizing the 

                                                 

 
23 It is important to note that not all Virginians were in favor of the Jamestown 
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24 American Monthly Magazine, July 1904, 328. 



 74 

fruitfulness of the nation.25 Through the Daughters a small piece of Virginia was 

reincorporated into the national story.  

About a week after the visit of the Daughters to Jamestown, the Colonial 

Dames held their own national gathering in Washington, D.C. At the Seventh Biennial 

Council of the NSCDA on May 4, 1904, the Dames, like the Daughters, emphasized 

the national importance of their commemorative project. The formal recommendation 

to erect a permanent memorial at Jamestown came from the Massachusetts society, 

and was subscribed to by Michigan and Kentucky. Ellen Sever Hale, a delegate from 

the Massachusetts Society, remarked, ñwe must remember that we are a National 

Society and our local work, however interesting, should always be secondary to the 

interests of the Society as a whole.ò She argued that Jamestown and Plymouth were 

the two events in American history which ñbelong to the whole country.ò Hale 

suggested that there was a need for a work to ñbind us togetherò as a national 

organization.26 Hale declared, Jamestown ñhas by right, and should have the credit of 

being the first settlement which had an organized government, which began the 

country which is our country now.ò27 President Cox reinforced the potential of uniting 

the nation through celebration of the colonists:  

                                                 

 
25 ñPilgrimage to Jamestown,ò American Monthly Magazine, May 1904, 413. See also 

American Monthly Magazine, August 1904, 522. The Osage orange was chosen 
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27 Ibid, 36. 
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Be it from Cavalier, Puritan, Hollander, Swede, Huguenot or Scotch-

Irish, we are descended from free and dauntless spirits, heroes and 

patriots whose lives illuminate the annals of our country and to whom 

we should render the purest gratitude of our hearts for the inestimable 

legacy, bequeathed to us in their example of devotion to truth, duty, 

loyalty, noble simplicity of life and lofty aspiration.28 

Following these national meetings in 1904, the Daughters and the Dames 

embarked on parallel memorialization paths, as both organizations formed committees 

to develop plans for Jamestown, built relationships with male architects, and 

coordinated their activity with the APVA. For the sake of clarity, the work of these 

organizations between 1904 and 1906 will be examined separately, beginning with the 

DAR. 

After the Thirteenth Continental Congress in April 1904, the president general 

of the DAR appointed eight women to the executive committee of the Jamestown 

Memorial Committee. Lydia M. Pleasants Purcell, regent of the Commonwealth 

Chapter of the DAR in Richmond, Virginia, served as chairman. Purcell was a 

member of the APVA; she was also a cousin of the APVAôs president, Belle Bryan, 

and was thus in a good position to coordinate the commemorative work at Jamestown. 

The DAR clearly benefited from her connections. Purcell understood the 

organizationôs governing structure and had personal relationships with its leaders. She 

knew who to go to with questions about the site. The APVA also benefited from the 

connection, since Purcell kept them apprised of the DARôs plans. The other members 

of the committee were leading officers of the DAR at the state and national levels. 

They were: Margaret B.F. Lippitt (Rhode Island), Lucy Bailey Heneberger (Virginia), 

Eleanor S. Washington Howard (Virginia), Frances A.M. Terry (New York), Martha 
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L. Sternberg (Washington, D.C.), Ellen Hall Crosman (New York), and Florence Gray 

Estey (Vermont). Heneberger and Lippitt were also members of the APVA. This 

committee met in Richmond on April 7, 1905 and the next day visited Jamestown at 

the invitation of the APVA.29  

At the Fourteenth Continental Congress in April 1905 Margaret Lippitt 

reported on this visit for the Jamestown Memorial Committee.30 She stated the 

committee membersô belief that the DAR could, ñwithout just criticism, step outside 

its recognized limits of activity at this time, that it may place its name and memorial at 

this sacred spotðthe cradle of our nation.ò31 Jamestown was so important to America 

that the DAR had the right to memorialize it, despite the fact that it was not a site 

associated with the Revolutionary War. In addition, a building erected by the DAR 

could fulfill  the practical needs of the site. Lippitt outlined the current conditions at 

Jamestown, explaining that there was no shelter there except for the custodianôs 

cottage and a shed on the wharf. The relics found at the site were stored in the 

temporary wooden structure over the church foundations. Lippitt suggested that the 

DAR should build a small house ñgenerally in character with the surroundingsò which 

could then be given to the APVA. This fireproof building would contain museum 

                                                 

 
29 Mary Minor Lightfoot was APVA chairman for this excursion. Members of the 

Central Committee, Advisory Board, and Jamestown Committee of the APVA were 
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displays and ñconveniences for pilgrims to the spot.ò Furthermore, it would bear the 

insignia of the DAR and therefore memorialize the organization as well as the 

colonists. The preliminary design by Samuel H. Yonge, federal engineer and member 

of the APVA advisory board, called for a half-timbered building, with a first story of 

stucco and the rest wood. The delegates to the Congress endorsed this plan outlined by 

the Jamestown Memorial Committee and authorized the National Board of 

Management of the DAR to grant final approval.32 

Hoping to receive permission to proceed with the project, Purcell presented a 

report to the National Board of Management at its monthly meeting on November 7, 

1905. She explained that Yonge recommended not building a frame house, since he 

deemed such a structure ñnot sufficiently enduring, or fire or storm proof.ò The 

unanimous vote of the Jamestown Memorial Committee was to build a replica of 

Hayes Barton, the house in which the explorer Sir Walter Raleigh had been born in 

Devonshire, England. The justification was that ñit is architecturally of the period of 

the Jamestown settlementò and ñas the birth place of Raleigh, it is a fitting memorial 

of the place and people.ò Yonge drew up the specifications and estimated that it would 

cost about $6,000. Purcell wanted the Board to give their approval to move ahead with 

the project. Instead, the matter was postponed.33  
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At the January 1906 meeting there was much discussion on the memorial 

project. The President General, Emily Nelson Ritchie McLean, offered her explanation 

for why it was appropriate for the DAR to commemorate Jamestown. Despite the fact 

that Jamestown was settled in a period earlier than the one the DAR normally 

memorialized, McLean argued that the DAR could commemorate it since ñit was the 

spirit of Americanism that planted in Jamestown the first successful living settlement.ò 

McLean stated that she was ñheartily in favorò of the memorial, which she believed 

was both a duty and a privilege for their organization to erect, and which should not be 

discredited based on locality. She argued that Jamestown ñbelongs to the whole 

country; it does not belong to the South more than to the North; to the East more than 

to the West. We are English-speaking people. We spring from that settlement; 

therefore, it is the privilege of the whole country to look after this.ò34 McLeanôs 

attitude reflected both her belief in the power of national reunion and her own 

background; she was born in Frederick, Maryland, in 1859 and married a New York 

City lawyer. The board resolved that the final action on the memorial must be referred 

to the entire membership of the DAR at the next Continental Congress, which would 

convene in a few months. The Jamestown Committee was instructed to procure plans 

and prices for two or three suitable memorials that could be presented at the Congress. 

In this way, according to McLean, the form of the memorial ñshould be decided by 

every State represented in that Congress.ò35 

                                                 

 
34 ñMeeting of National Board of Management, January 10, 1906,ò American Monthly 

Magazine, March 1906, 295. 

35 Ibid, 296. 
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On April 20, 1906 Purcell made her report to the Congress, describing the 

plans for the memorial building by Albert F. Huntt, a prominent Richmond architect.36 

She presented two options: a frame building or a brick building, both of which would 

be covered with stucco and pebbledash (a rough plaster mixed with small pebbles or 

other materials). The former would cost at most $5,000, while the latter would cost 

approximately $5,500. The committee was in favor of brick, which they considered 

the ñmost permanent material.ò37 Although $200 had been appropriated for securing 

these plans, the committee had only spent $85.01. Huntt ñoffered us his work free of 

all cost,ò suggesting that he, too, saw the project as a patriotic one. His wife, 

Georgiana Bartram Hathaway, was a member of the Commonwealth Chapter of the 

DAR in Virginia, the same chapter of which Purcell was regent. Purcell assured the 

Daughters that the APVA would carry the expense of keeping the house once built. To 

convince the women that this house was a suitable form of memorial, Purcell 

emphasized the visibility it would give to the DAR during the tercentenary year, when 

the thousands of visitors to the Jamestown Exposition would also most likely visit the 

island. These visitors would need some kind of shelter and if the DAR constructed the 

house ñwe will be the only people there to offer shelter to the world at large when they 

                                                 

 
36 Huntt (1868-1920) trained at the Pennsylvania Military Academy in Chester (now 

Widener University). Robert Winthrop, ñArchitects of Richmond: Albert F. Huntt,ò 

http://architecturerichmond.com/2013/01/21/architects-of-richmond-albert-f-huntt-

1868-1920/, accessed August 30, 2014. 

37 ñReport of the Jamestown Committee,ò American Monthly Magazine, August 1906, 

325. 
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go there; and I think it puts us in the most absolutely unique position of any 

organization which I have heard of in my life.ò38 

Purcellôs presentation was followed by many enthusiastic responses moving to 

adopt the plans of the memorial committee. Evelyn Masury, the State Regent of the 

Massachusetts Society of the Daughters who had presented the resolution in support of 

the Jamestown Tercentenary at the Congress of 1904, spoke in favor of the memorial. 

However, she once again reminded the assembly of the legacy of the ñPilgrim 

Fathers.ò She remarked, ñAnd although our friends from Virginia tell us that they 

originally owned Massachusetts, aye, and away on to Canada, we are very glad that 

they did. We could have been placed in no better hands.ò39 Most of the other 

endorsements came from representatives from the South: Virginia, Georgia, Texas, 

North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, and Arkansas. They 

all claimed Virginia as the ñmotherò of the nation.40 President McLean took the 

                                                 

 
38 Ibid, 326. 

39 Ibid, 326-327. 

40 American Monthly Magazine, August 1906, 327-328. Mrs. Leigh of Virginia urged 

all of the Daughters to give full support to the Exposition. Mrs. Rounsaville of 

Georgia claimed Virginia as the ñmother of states.ò Mrs. Sydnor of Texas proclaimed, 

ñthere is no north, no south, no east, no west, but one great, glorious country.ò Mrs. 

Erwin of North Carolina, although she admitted that her chapter wanted the house 

built on Roanoke Island, said, ñbut while we are devoted to our state, we are, first of 

all, Americans.ò Mrs. Bryan of Tennessee stated that Mrs. Masury ñwill be surprised, 

when she comes south, to see how many of us are descendants from those who landed 

at Plymouth Rock. We want all of the eastern people to come and see what fine 

representatives we southern people make of our eastern ancestors.ò Mrs. Noyes of 

Illinois said, ñIn saving this first settlement in Virginia for the ladies we are saving our 

Eden.ò Other voices supporting the project included Mrs. Bratton of South Carolina, 

Mrs. Hardy of Kentucky, Mrs. Brown of Wisconsin, Mrs. J. Morgan Smith of 

Alabama, Mrs. Thompson of Arkansas, and Mrs. Patton of Pennsylvania.  
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opportunity to claim these responses as evidence of the desire for national 

reconciliation. She declared, ñI regard this as one of the most distinctly American 

patriotic projects this organization could indulge in.ò Jamestown ñis not a matter of 

locality, it is not a matter of state pride; it was the beginning of the English speaking 

race of this whole country. éWe want to go into it, con amor, as one great, big 

national project.ò41 Uniting the American states was simply a matter of remembering 

that ñtrueò Americans shared Anglo-Saxon roots. The Congress voted up to $5,500 for 

the erection of the building at Jamestown.42 

Armed with official DAR approval, Purcell appeared before the Central 

Committee of the APVA on May 2, 1906 to announce her success in convincing the 

DAR to build a ñplace of restò that would make ñthe sacred spot more comfortable to 

visitors.ò She stated that the DAR was only awaiting the acceptance of the gift by the 

APVA to begin construction. A committee was duly appointed by the APVA to 

consult with James Alston Cabell and George Bryan, two lawyers and members of the 

APVA advisory board, as to the proper method of accepting the DAR gift.43 Cabell 

gave his opinion that the resolution could legally be passed, although he suggested the 

                                                 

 
41 American Monthly Magazine, August 1906, 329. 

42 American Monthly Magazine, August 1906, 332. Despite all of this support, Francis 

Fazio Ballinger, a member of the DAR in the District of Columbia, suggested that the 

DAR wait to take action until they were fully informed about the federal governmentôs 

plans for Jamestown. Purcell responded that the government had appropriated $50,000 

to put a monument on Jamestown Island but that the site ñbelongs to a private 

association of women, and the government cannot put a stick or a stone there without 

our consent, and they have not got the consent.ò Three people still rose in opposition 

to the appropriation. (See American Monthly Magazine, August 1906, 330.)  

43 Minutes, APVA. 
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DAR might want a more formal written contract. At a meeting of the General 

Association on May 5, 1906, the APVA granted permission to the DAR to erect a 

memorial building on the Jamestown site. The specific location was to be left to the 

APVA Jamestown Committee. The building would be the property of the APVA, but 

the organization ñextends to the DAR the hospitality at all times of this Memorial 

Building, within the prescribed limits of the charter.ò44  

The Dames followed a similar memorialization path as the DAR between 1904 

and 1906. The key difference was that the Dames had embarked on a much more 

visible and controversial project. Perhaps because of the close association between 

APVA and Dames leadership, or because of their earlier interest, the Dames had 

secured the premier site on Jamestown Island. While Lydia Purcell was only a 

member of the APVA, Kate Claiborne Cox was a vice president. Moreover, while the 

DAR was somewhat stepping outside of its mission to erect a memorial at a pre-

Revolutionary site, the Damesô project was clearly within their organizationôs scope.  

President Cox offered preliminary plans for the Damesô memorial building at 

the Seventh Biennial Council in May 1904. These sketches, like the initial suggestions 

for the DAR building, were the work of the APVAôs Samuel H. Yonge. The Dames 

memorial would take the form of a brick church to replace the wooden structure over 

the colonial foundations, at an estimated cost of $5,520.45 This plan was seconded and 

                                                 

 
44 Minutes, APVA. A formal contract was apparently never written. In her speech at 

the ceremony when the house was transferred to the APVA, DAR President McLean 

made a point to issue a verbal contract. 

45 National Society of Colonial Dames of America, Minutes of the Seventh Biennial 

Council of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America (Atlanta: Foote and 

Davies Company, 1904), 35. 
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endorsed by delegates from Michigan, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and California, 

and President Cox created the Jamestown Memorial Committee to proceed with the 

work.46 A week after this national meeting, the members of the Damesô memorial 

committee visited Richmond and met with William Stanard, a member of the APVAôs 

Advisory Board, to discuss plans for the memorial. After this meeting Edith 

Greenough Wendell, chair of the Dames memorial committee, wrote to Stanard, ñWe 

are all filled with intense interest + the ambition to complete the memorial in the best 

possible way that would please you all.ò47 At the General Meeting of the APVA in 

June, Stanard proposed, seconded by Mary Minor Lightfoot, APVA treasurer, that the 

APVA write to the Dames, thanking them for their proposed memorial and promising 

that the APVA would ñjoin heartily in any measure which may facilitate the erection 

of buildingò and prize it ñnot only as a memorial to the pioneers of settlement in the 

United States but also as a monument of the generous sympathy and patriotism of the 

honored society by which it was built.ò48  

The Damesô Jamestown Committee included representatives from each state 

society. While this reinforced the national nature of the project, it made it difficult to 

                                                 

 
46 Ibid, 38. At the Seventh Biennial Council President Cox appointed a committee to 

report on the Jamestown memorial. The members of this committee were Mrs. 

Harrison of Pennsylvania, Mrs. Lee of Texas, and Mrs. Winchester of Indiana. This 

seems to have been a temporary forerunner to the larger Dames Jamestown 

Committee. 

47 Edith Greenough Wendell to William G. Stanard, May 14, 1904, 409, William G. 

Stanard Correspondence, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond (hereafter cited as 

Stanard Correspondence).  

48 Minutes, APVA. A letter with this sentiment was sent to President Cox of the 

Dames. 
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reach decisions in a timely manner. Consequently, in December 1905 a subcommittee 

was formed that would be empowered to decide on all issues relating to the 

Jamestown memorial. The chairman was Edith Greenough Wendell of Boston, 

Massachusetts. Wendell (1859-1938) was a national vice president of the Dames and 

wife of Harvard professor Barrett Wendell. The other members of the subcommittee 

were Kate Claiborne Cox (Virginia), Winifred Lee Lyster (Michigan), Mary J. Potter 

Chauncey (New York), Alice French (Iowa), and Ellen W. Harrison (Pennsylvania), 

who was also a member of APVA. At their second meeting on February 15, 1906 the 

subcommittee consulted Glenn Brown of the National Institute of Architecture in 

Washington, D.C., about Yongeôs plans, which were sketches, not specifications. 

Brown made suggestions but did not want to take on the work. Instead, the prominent 

Boston architect Edmund M. Wheelwright agreed to collaborate with Yonge on the 

plans.49 Wheelwright studied at Harvard University and the Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology and from 1891 to 1895 was Boston City Architect. At the time of the 

Jamestown Tercentenary he was also working on designing the Museum of Fine Arts 

in Boston. Thus, while the chairman of the DARôs memorial committee was a 

Virginian and her architect based in Richmond, the Damesô chairman was from 

Massachusetts and her architect based in Boston. Some members of the APVA would 

come to object to what they saw as undue New England influence on the Damesô 

project. Due to the exigencies of his job as a government engineer, it was not possible 

for Yonge to oversee the construction of the building. Stanard became the overseer of 

the project for the APVA. 

                                                 

 
49 ñReport of the  Committee on the Memorial at Jamestown,ò Minutes of the Eighth 

Biennial Council of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America (Augusta, 

GA: Shaver Printing Company, 1906), 59-61. 
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The memorial building to be erected by the Colonial Dames would serve three 

purposes. It would, of course, commemorate the tercentenary. Yet memorialization 

was accompanied by the more practical object of protecting the colonial foundations 

exposed by the earlier excavations, just as the DAR building offered shelter to visitors. 

The temporary wooden building placed by the APVA was not aesthetically pleasing 

(see figure 6 in chapter 1). The decision to design the memorial building in the style of 

a seventeenth-century church reflected the desire of both the APVA and the Colonial 

Dames to provide a memorial that would not only protect the remnants but also help 

visitors imagine the site as it once was. Where before there was an unintelligible ruin, 

there would now be a reconstructed church. The decision to consecrate this memorial 

building highlights a third goal: to bring civilization back to Jamestown. Even if it 

would not be used regularly, since the island was uninhabited, its presence was 

intended to remind visitors of the commemoratorsô claims that it was on this location 

that Protestant Christianity was firmly established in what would become the United 

States. 

In designing the building, the Colonial Dames endeavored to be as historically 

accurate as possible. The initial design by Samuel H. Yonge drew on his knowledge 

from his work on the excavations at Jamestown. From archeological evidence Yonge 

determined that the foundations uncovered were from the first brick church, built 

about 1639 and burned in Baconôs Rebellion in 1676, after which it was rebuilt on the 

same walls. He believed that fragments of an inner wall remained from an earlier 

church, where the House of Burgesses first met in 1619. He published his findings on 

ñthese relics of the introduction of religion and civil liberty in Americaò in The Site of 

Old Jamestown, 1607-1698, which included his sketch of the church as it would have 
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looked when built (figure 10). Yonge hypothesized that Jamestownôs brick church 

would have been similar in design to St. Lukeôs, a church still standing and ñbelieved 

to be almost contemporary,ò near Smithfield in Isle of Wight County, Virginia (figure 

11). From the evidence of the foundations and a study of the Smithfield church and of 

period church architecture, the APVA reported, ñMr. Yonge has produced a plan 

which will practically reproduce the old church and will be at the same time, a 

building which will, it is believed, meet with general approval.ò50 

 

Figure 10 Samuel H. Yongeôs sketch of the brick church in 1639, which he 

published in The Site of Old Jamestown, 1607-1698 (Courtesy of the 

Samuel H. Yonge Papers, Special Collections Research Center, Swem 

Library, College of William and Mary) 

                                                 

 
50 ñJamestown, VA,ò undated (presumably fall 1905), Mss7: 2J2396, Virginia 

Historical Society, Richmond. 
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Figure 11 ñThe Old Brick Churchò (St. Lukeôs), Smithfield, Virginia. Yonge 

believed this was ñthe oldest surviving Protestant Episcopal Church in 

America.ò51 (Courtesy of the Special Collections Research Center, Swem 

Library, College of William and Mary) 

Yonge explained that the brick building would be ñpermanentò and 

ñpractically fireproof.ò From the Smithfield church ñthe bond of the brick work, the 

shapes of the windows and buttresses and the details of the gable ends are 

appropriated.ò The building would be about 58 feet by 34 feet within the walls and 

would ñadjoin, but not be attached to, the ancient tower ruin, which it is in no way 

proposed to change.ò The side walls would each have four sets of twin lancet 

windows, with a large mullion window in the rear wall. The roof would be of slate and 

                                                 

 
51 Samuel H. Yonge, ñDescription of Proposed Memorial Building at Jamestown,ò 

[1905?], Mss7: 2J2396, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond. 
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the interior walls would be plastered. Visitors would enter through the tower ruin; a 

railing would prevent them from walking on the old foundations. Yonge promised, 

ñThe effect of the completed building will be suggestive of strength and solidity, and 

bear an air of quaintness, effected by the use of black headers in the brick work.ò The 

only departure from the historical model was that the dimensions had to be greater 

than those of the original church, in order to avoid building on the original, ñdecrepitò 

foundations. There would therefore be one more buttress on each side wall than in the 

original church (although the same number as the Smithfield church). It would 

consequently also be slightly higher, to preserve the pitch of the roof. The front walls 

of the new building would not be united with the tower, which meant that additional 

buttresses were needed on the front of the building.52 The Richmond Times Dispatch 

published a sketch of Yongeôs proposed memorial building in June 1904 (figure 12).53 

Wheelwright adhered to Yongeôs ñgeneral ideaò for the building. The Times Dispatch 

reported, ñThe new building will be of Gothic type, like the old, but modified by 

renaissance feeling.ò Its dimensions would be 56 by 27 feet. Wheelwright conducted 

his own careful study, even examining wrought nails and hinges excavated at the site. 

William P. Marshall of Richmond superintended construction of the building. Special 

attention was given to obtaining or making bricks that matched the size and color of 

those used in the original tower.54 To cover the expense of the building, the Dames  

                                                 

 
52 Ibid. 

53 ñColonial Damesô Memorial Building at Jamestown,ò Times Dispatch, June 5, 

1904. 

54 ñMemorial Building to Be Built on Site of Jamestown Church,ò The Times-

Dispatch, May 27, 1906. William G. Stanard embarked on a lengthy search for 

suitable bricks on behalf of Wheelwright. Ultimately, the Dames purchased the ruins 
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Figure 12 Samuel H. Yongeôs proposal for the memorial building at Jamestown. 

This image was reprinted in The Times Dispatch in June 1904. (Courtesy 

of the Samuel H. Yonge Papers, Special Collections Research Center, 

Swem Library, College of William and Mary) 

transferred the balance of the fund remaining from their completed Spanish-American 

War memorial in Arlington National Cemetery, dedicated in 1902.55 The bulk of the 

funds came from the subscriptions of state societies and individuals. In May 1906 

Mary Newbold Hale, Secretary of the Jamestown Memorial Committee, reported that 

                                                                                                                                             

 

of two small buildings in Hampton, Virginia, from which they salvaged colonial 

bricks. See Minutes, APVA, December 4, 1906. 

55 National Society of Colonial Dames of America, Minutes of the Eighth Biennial 

Council of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America (Augusta, GA: 

Shaver Printing Company, 1906), 28. The balance was $103.78. 
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the contributions from 28 state societies and various individuals totaled $7,297.56 The 

Dames appropriated $2,500 from the National Treasury to finish the work.57  

Despite glowing reports published in Richmond newspapers, the project did 

not receive universal approval. The Damesô building was open to more criticism than 

the DARôs house because of its location over the colonial church foundations. The 

decision by the Central Committee to grant the Colonial Dames permission to build on 

the site prompted many objections, leading to a very public conflict, which threatened 

to bring the memorialization process to a halt. Perhaps the chief objection to the plan 

was that the church ruins at Jamestown stood on sacred ground and should not be 

touched. One discontented APVA member aired his grievances in the Times Dispatch, 

one of Richmondôs leading newspapers and, coincidentally, edited by Joseph Bryan, 

husband of the APVA president. In early May 1906ðat the same time the Dames 

were gathered in Washington for their biennial meetingða letter appeared, signed 

ñM.M.T.,ò who wrote from Sturgeon Point, Virginia, about 20 miles northwest from 

Jamestown on the James River. The author asked if there was still time to stop the 

Colonial Dames from building on the foundations at Jamestown, which he considered 

ña fatal and egregious error.ò ñThe tower at Jamestown is the only ruin we possess,ò 

he wrote. It was the duty not just of the APVA but of ñevery English-speaking 

American citizenò to ñkeep it from further disintegration, to guard and cherish it in 

every possible way.ò To rebuild the church next to the tower ñruins, on our estimation, 

                                                 

 
56 Ibid, 66. The largest sums came from Virginia ($1000), Massachusetts ($1236.50), 

and New York ($1400). Three other states had made pledges, leaving only Colorado 

and Mississippi undecided about what they would contribute. 

57 Ibid, 67. 
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the ruin.ò Unlike those APVA members who sought to restore the site, the author held 

to the belief that the power of the church tower was found in its ruined state. He noted 

that no one would consider rebuilding the Coliseum or the Acropolis. To rebuild the 

church would ñsubject us to ridiculeò in the eyes of foreign visitors. It was, moreover, 

unnecessary to erect a place of worship on the island, since no one lived there, and 

there was already a restored church, Bruton Parish, in Williamsburg. Abiding by the 

romantic view of ruins, M.M.T. argued that the ruined tower was ñan object of 

beautyò that would lose its significance if a new structure was attached to it, just as the 

removal of the tombstones at Jamestown from their original positions had been a ñfatal 

mistake.ò He applauded ñMother Earthò for protecting the foundations of the church 

for at least two hundred years; the APVA should continue this protection and request 

the Dames to build a memorial elsewhere.58 

A defense of the memorial project appeared in the paper the next day, signed 

only ñX.ò This reply assured readers that neither the APVA nor the Damesðña most 

generous sister societyòðplanned to alter the church tower in any way. It would not 

even be touched by the new building. Everyone agreed that ñthe tower is the real 

monument at Jamestown,ò but the Dames memorial was necessary to protect the 

crumbling foundations. X concluded, ñInstead of speaking of the Dames, and by 

implication of the APVA as vandals and iconoclasts, the whole country should be 

most grateful to both for what they have done, and intend to do, at Jamestown.ò59 A 

similar reply, published two days later, asserted that the APVA viewed the tower ñas a 

                                                 

 
58 M.M.T., ñSave the Tower at Jamestown,ò Times Dispatch, May 3, 1906. 

59 X, ñThe Jamestown Tower to Be Untouched,ò Times Dispatch, May 4, 1906. 
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most sacred gift and its preservation the first duty of its owners.ò Since they gained 

possession of the site they had only worked to strengthen and secure the tower.60 

M.M.T., identifying himself as ñan interested, if densely ignorant, memberò of 

the APVA, responded on May 7. He held to his original opinion that the projectð

though a gesture of generosity and carefully plannedðwas a mistake. ñA church built 

over the foundations and where the present wooden shed is, if it will not touch the 

tower, will have that effect and greatly minimize the impression it formerly produced, 

standing alone in its historic isolation.ò He urged the APVA to protect the foundations 

without constructing a building adjacent to the tower.61 Neither the APVA nor the 

NSCDA changed their plans according to this suggestion.  

The theme of the 1906 national meetings of both the DAR and the NSCDA 

was the importance of commemorating Jamestown. According to the speakers at these 

events, memorialization was an indispensable tool for achieving national reunion and 

women had a special calling to wield it. On the opening day of the DARôs Fifteenth 

Continental Congress in April 1906, Alice Brevard Ewing Walker of Missouri, one of 

the Vice-Presidents General of the DAR, proclaimed that the organization of ñearnest, 

patriotic womenò had ñstrengthened the bonds, binding us together as a nation: this 

crystallization has absorbed all sectional rivalry, religious and political differences. 

We have created an American sentiment.ò62 According to Walker, the Jamestown 

Tercentenary was the celebration of the nationôs birthday and would be an act of 

                                                 

 
60 Times Dispatch, May 6, 1906. 

61 M.M.T., ñThe Jamestown Building,ò Times Dispatch, May 7, 1906. 

62 ñResponse of Mrs. John R. Walker,ò American Monthly Magazine, June 1906, 585. 
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patriotism for all Americans.63 Likewise, at the Eighth Biennial Council of the 

NSCDA in May 1906, President Cox reminded the Dames that Jamestown was a 

ñsacred spot.ò The ruined tower bore witness to ña church which was the genesis of 

the Protestant religion in this new world, the gateway to a new civilization and a new 

government, and a new liberty hitherto unknown.ò64 Anne Hollingsworth Wharton, 

the historian of the NSCDA, declared that it was ñeminently fittingò that the Dames 

celebrate this historic anniversary because it was at Jamestown that women proved 

how important they were to the work of colonization. It was not until women joined 

the men in Virginia that ñhomes, English homes, sprang up all along the river, and the 

wilderness and the solitary places began to blossom like the rose of the Scriptures.ò65 

Wharton concluded that ñlove of countryébegins in the home.ò66 Commemorating 

Jamestown was an extension of the Damesô work as mothers, wives, and homemakers, 

strengthening the nation by building a domestic ideal. 

The President of the Jamestown Exposition, Henry St. George Tucker, spoke at 

both the DAR and the NSCDA meetings. Tucker belonged to an old Virginian family 

and he was well positioned to speak to these elite women.67 His wife was a member of 

                                                 

 
63 Ibid, 590. 

64 National Society of Colonial Dames of America, Minutes of the Eighth Biennial 

Council of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America (Augusta, GA: 

Shaver Printing Company, 1906), 12. 

65 Ibid, 21. 

66 Ibid, 22. 

67 Tucker became president of the Jamestown Exposition Company following the 

death of General Fitzhugh Lee on April 28, 1905. He had a distinguished career in 

politics and law. He served as Virginiaôs Representative in the House of 
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both the DAR and the NSCDA; they were both members of the APVA. He 

encouraged the women of both organizations to support the bill before Congress that 

would appropriate money for the Exposition. According to Tucker, ñif you will pass in 

this body a resolution declaring that the women of this country are enlisted for this 

historic event and want the congress of the United States to pass that billðI know 

mankind better than youðthey will pass it before sundown.ò68 He recognized the 

power and influence of these women, which they could exert through skillful lobbying 

if not by voting. Tucker urged both organizations to set aside a particular day for their 

members to attend the Exposition and asked them to contribute relics to a historic 

exhibit in the Expositionôs History Building. He declared that ñthe success of the 

Jamestown Exposition is more dependent upon the women of America than it is upon 

the menò because the purpose was ñto teach the lessons of history which have come 

from that great settlement.ò Tucker admitted, ñI know full well that the historic 

sentiment dwells in the women, for they are more tenacious than the men.ò69  

                                                                                                                                             

 

Representatives between 1889 and 1897. Prior to becoming Exposition president, he 

was Dean of the Department of Law and Jurisprudence at Columbian University (now 

George Washington University). See Robert T. Taylor, ñThe Jamestown Tercentennial 

Exposition of 1907,ò The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography 65:2 (April 

1957), 185-186. 

68 American Monthly Magazine, June 1906, 594. In response the Daughters moved to 

support the bill.  

69 National Society of Colonial Dames of America, Minutes of the Eighth Biennial 

Council of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America (Augusta, GA: 

Shaver Printing Company, 1906), 97. Members of the Dames and the Daughters did 

raid their attics and contribute their relics for display at the Exposition. They also had 

their own days at the Exposition in 1907: June 5 was Colonial Dames Day and 

October 11 was DAR Day. 
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As much as the Daughters and the Dames felt that their memorialization work 

would unite the nation, the work of both organizations proved to be divisive. In giving 

permission to the Colonial Dames to erect a memorial on Jamestown Island, the 

APVAôs Central Committee unintentionally initiated a heated debate about the 

associationôs organizational structure. Many members disagreed with the decision and 

argued that it was not representative of all of the fourteen branches. Richmond, as 

headquarters of the APVA, did not have a separate branch. Because the General 

Meetings were held in Richmond, members from that city were disproportionately 

represented. In general, this governing structure meant that power remained in the 

hands of the Richmond members, leaving the other branches to make their way as best 

they could. The officers of the APVA failed to implement a grand vision for 

Jamestown that would involve all of the members of the organization. On April 3, 

1906 at a meeting of the Central Committee, Hattie B. Gresham of the Newington 

Branch ñwished very much that all of the Branches might have some concerted plan 

for action in 1907.ò70 Without one project to unite all of the APVA members, the 

separate branches could only afford to erect smaller monuments; the Newington 

Branch ultimately erected a sundial on the site in 1907. The memorial landscape at 

Jamestown is littered with such ñtokenò memorials from the APVA branches, 

individuals, and other patriotic organizations (see table 1). Their haphazard placement 

did little to promote the site as an American birthplace, but did at least allow the 

contributors to feel they had done their part in marking the grand occasion.71  

                                                 

 
70 Minutes, APVA. 

71 In the years following the tercentenary, other organizations and individuals would 

follow suit and erect their own monuments and tablets. The plans for some of these 
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Memorial  Erected By Dedicated On 

Iron memorial gates at eastern entrance 

to APVA grounds 
 

Society of the Colonial Dames of 

America (NY)  

May 9, 1907 

Reconstructed church over colonial 

foundations 
 

National Society of the Colonial 

Dames of America 

May 11, 1907 

Monument to first House of Burgesses 
 

Norfolk Branch of APVA July 30, 1907 

Rest house (later known as the 

Yeardley House) 
 

National Society of the Daughters of 

the American Revolution 

October 9, 1907 

Fountain General Society of Sons of the 

Colonial Wars 
 

 

Obelisk 
 

U.S. Government  

Sundial for garden of the Yeardley 

House 
 

Newington Branch of APVA  

Tablet to John Smith (in reconstructed 

church) 
 

Washington Branch of APVA  

Tablet to Thomas West, Governor of 

Virginia (in reconstructed church) 
 

Mrs. De Benneville Keim  

Tablet to William Claiborne, Deputy 

Governor of Virginia (in reconstructed 

church) 

Kate Claiborne Cox and Delia 

Claiborne Buckner 

 

Table 1 Memorials erected on Jamestown Island for the Tercentenary 

Members from the branches, and even some officers, disagreed with the 

procedure by which memorialization at Jamestown proceeded. When the APVA 

                                                                                                                                             

 

originated at the time of the tercentenary but were not erected then due to financial and 

other complications. The most prominent to visitors today are the statue of John 

Smith, given by Belle Bryan in memory of her husband, Joseph, and dedicated on May 

14, 1909, the statue of Pocahontas, given by the Pocahontas Memorial Association in 

1922, and the Robert Hunt memorial, dedicated in 1922 and given by the Protestant 

Episcopal Church in America to commemorate Jamestownôs first Anglican minister. 

See Lindgren, 129-131 and 218-219.  
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decided to accept memorial buildings or monuments from other organizations in 1903, 

they stipulated that the ñplan and purpose of all such buildings and memorials shall be 

presented in writing to this association which reserved the right to reject any such plan 

either as a whole or in part.ò Memorials could not be erected until ñapproved by a 

three fourths vote of the Central Committee and also by a three fourths vote of the 

Board of Managers at a meeting to be held not less than one month after each matter 

has been laid before the Central Committee.ò72 Many APVA members argued that the 

Central Committee did not have the right to decide on these mattersðespecially on 

such a major change to the historic site as the proposed Dames buildingðwithout first 

consulting the larger membership. Virginia M. Robinson, Corresponding Secretary of 

the APVA, confidentially consulted ña man of informationò on the subject and shared 

this information with Mary Jeffrey Galt, one of the founders of the APVA, on 

December 29, 1905. She did not feel that the APVA had the legal right to give 

permission to the Colonial Dames to build on the foundation of the old church since it 

was ñvirtually church propertyò and therefore only the Episcopal Diocese of Southern 

Virginia could grant such permission. Moreover, the APVA branches had not been 

notified ahead of time about the proposal of the Dames to build the church. The 

regular meeting when the topic was discussed was ñvery smallò and ñnot at all 

representative of the Branches.ò In fact, the officers ñacted in bad faith towards the 

majority.ò Robinson felt that the members of the APVA could call a general meeting 
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and rescind the motion that granted permission, which, since not committed in writing, 

could be ñeasily wiped out.ò73  

Robinson felt that it was imperative to stop the Colonial Dames from going 

ahead with their building project in order to maintain the APVAôs control of the 

Jamestown property. The interest of other societies in the site as the tercentenary 

neared was a threat to the continued independence of the APVA. She felt that the 

NSCDA and the DAR were engaged in a memorialization duel, placing the APVA in 

the middle. These three very similar organizations, with apparently the same goals of 

historic preservation and patriotic education, fought for top billing in the tercentenary 

year. Their focus was not on the memory of the Jamestown colonists but on the 

publicity they could earn in the present. Robinson told Galt that, although she 

appeared in the minutes as the officer who seconded the motion to grant permission 

for the Damesô building, ñI have been uncompromisingly opposed to allowing either 

Dames, or DAR, to build on the Island, because I knew it would bring infinite trouble. 

And it has.ò Immediate action had to be taken to halt the project. She noted, ñThere is 

the very strongest opposition here to the Dames getting the slightest foothold on the 

Island. On all sides I hear it. Of course I take no part, as I am an officer.ò Robinson 

seemed convinced that both the Colonial Dames and the DAR wanted to absorb the 

APVA into their organization. ñIt is quite evident that the APVA is hardly thought of 

by many of the public, because attention is centered on the ópull Dick, pull Devilô 

struggle between the Dames, and the DAR for pre-eminence in their respective 

                                                 

 
73 Virginia Robinson to Mary J. Galt, December 29, 1905, Folder 11, Box 9, Group 

IV, Galt Papers (III), Special Collections Research Center, Swem Library, College of 
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buildings on the Island in 1907. My opinion is that neither should have a foothold.ò 

She concluded that it was ñmuch better to jog alongò as the APVA had been doing 

before the tercentenary prompted so much outside interest.74  

The fact that Robinson was communicating her fears to Mary Galt is 

significant. Galt, who was a founder of the APVA and who orchestrated the early 

excavations at Jamestown, lost influence in the organization when Cynthia Beverley 

Tucker Coleman became involved. While Galt was from Norfolk, Coleman lived in 

Williamsburg and had ties to Richmond. Their feud eventually led to an investigation 

in 1923 by a Richmond law firm to determine which of the two should receive credit 

for founding the APVA.75 The ladies of the APVA were thus familiar with divisions 

created by a power struggle. The Dames themselves were also not strangers to such 

division. There was actually another Colonial Dames group in existence in this period. 

The Colonial Dames of America (CDA), founded in 1890, centered its activities in 

New York instead of Washington, D.C. These two organizations attempted to 

negotiate a merger but remained independent. In 1897, however, the CDA attempted 

to prevent the NSCDA from using ñColonial Damesò in their title; in 1901 the Court 

                                                 

 
74 Ibid.; underlining in original. Her particular fear was that the Dames would publish 

reports on the work done at Jamestown as if their organization was responsible. She 

accused them of ñstealing APVA thunder.ò Robinson volunteered to edit the APVAôs 

annual Year Book in order to make sure the Dames did not prevent its publication. She 

told Galt, ñIt seems to me a Y.B. in 1907 is most important, to prove that the APVA is 

in existence.ò Robinson to Galt, June 2, 1906, Folder 12, Box 9, Group IV, Galt 

Papers.  

75 Lindgren, 92, 112-13, 263. 
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in New York ruled in favor of the NSCDA.76 For the Jamestown Tercentenary, the 

CDA donated a set of iron gates to be placed on the boundary line between the 

property of the APVA and the site given to the federal government for its monument 

at the eastern edge of the grounds. The iron work surmounting the gates prominently 

featured the organizationôs motto and emblem, the silhouette of a woman in colonial 

garb.77 This split within the Colonial Dames resulted in two prominent memorials 

bearing the nearly identical names of two different societies, which added a layer of 

confusion to the landscape. 

The struggle between the Dames and the DAR evolved into an internecine 

conflict as the members of the APVA aligned themselves with either group. 

Overlapping memberships may have been helpful in initiating the memorial projects, 

but they split the APVA officers once differences of opinion emerged. APVA Vice-

Presidents Emma R. Ball and Kate Claiborne Cox and APVA Recording Secretary 

Sally Nelson Robins were all members of the Colonial Dames; Cox was the Damesô 

president. According to Virginia Robinson, two of the leading members of the APVA 

Advisory Board and the Jamestown Committee, Samuel H. Yonge and William G. 

Stanard, advocated for the Dames; Stanardôs wife was a member of the Dames. 

However, Lora Hotchkiss Ellyson, the first vice-president of the APVA, was a 

                                                 

 
76 Diane Curtis, A History of the National Society of the Colonial Dames of America, 

1891-2007 (Washington, D.C.: The National Society of the Colonial Dames of 
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member of the DAR, and APVA President Belle Bryan was a cousin of Lydia Purcell, 

the chair of the DARôs Jamestown Committee.  

The competition intensified over the question of who the governor would 

appoint as woman commissioner to the Jamestown Exposition. The Central 

Committee of the APVA organized a committee in support of Lydia Purcell. Robinson 

noted that although Purcell ñis most unpopular with all national DAR as with many 

local DARò the APVA would support her because she was Bryanôs cousin. However, 

other APVA officers, including Sally Nelson Robins, wanted the governor to appoint 

Kate Claiborne Cox to the position instead. Cox, however, did not have the official 

support of the APVA because of the personal animosity between Bryan and Cox, who 

ñhave always been enemies at heart,ò especially since the latter defeated the former a 

few years previously as state president of the Dames. Robinson concluded that if 

Purcell, ñwho is very aggressive can make the DAR more prominent in 1907, many 

would be delighted. And as woman commissioner she would outrank the National 

President of the Dames.ò She asked Galt, ñDo you not see it is all a personal fight? 

Where is the APVA? The personal considerations must be thought of, to appreciate 

conditions.ò78 

This conflict directly affected the plans for the Damesô memorial building at 

Jamestown. Robinson told Galt that the committee formed by the national Dames to 

                                                 

 
78 Robinson to Galt, December 29, 1905, Folder 11, Box 9, Group IV, Galt Papers. 

Robinson, who seemed to think ill of everyone, also claimed that there was ñmuch 

dissatisfactionò among the members of the Dames with Cox. Some even hoped to 

remove her from office and elect Clarinda Lamar of Georgia as national president. 

Lamar was secretary of the NSCDA at this time and she did indeed become president 

in 1914. Robinson herself was accused of ñhatingò Cox. 
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oversee the project went behind the backs of the local Dames, who had asked Samuel 

Yonge to design the building, when they sought the services of the ñnorthernò 

architect Edmund Wheelwright. The committee, which Robinson noted was made up 

of ñnorthernò women, had to submit the new plans to the APVAôs Jamestown 

Committee for approval. They were astonished when this committee ñsimply 

repudiated the whole planò and left Richmond ñdisgustedò with the project. Robinson 

noted that they ñdeparted in silenceò and that ñrelations were so strained, Mrs. C[ox] 

did not give them an entertainment.ò Such a violation of Southern hospitality was a 

clear indication of the seriousness of the situation. Matters did not move forward until 

the Dames agreed to use Yongeôs plans, once revised by Wheelwright. Robinson 

reported to Galt, ñI feel certain that the policy, all along the line, is to block action of 

the Dames, so no construction will be put up in 1907. One of two feelings is growing, 

indifference to, which precludes aid to our cause, or open opposition, which 

antagonizes interest.ò It seemed likely that the memorial building would be 

abandoned. Robinson also related that she herself had been accused of ñrunning down 

the APVA all the timeò by Lora Hotchkiss Ellyson, Acting President of the APVA. 

Robinson declared that she did not know why she was being attacked in this way, but 

guessed that it might be because she was a state officer of the United Daughters of the 

Confederacy. Her opposition to ñnorthernò involvement at Jamestown may indeed be 

attributed to her proud identity as a ñConfederate.ò79 

Hoping to find a way to halt the work on the site without causing more 

conflict, Mary Galt wrote to Mary Minor Lightfoot, who was then overseeing the 
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Jamestown property, on April 15, 1906. She noted that the number of tourists visiting 

Jamestown was increasing. However, while the building continued, these visitors 

could not enter the APVA grounds. Galt worried that turning them away ñof course 

will give offence + they will carry away ill will + their money + others money will be 

kept away. The number of tourists will continue to increase if they are not kept away.ò 

She asked if it would be possible to defer building the structure for 18 or 20 months, 

since ñthere is or has just been some disagreement as to architectôs designsò and ñsuch 

a general disapproval/opposition to it.ò In addition to allowing the APVA to make the 

most of tercentenary visitors, Galt suggested that it would ñbe such a relief to so many 

of the Dames + this might be a way out of the present situation without any 

embarrassment to them.ò80 

 Discontent with the proceedings of the APVAôs Central Committee boiled 

over at the General Meeting of the APVA on May 14, 1906. The officers of the APVA 

called the meeting to vote on a proposal to request that the Rt. Rev. Alfred M. 

Randolph, Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of Southern Virginia, consecrate the 

memorial building to be built by the Colonial Dames. The resolution presented to the 

APVA members framed this proposal in terms of promoting Christian unity. Yet it 

engendered the opposite response as different branches either endorsed or opposed the 

consecration. Some believed that this action would undermine the supposed 

ñnonsectarianò nature of the building.81 Others, including Robinson herself, were 
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81 Robinson noted in this letter that Presbyterian and Baptist members of the APVA 

ñopposed bitterlyò an Episcopal consecration. The denominational distribution of the 
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ñuncompromisingly opposed to any churchéuntil after 1907.ò In short, ñeverything 

was ripe for the dissolution, virtually, of the APVA.ò82 The Norfolk Branch was 

particularly vocal about their desire to completely rescind the permission given to the 

Dames to build. At the beginning of the meeting, Conway Whittle Sams, a lawyer 

from Norfolk, announced to the assembly that ñhe came to Richmond to oppose the 

erection of any building whatsoever over the ruins at Jamestown.ò The permission 

given to the Dames should be withdrawn since it had not been granted at a general 

meeting and only the APVA should do anything to the ruins. Sams argued, ñThe tower 

was the only surviving remnant of the original settlement and should not be tampered 

with.ò The officer presiding over the meeting did not allow discussion on this topic, 

ruling Sams out of order. Joseph Bryan, who was a member of the APVA Advisory 

Board as well as husband of the APVA President, then explained that the meeting had 

only been called to decide about the consecration of the memorial building. The 

APVA, since it would hold legal title to the building, would ensure it followed its 

purpose ñfor Divine Worship and for the reception of memorials to persons who have 

advanced the Glory of God, and the Good of Humanity in this Commonwealth.ò Since 

Jamestown was ñthe cradle of religious as well as of civil life in Virginia,ò Bryan 

hoped that ñthis spot and this chapel may become a sacred site in the religious life of 

our State and Country, and be an influence drawing all Christian Churches together, 

especially those who took part in the Colonial history of our Commonwealth.ò 

                                                                                                                                             

 

reflected the class distinctions at work within the APVA, with the Richmond elite 

most likely Episcopalians. President Belle Bryan and her husband were Episcopalians; 

they were married at Emmanuel Episcopal Church on Brook Road. 

82 Robinson to Galt, May 20, 1906, Folder 12, Box 9, Group IV, Galt Papers.  
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Consequently, all denominations would ñbe welcomed to hold their own religious 

services from time to time therein.ò83  

The assembled members passed the resolution. Rev. C.B. Bryan then read a 

letter from Bishop Randolph. Randolph began by lamenting that Americans had not 

appreciated the ñethical and spiritual valueò of the nationôs historical monuments, 

leading to centuries of neglect. He noted that the ñpresent generation is witnessing a 

revival of a sense of duty, to ourselves and to our children, to restore those that have 

partially survived decay and to honor those that remain.ò He applauded the ñpatriotic 

instinctsò of the APVA and other women in Virginia leading this revival. Randolph 

pointedly reminded his listeners, in the middle of a nasty conflict, that such voluntary 

efforts depended ñabsolutely upon mutual co-operationò and required, ñabove all 

things, the preservation of good feeling, of mutual concession and singleness of 

purpose.ò 

Randolph then defended the suitability of consecrating the Damesô memorial 

building. From his perspective, ñThe colonists who landed at Jamestown knew no 

other form of Church polity or worship than the old Church of England.ò The church 

that had been ñthe nurturing mother of the infant colonyò had been ñan Episcopal 

church from the birthday of nation until now.ò The Protestant Episcopal Church in the 

Diocese of Southern Virginia therefore desired, ñfrom a sense of duty, and from 

loyalty to the truth of history, to take the church at Jamestown under our care.ò 

                                                 

 
83 Minutes, APVA. The resolution did not specify whether Catholics would be 

welcomed to hold services at Jamestown, although there was a clear emphasis on the 

Protestant foundation of the colony. In any case, the APVAôs Jamestown Committee 

maintained the right to make arrangements for all services, and obviously held the 

power to deny one denomination if they chose. 
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Despite his desire to convey the truth of the past, Randolph made sweeping claims 

about the colony that probably could not be substantiated by the historical record. He 

described his own vision of Jamestown, a vision that he believed would provide a 

better foundation for patriotism in the twentieth century. 

Following the reading of Randolphôs statement, Rev. W.A.R. Goodwin, rector 

of Bruton Parish Church in Williamsburg, stated that ñhis only hope and prayer for the 

Memorial to be erected over the ruins at Jamestown is that it will forever be the 

Expression of charity and good will and a link which will bind generation after 

generation of Christian people.ò84 This statement, probably intentionally, got to the 

heart of the conflict over the memorial building. The lack of harmony between 

members of the APVA and the Colonial Dames disrupted the commemorative efforts 

of those who shared a common heritage. They had lost sight of what united them and 

let their disagreements divide their ranks. Such division was contrary to both the 

perceived legacy of the Jamestown colonists and to the goals of the preservationists. 

If, as Randolph claimed, Jamestown was the birthplace of Christianity on the 

American continent, then surely its tercentenary should be marked by Christian 

goodwill. 

After this meeting, Virginia Robinson wrote to Mary Galt and proclaimed, 

ñWe won a great victory!ò She gave credit to ñthe gentlemen who managed it allò 

without bringing on ñan explosion of ill-feeling that would have disgraced us in the 

eyes of the public forever.ò Although she accused Bishop Randolph of showing a 

ñlack of foresight in not bringing about some amicable arrangement in regard to the 
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old Jamestown Ruin long ago,ò she did declare that his letter was ñoil on the waters.ò 

In her opinion, it was necessary to adopt the ñrigid ruleò that confined the meeting to 

the question of consecration, in order to prevent endless discussion. She concluded, 

ñThe greatest good has come of this harmonious meeting, because everybody is on the 

qui vive, as to the outcome.ò Moreover, ñThe meeting has had the salutary effect of 

sorting out the factions. People are expected not only to think, but to express their 

opinions. And they do.ò The decision to consecrate the church did not, however, 

eliminate the objections to the Damesô project. Robinson reported that many people 

were offended that Conway Whittle Sams had been ruled out of order and wondered 

why the permission given to the Dames could not be put to a vote at a general 

meeting. Immediately after the meeting Robinson met a member of the Advisory 

Board outside the building. ñHe denounces the building of the church of the Dames in 

immeasured [sic] terms, although a number of his relatives are Dames,ò she informed 

Galt.85 

Even as the building plans proceeded, discontent with the governing structure 

of the APVA continued to fester. At a General Meeting called on December 4, 1906, 

Virginia Robinson read a letter from the Washington Branch, which protested ñagainst 

the bestowal of sites on Jamestown Island, James River, without consultation with the 

Branches.ò This letter was turned over to the Jamestown Committee for reply.86 This 
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Robinson reported to Galt in this same letter that an unnamed confidant assured her 

that the Dames ñdo not care how soon the APVA is broken up, because it would leave 
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and thereby leaving the memorial site to the Dames.  
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refusal on the part of the APVA officers to fully address these complaints ultimately 

led to a movement to change the organizationôs constitution. The Norfolk Branch 

requested in December 1907 an amendment to the constitution that would ñprovide for 

representation in the general meetings by delegates from the several local branches of 

the association who shall be authorized to cast the vote of each local branch upon any 

and all questions affecting the interest of the whole association.ò In discussing this 

resolution at the June 10, 1908 General Meeting, Stanard and George Bryan claimed 

that the proposal was ñinexpedient.ò Nevertheless, a committee was commissioned to 

discuss the constitution ñwith the purpose of bringing about a more equitable 

representation at meetings.ò The members of this committee were Conway Whittle 

Sams of Norfolk (who had raised the question), George Bryan of Richmond, and 

Judge Theodore S. Garnett of Norfolk. On December 21, 1908, Sams and Garnett 

submitted their proposal that a Board of Directors would replace the Central 

Committee and the Advisory Board. The board would include elected officers and at 

least one representative from each branch (proportional to membership). Most 

importantly, there would be a ñrestriction upon the power of the governing body of the 

Association, with reference to the surrender or abandonment of any rights of the 

Association in any of its property, until the same shall have received the written 

approval of a majority of the branches.ò In particular, ñAll plans regarding Jamestown, 

must first be laid for approval before the Board of Directors.ò This solution would 

give the branches ñgreater power in connection with the affairs of the Association than 

they now enjoyò and would ñobviate the most serious dissatisfaction which now 

exists.ò George Bryan did not agree with the proposed changes and submitted his own 

report. At a meeting held on March 2, 1909, the Gloucester and Washington branches 



 109 

opposed the constitutional change, while the Philadelphia, Monticello, Newington, 

Norfolk, Hampton and Williamsburg branches were in favor. After a much heated 

discussion, a new committee of five was appointed to consider the matter further.87 

This episode in the history of the APVA reveals that commemoration and preservation 

require structure. Restoring Jamestown and erecting monuments involve the 

cooperation of a variety of individuals and the expenditure of a great deal of money. 

As much as the APVA was an organization of volunteers, it had to be run in as 

businesslike and professional way as possible to reach its goals. Even as the APVA 

leaders celebrated the establishment of representative government at Jamestown, they 

were called upon to enact changes that would ensure full representation.  

The turmoil within the APVA was not the only factor complicating the 

construction of the memorial buildings on Jamestown Island. Both the NSCDA and 

the DAR had to face the challenge of completing construction in shifting economic 

contexts. This especially impacted the DAR, forcing them to change their memorial 

design. According to Lydia Pleasants Purcell, the architect Albert Huntt had suggested 

postponing building the rest house until the cool weather, instead of beginning right 

away in the summer of 1906 after securing approval from the national DAR and the 

APVA. Unfortunately, when work was ready to begin in September of 1906, the 

committee discovered that prices for material and labor had increased; the project that 

was to have cost $5,500 was inflated to $10,000. By December 11 they had 

ascertained that no contractor in Richmond, Norfolk, Williamsburg, or Hampton could 

do the work for the sum appropriated by the Daughters. Purcell consulted with 
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President McLean, who agreed that the Daughters were ñmorally boundò to erect the 

building for the APVA, but that no action could be taken without first consulting the 

other members of the memorial committee. Purcell then wrote 100 circular letters to 

the other members soliciting their opinions. She received 74 replies by the middle of 

January 1907, with the suggestion that they continue the work ñand build the very best 

house which our funds would permit.ò88 Huntt designed another building for the 

site.89 

At the February 7, 1907 meeting of the DAR National Board of Management a 

letter was sent to Purcell, recommending that if a contract had not yet been signed, the 

committee should wait until the next Congress to secure one, since it seemed the 

project needed to be discussed by all of the members again.90 At their next meeting, 

on March 6, 1907, President General McLean told the Board that the Raleigh House 

design had been given up, but that Purcell informed her that the building would be 

ready by May 11. The officers expressed concern over having the house done in time 

for the Exposition. They had hoped that it could have been completed before the 

Continental Congress on April 15, when they could have arranged for a visit to 

Jamestown for a dedication.91 
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Faced with the unpleasant task of explaining the delay to the disappointed 

members at the Congress, McLean visited Virginia to learn more about the Jamestown 

project. She informed the Board at their meeting on April 3, 1907 that Purcell had 

signed a contract. The Daughters would have to spend at least $6,000 for ñanything 

creditableò and Purcell had volunteered that her Commonwealth Chapter of the 

Virginia DAR would pay the balance not covered by the original appropriation. 

McLean assured the officers that while the modified design was ñquite different from 

what I had expected, [it was] at the same time, very attractive. I believe that the 

building will reflect credit upon our Society.ò92 The building would not be finished by 

the opening of the Exposition on April 26, but neither would the Exposition buildings, 

since construction on the grounds had also been delayed.93  

The new design was a replica of the house at Malvern Hill, ñone of the best 

specimens known of early Colonial architecture.ò94 Malvern Hill was a seventeenth-

century building in Henrico County, Virginia, on the James River. The site of a bloody 

Civil War battle in 1862, the house itself had burned in 1905.95 In rebuilding it at 

Jamestown, the DAR resurrected a Virginian landmark. Like the original design based 

on the Raleigh birthplace, the building would have a brick foundation and be stuccoed 

(figure 13). Featuring ña frontage of 60 feetò and ñone of the most unique porches,ò 
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the large rooms of the house would be furnished with ñreal Colonial furnitureò by the 

Virginia chapter of the DAR. At the same time, the house would ñbe fitted with the 

usual modern conveniencesò for visitors. The Jamestown committee endorsed this 

plan on April 17.96 Unfortunately, the house would not be finished in time for the 

opening of the Exposition, defeating its original purpose as a shelter for visitors. 

 

Figure 13 Drawing of Albert Hunttôs proposed memorial building (Courtesy of the 

National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution) 

Despite the fact that their memorial building was not completed, the Daughters 

who gathered for the Sixteenth Continental Congress in April 1907 were confident 

that their commemorative work was highly significant. Emily Hendree Park of 

Georgia, one of the Vice-Presidents General, proclaimed that the DAR had been 

responsible for a ñhistorical renaissanceò at the end of the nineteenth century and had 
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erected ñmemorials of valor, heroism, and enduranceéin bronze, marble or 

graniteéto tell the deathless story to coming generations of freemen.ò97 Park urged 

anyone who believed that America was too young to have a history to visit Jamestown 

and tread ñon ground enchanted by adventure and romance, and ennobled by heroic 

deeds.ò98 After such a visit the soul would be ñenkindled by these heroic memoirs, 

memories which place the finger of silence on the lips of the babbling present and bid 

the past to speak again.ò99 Like the other commemorators, Park believed that physical 

places could inspire Americans. The past remained alive at sites like Jamestown, 

calling individuals to recover the roots of the nation.  

Park declared that it was her privilege to ñeulogize the past of the south in the 

building of this republic.ò She wanted to disturb the complacency of New Englanders 

who viewed Plymouth as ñthe Alpha and Omega of the spirit of libertyò by reminding 

them that Jamestown was the first permanent English settlement. It was in Virginia 

that ñthe seed of the civilization of the cavalierò was planted. This was a strain of the 

national character distinct from that of the Pilgrims and Puritans of New Englandðthe 

forefathers of the Yankees.100 Park argued that the nation had to thank the South for 

the principle of representative assembly, Jefferson (and therefore the Declaration of 

Independence), and the great hero Washington.101 The commemorative work at 
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Jamestown was vital for Park and the other Daughters from the South. The 

tercentenary gave them the chance to regain their regionôs position in the nation. 

Memorialization was as important to the preservation of Anglo-Saxon society as 

patriotic education for immigrants and children.  

Unlike the Daughters, and despite the conflict over their project, the Dames 

were able to move forward with the construction of their memorial building in the 

spring of 1907 (figure 14). Edith Wendell, chairman of the executive committee of the 

Dames memorial committee, reflected that ñno report can adequately set forth the 

perplexities which the committee encountered during the process.ò She thanked 

Edmund Wheelwright for achieving ñthe desired result in the end.ò102 On March 11, 

1907 the NSCDA Jamestown Committee finally met with the APVA Jamestown 

Committee to discuss the deed of gift. The Dames gave the building to the APVA with 

the following conditions: that the APVA should maintain it; that the building ñshall be 

at all times open to divine worship, not limited to any one denomination, but to be 

used as a place of divine worship of an undenominational characterò; that only a 

reasonable admission fee would be charged to finance maintenance; that only furniture 

and objects of a ñreligious characterò would be placed in building; that the building 

would not be altered unless to conform to the original; and that no memorials would 

be placed inside without approval of a building committee that included five members 
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of the APVA and two members of the Dames. Kate Claiborne Cox was appointed as 

chairman.103 

 

Figure 14 Postcard view of the completed memorial church, 2004.341.15 (Courtesy 

of the Virginia Historical Society) 

The finished memorial church featured four commemorative tablets. The 

Dames themselves erected the largest, of green slate, with an inscription that declared 

their ñgrateful remembranceò of the ñAdventurers in Englandò and ñAncient Planters 

in Virginiaò who ñthrough evil report and loss of fortune through suffering and death 

maintained stout hearts and laid the foundations of our Country.ò Dedicated to ñthe 
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Glory of God,ò the church commemorated the tercentenary of the landing of the ñFirst 

Permanent English Settlers upon American soil.ò104 

The other three tablets commemorated specific English colonists. The 

Washington Branch of the APVA gave a brass tablet framed in marble, a copy of the 

tombstone of John Smith in St. Sepulchreôs church in London. Mrs. De Benneville 

Keim gave a marble tablet in memory of Thomas West, Lord Delaware, who was 

Governor of Virginia in 1609.105 Kate Claiborne Cox and Delia Claiborne Buckner 

gave a caenstone tablet in memory of William Claiborne, deputy governor of Virginia 

in 1653.106 Thus these elite women reinforced their status by commemorating their 

forefathers, the white men responsible for the colonyôs success. 

                                                 

 
104 Proposed inscription to be placed on Memorial Building, Secretariesô Papers, 
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The Episcopal Diocese of Virginia wanted to erect a bronze tablet to Rev. Robert 

Hunt, the first minister at Jamestown, within the church. The memorial committee 

declined this tablet, however, because its large dimensions (9x5 feet) were determined 

to be out of scale of the church. The Diocese later erected a larger memorial to Hunt, 

designed by Ralph Adams Cram, on another site of the APVA property. 
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The dedication of the memorial church took place on May 11, 1907. According 

to President Cox, ñJamestown itself greeted us like a sparkling emerald set in a cloud 

of gold.ò107 600 Damesðña peaceful army of occupationòðboarded the Pocahontas 

and sailed from Richmond to Jamestown.108 All the speakers at the ceremony 

suggested that the nation could not escape its southern roots. They argued that 

Americans should embrace their heritage and build the country on one foundation, 

putting aside any lingering animosity from the Civil War. Cox made the official 

presentation of the building to the APVA. She declared, ñNorth, South, East and West 

have built it upon Virginia soilðhave reared it with grateful and unselfish hearts, with 

fortitude and faith.ò Emphasizing the national importance of the memorial, she said, 

ñIt is the tie that binds, the voice of Thanksgiving, the expression of brotherly love. 

From near and far we gather to-day about this quaint cradle of a wonderful nation to 

present this cherished memorial whose historic value is beyond rubies, whose ethical 

value cannot be expressed.ò109 Coxôs remarks were followed by an address by 
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Thomas Nelson Page, who shared her belief in the reconciliatory power of 

commemoration. Page, a native of Virginia, popularized a romanticized depiction of 

the Old South in his short stories and novels.110 He declared, ñThis is no occasion for 

sectional or for personal self-congratulation. On this spot, at this time, such 

congratulations as we may venture to feel if properly informed, must be national and 

racial.ò From Jamestown ñwent forth the streams which have made the great ocean of 

American life, and in a way of all life which has been affected by the American 

Life.ò111 In reflecting on the dedication, Dames historian Anne Hollingsworth 

Wharton declared, ñHowever proud we may be of our respective cradles of 

libertyéwe do not hesitate to give the precedence to this earliest of cradles which was 

rocked to the rhythmic ebb and flow of the historic James.ò112  

The Dames memorial building became the focal point of the celebration of the 

actual tercentenary of the landing at Jamestown on May 13, 1907, despite the fact that 

it was too small to accommodate the attendees. The APVA officers, official 

dignitaries, and representatives of the Colonial Dames, DAR, and other patriotic 

organizations boarded two large steamers in Richmond and traveled down the James 

River to the islandða company of approximately 2,000.113 Members of the local 
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 119 

APVA branches and survivors of the 250
th
 celebration held in 1857 greeted the official 

representatives and guests, who were flanked by a company of the Richmond Light 

Infantry Blues.114 The procession entered the gates and stopped next to the memorial 

church, where a platform had been erected.115 Mary Minor Lightfoot estimated that in 

total there were between 7,000 and 8,000 people in attendance at this ñPilgrimageò; 

she claimed they formed ñan orderly, reverent company.ò116 

While the theme of the dedication of the building had been sectional reunion, 

the theme of this celebration was the bond between England and America and the 

strength of their shared Anglo-Saxon culture. These themes were not mutually 

exclusive; the emphasis on Anglo-Saxon unity facilitated reunion. The speakers could 

talk about race without actually articulating the division between white and black 

Americans or including any black Virginians in the ceremony. Tellingly, the steamers 

flew both the American and the British flags. Joseph Bryan presided over the 

ceremony. Considering that he edited the Times Dispatch of Richmond, it is no 

surprise that the paper covered the event extensively on its front page the following 

day. It applauded the ñdemocratic simplicityò of the celebration of the birth of a ñgreat 

nationò: ñWithout pomp or circumstance, with no imposing display of armed force or 
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naval strength, without the accompaniment of martial music or the dull thunder of 

triumphant salute, a patriotic band of Americans, drawn together from all parts of this 

vast country, gathered quietly as pilgrims at a holy shrine to honor the day sacred to 

the English-speaking world.ò The paper claimed the celebration was a ñfamily 

gathering.ò Both the United States and Britain were proud of ñthe achievements of 

men who, springing from the same healthy blood, have nobly upheld and advanced the 

glory and prestige of the Anglo-Saxon race.ò117 At the Jamestown Exposition in 

Hampton Roads there were warships of many nations, but only ñtwo nationsð

England and America, the mother and her offspring were present at the celebration at 

the Cradle of the Republic.ò118 

Following the opening prayer by the Right Rev. A.M. Randolph, J. Taylor 

Ellyson, Lieutenant-Governor of Virginia and husband of the APVAôs Acting 

President, introduced Governor Claude A. Swanson, who in the absence of President 

Roosevelt took precedence. Swanson was a Democrat who won the first gubernatorial 

election under the Virginia Constitution of 1902, which disenfranchised African 

Americans and poor whites.119 Swanson proclaimed that the landing at Jamestown 

was ñan event world-wide in its significance and far-reaching consequences.ò The 

island was the second of two ñsacred spotsò where ñthe great Anglo-Saxon raceéfirst 
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planted themselves and began their worldôs mission.ò The first was Ebbsfleet in 

England, where the first Anglo-Saxons arrived in Britain and began their conquest.120 

Swanson claimed the brave English colonists of the seventeenth century, following the 

path of their forbearers, ñbecame the founders of a glorious commonwealth and of a 

widespread republic, whose mighty destiny, as it unfolds, transcends the conception of 

human greatness and grandeur.ò121 Emphasizing that the Jamestown settlers shared 

the same blood as the Anglo-Saxons, Swanson noted, ñWe hope in the coming years 

the colossal power possessed by these kindred people will never again be used against 

each other in contest and strife, but will ever be invoked and used for the 

enlightenment and advancement of all mankind.ò122 Jamestown also marked the 

beginning of ñmodern England,ò since it set in motion a period of colonization which 

continued into the twentieth century.123  

Swanson claimed that the settlement of Jamestown by Anglo-Saxons with a 

love of freedom ñmarked the beginning of a social revolution which hasépermeated 

every nation of the globe.ò Rather than ñprivilege, caste, aristocracy and 

feudalisméenterprise, courage, character and capacity became the measure of 

success.ò124 The adventurous Dutch, French, Swedish, German, Irish and Scotch 
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colonists who followed the English to the New World ñformed a new raceðthe 

Americanðsuperior to them all.ò125 Swansonôs narrative provided a cultural basis for 

capitalism and notably excluded people of African descent, as well as Southern and 

Eastern Europeans. While on the surface it seemed to celebrate social change, 

Swanson clearly believed that liberty and freedom were for white races alone. 

Swanson described how the colonists conquered both nature and the native ñsavagesò: 

ñEvery step of advance from the Atlantic to the Pacific has been through danger and 

difficulties; almost every spot sanctified by courage; almost every place marked and 

made sacred by sacrifice and privation.ò126 Americans journeyed from poverty to 

wealth, from agriculture to manufacturing, from political dependency to the Monroe 

Doctrine. They advanced education and Christianity. Of the Civil War Swanson 

argued, ñThe fierce passions and enmities engendered by that conflict have 

disappeared, and we are now more so than ever one peopleðone in love of flag and 

country, one in all future destiny.ò127 The nation was now entering the height of its 

power and promise. Jamestown, Swanson proclaimed, will ñstir the souls of all 

Americans to lofty aspirations and induce them to raise the nation here founded to the 

highest pinnacles of goodness, greatness and glory.ò128 Swansonôs hope that the 

tercentenary would inspire Americans reflected the widespread belief that Anglo-
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Saxon culture was under siege. In response to this perceived threat, many white 

Americans sought to limit immigration and impose anti-miscegenation laws.129  

The guest of honor, James Bryce, British Ambassador to the United States, 

offered greetings from England. Bryce was well known for his 1888 book The 

American Commonwealth, which popularized an Anglo-Saxon history of American 

institutions. He, too, saw a parallel between Jamestown and Ebbôs Fleet. In his mind, 

the English domination of the West began at Jamestown. While the English colonists 

had the spirit of adventure that many other people shared, what set them apart was the 

ñspirit of liberty and the love of self-government,ò based in the common law of 

England.130 Bryce told his American audience that England ñis proud of you, and 

among her many achievements there is none of which she is more proud than this, that 

she laid the foundation of your vast and splendid republic.ò131 This speech reflected 

the shifting nature of international relations in the 1890s and early years of the 

twentieth century, as Great Britain and the United States began to share the same 

diplomatic interests. A promotion of a shared ethnic and cultural identity accompanied 

the cooperation necessary to reach military, economic, and political goals.132  
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The singing of ñAmericaò was followed by the reading of the tercentennial 

poem written by B.C. Moomaw, a resident of Bath County in the western part of 

Virginia. He offered ñTercentenaryò to the commemorators as a tribute for their use; 

apparently his only literary merit was that he was a loyal Virginian and patriotic 

American. He proclaimed that America was the last refuge for the oppressed, since 

there were no new lands left to discover. In consequence, Americans must ñresolutely 

face/ The final wage of battle for mankind,/ Solve every problem, justify the race,/ 

And leave the record of its woes behind;/Meet foul corruption with a noble rage,/ And 

usher in at length the Golden Age.ò All Americansðñpatriotsò and ñcomradesò rather 

than representatives of the North, South, or Westðmust ñCreate at length the western 

paradise!ò According to Moomaw, the three hundred years since Jamestown were only 

the ñrising mornò of the nation, which was called ñto mightier destinies.ò He 

triumphantly concluded that the United States would ñstand supreme and peerless in 

the world/ Until the banners of the stars are furled.ò133 

Following the benediction by the Right Rev. Robert A. Gibson, the party 

visited the colonial graveyard and entered the church. Acting President Lora Ellyson 

declared, ñThe pleasure of the day was unruffled.ò134 Perhaps what gave her the most 

pleasure was hearing her husband, Lieutenant-Governor Ellyson, thank the APVA for 

their work in his introduction of Governor Swanson, and declare, ñNor would I forget 

the other patriotic societies, who, by their generous gifts and hearty co-operation, have 
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made us again realize that whenever we want anything successfully accomplished we 

must look to the good women of our land to bring it to pass.ò135 

Five months later, on October 9, 1907, members of the DAR gathered to give 

their memorial building to the APVA (figure 15). Elizabeth Gadsby, Historian General 

of the DAR, noted that when the ladies made their ñpilgrimageò for the dedication, the 

sun shone in ñblessing.ò Calling the building the ñHouse of Rest,ò she proclaimed, ñIt 

is fitting that the womanôs hand should be the first to offer in memoriam the 

hospitality of the island.ò136 President McLean assured the DAR Board that she was 

ñmost happily impressedò with the building and sought ñto remove any lingering 

doubt any may have harbored as to its being a success. I believe we have done the 

wisest and best thing which our organization could have done under the 

circumstances.ò Visiting the island for the dedication made her appreciate the 

obstacles Lydia Purcell had faced. She found the three-hour trip to the island from the 

Exposition grounds by boat ñtiresome.ò However, she admitted, ñI found the spot far 

more impressive than I had conceived; for unfortunately we seemed to have lost sight, 

in the affairs of the building, of all that it really meant. But the moment we landed on 

the Island, all the environment lent itself to carry us back to the beginning, and I could 

see in imagination every step those pilgrims of 1607 had taken.ò McLean believed that 

the stucco building, with is green-latticed windows and ñpicturesqueò enclosed 

portico, ñlooks as if it really óbelongsô there, and I believe it is just as satisfactory as 

though it had been the Raleigh House, originally planned for our building on the 
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Island.ò The interior, with some pieces of old mahogany furniture, she found ñvery 

attractive.ò137 

 

Figure 15 Postcard view of completed DAR memorial building on Jamestown 

Island (Courtesy of the National Society of the Daughters of the 

American Revolution) 

McLean felt the transmission to the APVA was ñsimple and dignified.ò Lyon 

Gardiner Tyler, the president of the College of William and Mary, received the 

building from McLean. They stood under ña magnificent Star-Spangled Bannerò that 
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was the gift of Eliza H. Lawton Barker, Vice President General from Rhode Island, to 

the house. McLean, once again promoting national reconciliation, proclaimed, ñI felt it 

was touching for New England to send this offering, as though to bind up all old 

wounds.ò138 Mary Minor Lightfoot of the APVA received the keys from Tyler and 

paid tribute to Lydia Purcellôs work in bringing the building to completion.139 

Two days after this dedication, the Daughters gathered at the Jamestown 

Exposition for ñDAR Day.ò President McLean, who was also a member of the New 

York state commission to the Exposition, led the festivities, which were attended by 

President Tucker of the Exposition and Governor Swanson of Virginia.140 Swanson 

proclaimed, ñpure womanhood and brave manhood were the two traits of the Anglo-

Saxon race, which marked it for a great and splendid destiny, and that women held the 

world in the palms of their hands and it was they who gave the inspiration to men and 

hope to the youth who would make the country great or not.ò141 McLean in her 
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address said ñthat it was the light of womanhood which had brought to these shores 

the civilization of the country,ò alluding to the legend that on October 11, 1492 a 

native woman signaled to Columbus when he was approaching the Bahamas.142 

At their national meetings in 1908 the DAR and the NSCDA applauded 

themselves on their work at Jamestown. President Cox declared to the Dames that the 

memorial church was ña joy to all who gaze upon it.ò She elaborated, ñIts influence is 

insinuating, almost inexplicable; but with not a discord in its re-creation, the little 

church is eloquent with the voices of a period which for romance and daring courage 

has never been excelled; a day long since past, when life was simple and free, and 

when men and women had leisure to cultivate all of the exquisite amenities and 

courtesies of life which the rush of the present day sometimes tempts us to forget and 

to forego.ò143 The church served as a reminder of this past and, as Dames historian 

Anne Hollingsworth Wharton declared, fulfilled the purpose of the Dames in the 

ñbuilding up of intelligent American citizenshipò through the presentation of history. 

This task was especially valuable ñin view of the vast amount of careless and bad 

citizenship which prevails in many of our cities, and in face of the enormous 

immigrant population that is annually brought to our shores.ò144 The memorial church 

was worth the expense and hassle of its erection.145 
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The DAR rest house became the home of the lady in charge of the souvenir 

shop at Jamestown during the annual tourist season.146 In 1912 the Jamestown 

Committee of the APVA recommended that the DAR House should no longer be 

known by that name and should instead be known as ñYeardley House.ò Since the 

building was transferred to the APVA, designating it as the DAR House was a 

ñmisnomer.ò147 Sir George Yeardley was the deputy governor of the colony in 1616. 

He returned to Jamestown and established a government in 1619, intending, in the 

words of the DAR historian, ñto do away with the tyranny of petty rulers and give the 

colonists those free laws which his majestyôs subjects lived under in England.ò 

Naming the building after Yeardley reinforced Jamestownôs connection to the first 

legislative assembly in America.148 

The memorial church continued to be used for commemorative events after the 

official tercentenary.149 Yet the visitation numbers dropped off after the tercentenary 
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and the need to maintain the property and the new buildings proved to be a drain on 

APVA resources. The fund for caring for Jamestown ended 1908 with a deficit of 

$206.64.150 1909 proved to be a ñmore successful year at Jamestownò but the 

Jamestown Committee recommended that the APVA petition Virginiaôs legislature for 

an annuity to be used for the maintenance of Jamestown. They also issued an ñurgent 

appealò to all fourteen of the APVA branches for ña yearly contribution of $100.00 

towards the work of restoration at Jamestown.ò151 In addition to maintenance, the 

APVA hoped to pursue the plans for the grounds developed by landscape architect 

Warren H. Manning.152 In reading her report at the annual meeting on January 4, 

1910, Mary Minor Lightfoot, chairman of the APVA Jamestown Committee, declared, 

ñThere is nothing so gratifying as the interest which impels the visitor to leave the 

beaten track of the tourists, and give a day to Jamestownðonce visiting it interest in 
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all that it stands for in our national life; all that is lasting and beneficent that has 

eminated [sic] from it must be imperishably implanted in the heart of even the average 

tourist, therefore we welcome all to Jamestown, throughout the length and breadth of 

America.ò153  

All Americans may have been welcomed, but not all Americans chose to visit 

Jamestown. The April 1909 edition of Munseyôs Magazine, a popular national monthly 

published in New York, included a travel guide by Connecticut-born Harry Thurston 

Peck to ñFamous American Shrines.ò Peck, the Anthon Professor of Latin Language 

and Literature at Columbia University, noted that since the mid-nineteenth century, 

ñThe spirit of nationality is stronger, and there is a much keener appreciation of things 

that are both old and beautiful. Finally, we have learned to travel, to move about, and 

to make pilgrimages to places which are growing richer and mellower with suggestion 

every year.ò154 Included among the places he encouraged readers to visit were 

Concord, Bunker Hill, Faneuil Hall in Boston, Independence Hall in Philadelphia, 

Mount Vernon, Monticello, the White House of the Confederacy in Richmond, the 

Alamo, Gettysburg, and the Lincoln family cabin. Although writing just two years 

after the Jamestown Tercentenary, Peck made no mention of the Virginian colony. He 

did, however, proclaim the landing site of the Pilgrims at Plymouth, Massachusetts, a 

                                                 

 
153 ñReport of Jamestown Committee for the Year Ending December 31, 1909,ò Year 

Book of the Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities for 1908-1910 

(Richmond: William Ellis Jones, 1910), 36. 

154 Harry Thurston Peck, ñFamous American Shrines,ò Munseyôs Magazine 41:1, 

April 1909, 4. 
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site ñto be approached with reverence.ò155 As the tercentenary of the settlement of 

Plymouth approached, Jamestown once again found itself eclipsed.

                                                 

 
155 Peck, 6. 



 133 

Chapter 3 

THE PILGRIMIZATION OF PLYMOUTH: THE PILGRIM 

TERCENTENARY OF 1920-1921 

In 1912 Arthur Lord, president of the Pilgrim Society, met with the 

organizationôs trustees. The Society, founded in 1820 to preserve and protect the 

memory of the English colonists who landed at Plymouth in 1620, operated Pilgrim 

Hall, which housed a large collection of Pilgrim artifacts, and owned the land on 

Coleôs Hill, the site on the Plymouth waterfront where the Pilgrims buried their dead 

during the first winter. In his report, Lord petitioned the trustees for the authority to 

appoint a committee that would be responsible for outlining the plan and scope of the 

celebration of the three-hundredth anniversary of the Pilgrimsô landing in 1920. He 

felt that the Society should take responsibility for determining the course of the 

commemoration. His primary concern was not the formal exercises on the anniversary, 

since he trusted that there was plenty of time to put together an historical pageant 

worthy of the occasion.1 Instead, he urged the trustees to consider how the town could 

permanently mark the significance of the event, predicting that national patriotic and 

                                                 

 
1 Arthur Lord, report to the Pilgrim Society Trustees, n.d., box 8b, Pilgrim Society 

Archives, Plymouth, MA. This manuscript is undated. However, a letter to Arthur 

Lord in the same box indicates that he presented his report at the Trustees Meeting on 

June 15, 1912. At this meeting the Trustees voted that he be allowed to appoint people 

for a committee. Lordôs model for an historical pageant was the celebration in 1904 of 

the settlement of the area around the Bay of Fundy and the St. Lawrence River in 

Canada.  
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hereditary societies would want to take advantage of the tercentenary and erect 

physical memorials at the landing site and in town. Lord was especially anxious to 

learn from the errors (as he saw them) of the Jamestown commemorators. He 

applauded the preservation work completed on Jamestown Island and the memorial 

church erected by the Colonial Dames. Little else remained of ñpermanent value,ò he 

argued, despite the millions of dollars spent on the Tercentennial Exposition.  

Plymouth presented its own set of challenges to commemorators. Instead of an 

unoccupied site like Jamestown, it was an active community, with a population of 

13,045 in 1920.2 It was a diverse town, stretching from small agricultural villages in 

the south to working-class neighborhoods surrounding the Cordage Company, one of 

the worldôs leading rope-making manufactories, in the north. The heart of the 

Plymouth community was the downtown area nestled on the waterfront (figure 16). 

The business and shopping district centered on Main Street. Water Street, which ran 

parallel to Main Street along the harbor, was once home to vibrant shipping and 

fishing endeavors, which began to decline at the turn of the century. The wharves and 

counting houses still stood along the shore, which was also the location of the power 

plant owned by the Plymouth Electric Company.  

The Pilgrims landed at a site on this waterfront and to many observers its 

ñdiscreditable appearanceò detracted from the Pilgrim legacy.3 A writer for the New  

                                                 

 
2 Department of Commerce, U.S. Bureau of the Census, Abstract of the Fourteenth 

Census of the United States 1920 (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1923), p. 

60. Plymouth is the county seat of Plymouth County, which in 1920 had a population 

of 156,968 and an area of 675 square miles. It is the largest town in southeastern 

Massachusetts. 

3 Old Colony Memorial, February 25, 1921. 
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Figure 16 Map of the downtown waterfront area in Plymouth, MA, published by 

the Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission in 1921. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 

York Times noted that ña depressing sense of squalor and forlornness seizes upon the 

ardent pilgrim to the Pilgrim shrines.ò4 The first among these shrines was, of course, 

Plymouth Rock, the stone on which the Pilgrims purportedly stepped when 

disembarking from the Mayflower. Despite its symbolism, the Rock had suffered a 

series of indignities since 95-year-old Elder Thomas Faunce identified it as the landing 

place in 1741. While attempting to move it in 1774, a group of patriots broke it in two. 

In the following decades, the top rested in Town Square and then on the lawn of 

Pilgrim Hall, while the bottom remained on the waterfront and was nearly covered by 

a wharf. In 1880, the two pieces were reunited under the canopy that had been 

                                                 

 
4 ñThe Pilgrim Tercentenary,ò New York Times, January 28, 1917. 
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designed by Hammatt Billings and built over the bottom half in 1867. Reduced in size 

by the trauma of its travels and by the chisels of souvenir-seekers, the Rockôs only 

distinguishing feature was the ñ1620ò carved on it.5 In 1920 the Billings structure 

looked out-of-place on the waterfront, despite efforts to clear some of the commercial 

and shipping buildings away from it (figures 17, 18, and 19). Essayist Winthrop 

Packard lamented that the waterfront was ñugly with rough wharves and coal pockets, 

store-houses and factories.ò6 The landing place failed to inspire visitors with visions of 

the disembarkment because the famous rock itself was so removed from the sea. 

Packard expressed his concern that Plymouthôs physical landscape turned the townôs 

founders into objects of amusement, rather than respect. He noted that at the sight of 

the rock beneath its ñmonstrous granite canopy,ò one ñis inclined to levity, wondering 

where the landing party got the gang plank which bridged such a distance.ò7 

Lord acknowledged ñthat the conditions about the Rock and along the shore 

are such that some substantial improvement is indispensable if we would avoid in the 

future the severe criticism of the past and remove that feeling of disappointment which 

seems to be present with every visitor to Plymouth when he takes his first view of the 

Rock and shore.ò8 Lordôs suggestion was that the Pilgrim Society should serve as a 

vetting committee of all possible contributions. If an outside group wanted to give 

                                                 

 
5 John Seelye, Memoryôs Nation: The Place of Plymouth Rock (Chapel Hill: The 

University of North Carolina Press, 1998), 538. 

6 Winthrop Packard, ñForefathersô Day,ò in Old Plymouth Trails (Boston: 1920), 41. 

7 Packard, 41. 

8 Lord, Report to Pilgrim Society Trustees. 
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something to the town, leaving their mark on the landscape for all posterity, then Lord 

and his colleagues would be there to suggest appropriate gifts that would together 

create ña fitting and enduring memorial of the great event.ò9 

 

Figure 17 Detail from a birdôs-eye view of Plymouth published in 1882, depicting 

the proximity of the town wharves and industrial buildings to the Billings 

canopy on the waterfront. (Courtesy of the Plymouth Antiquarian 

Society) 

Lord was not alone in his desire to create a memorial landscape at Plymouth. 

On December 11, 1916, artist Walter Gilman Page addressed the Joint Committee on 

Cooperation in Patriotic Work, an attempt to orchestrate the work of various societies 

in Massachusetts, at the Old State House in Boston. As early as 1912, Page had called  

                                                 

 
9 Ibid. 
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Figure 18 Detail from an illustration of Plymouth in 1919, depicting the waterfront 

after an initial effort to clear the area around the Rock and portions of 

Coleôs Hill. (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, 

Massachusetts) 

 

Figure 19 Souvenir image from 1919 of the Billings canopy, looking out to the 

harbor. (Authorôs personal collection) 
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for the formation of an official commission to plan the celebration of the Pilgrim 

Tercentenary. Now, he wanted to express his concern over the proposal, made by 

Governor Samuel W. McCall among others, that there should be an international 

exposition in Boston to celebrate the tercentenary.10 Page argued that such an event 

would be an inappropriate mode of commemoration, ñtotally out of harmony with the 

Pilgrim tradition.ò Protesting the commercialization that would undoubtedly result 

from an exposition, he called instead for the creation of a memorial park around 

Plymouth Rock, so ñthat the things of the Spirit manifested in outward form may be 

seen, to give hope and inspiration to the American of to-day and to-morrow.ò In the 

face of international conflict and domestic tensions, Page emphasized that ñat no time 

in our history have we more need to hark back to the times we seek to commemorate 

and find therein a fresh inspiration and renewed strength to conform ourselves more in 

harmony with the Rock upon which our Nation stands.ò11  

Nearly all of the commemoration proposals included a plan for the 

redevelopment of the Plymouth waterfront and the beautification of the area around 

the Rock. According to the commemorators, the townôs current size and inconvenient 

location were irrelevant compared to its significance as Americaôs putative birthplace. 

Authenticity of place was more important than any other consideration. The Pilgrims 

landed in Plymouth; therefore, modern pilgrims should return to Plymouth to 

rediscover the foundation of the American nation. Yet no one could deny that 

                                                 

 
10 ñM

c
Call Urges Fair on Pilgrimsô Anniversary,ò Boston Morning Journal, March 30, 

1916. 

11 Walter Gilman Page, Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission Records, 1912-1919, 

Massachusetts Historical Society: Ms. S-753. 
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Plymouth was not equipped to host a celebration of nationalðsome would say 

internationalðimportance. The mythic Rock was still there, to be sure, but there were 

few other reminders of the townôs founders at the landing site itself. The Pilgrim 

Society dedicated an imposing granite memorial, the National Monument to the 

Forefathers, in 1889, but it stood on a hill about a mile northwest of the waterfront 

(figure 20). Just as Americans needed to embrace Pilgrim values, the landscape of 

Plymouth itself had to be Pilgrimized. ñPilgrimizationò is a term that other scholars 

have used to describe the process of presenting people, events, or causes as an 

extension of the Pilgrim legacy, which interprets them as the first and greatest lovers 

of democracy and freedom in America. I extend the use of this term to include 

changes made to the physical landscape.12 A redesigned waterfront would, to borrow 

from Page, be an outward manifestation of the Pilgrim Spirit. Once created, this 

landscape of memory would serve as a sacred place and instill Pilgrim values and 

virtues in twentieth-century Americans.13 

The Pilgrimization of the Plymouth waterfront centered on two areas: the 

Pilgrimsô landing site at the Rock and their source of fresh water, known as Town  

                                                 

 
12 Joseph Conforti describes how mid-nineteenth-century New Englanders attempted 

ñto disentangle from Puritanismôs complex history those patterns and 

accomplishments that were of a piece with the Pilgrimsô republican record.ò Conforti, 

Imagining New England: Explorations of Regional Identity from the Pilgrims to the 

Mid-Twentieth Century (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2001), 189. 

John Seelye also uses the term when describing how abolitionists connected their 

movement to the Pilgrims, who they claimed exemplified the pursuit of civil and 

religious liberties. See Seelye, Memoryôs Nation, 218.  

13 For a broader discussion of landscape development in New England, see Blake 

Harrison and Richard W. Judd, eds., A Landscape History of New England 

(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2011). 
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Figure 20 The National Monument to the Forefathers at Plymouth, dedicated in 

1889, did not adequately interpret the Pilgrim legacy because of its 

distance from the landing site. (Library of Congress, Prints & 

Photographs Division, Detroit Publishing Company Collection, LC-DIG-

det-4a27693) 

Brook. Whereas at Jamestown the APVA had battled with the federal government and 

national organizations for control of its property, the Pilgrim sites in Plymouth fell 

under the jurisdiction of two very different types of commemorators. The 

Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission took control of the landing site and, 

with federal funding, created a formal state park. The Town Brook remained town 

property, but a wealthy outsider, Edith Emerson Forbes, paid for and orchestrated its 

restoration. The creation of memorial landscapes by these two groups reflects different 

visions for Pilgrimizing the waterfront. The representatives of the state wanted to 

implement a grand monumental design that would mark Plymouth as a national 
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landmark. Forbes, who derived the right to commemorate from her privileged status 

and private money, wanted to domesticate the landscape by transforming it into a 

garden. Both commemorative paths involved complicated negotiations between local 

and out-of-town power holders.  

The federal and state commissions created to orchestrate the commemoration 

of the tercentenary directed the redevelopment of the landing site on the waterfront. 

The federal government appropriated $300,000 for moving the Rock and resetting it 

on the waterfront, improving the shore, and preserving the early burying ground on 

Coleôs Hill, while the state of Massachusetts secured a similar amount for the 

commemorative events.14 The infusion of so much outside money removed aesthetic 

control from local hands; once the land became the stateôs property, any memorials 

erected on it had to be approved by the state art commission, rather than the town. 

Plymouth is only about 40 miles south of Boston. The state capital, settled ten years 

after Plymouth in 1630, quickly surpassed it as the regionôs cultural, economic, and 

political center. Just as Bostonians dominated Massachusetts politics, they wielded 

great influence over the commemoration. The chairman of the state commission was 

Louis K. Liggett, founder of the Rexall drug store chain and a resident of Chestnut 

Hill, a wealthy community just outside of downtown Boston. Dr. Charles W. Eliot, the 

chairman of the federal Pilgrim Tercentenary Committee, came from an elite New 

England family and was President Emeritus of Harvard University.15  

                                                 

 
14 ñTo Reset Plymouth Rock,ò New York Times, September 15, 1920. The 

appropriation also covered the restoration of Burial Hill, the site of the Pilgrimsô fort. 

This dissertation will focus only on the redevelopment of the waterfront. 

15 ñPlan 100 Per Cent. Pilgrim Memorial,ò New York Times, July 18, 1920. 
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Even the members of these commemorative bodies who resided in Plymouth 

were closely affiliated with Bostonôs elite. Arthur Lord took a leading role in the 

Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission because his background allowed 

him to serve as a bridge between local and outside commemorators. A native of 

Plymouth, Lord graduated from Harvard and practiced law in Boston and in Plymouth. 

During his career he served in the Massachusetts Legislature and as vice president of 

the American Bar Association and president of the Massachusetts Bar Association. In 

addition to his work with the Pilgrim Society, he was involved with the Massachusetts 

Historical Society, the American Antiquarian Society, and was a fellow of the 

American Academy of Arts and Sciences. He published several volumes on the 

Pilgrims and was regarded as an authority on the subject.16 In the years leading up to 

1920 he placed himself in positions that would allow him to wield influence on the 

development of Plymouth, including serving as the chairman of the townôs planning 

board.  

In his 1912 report to the Pilgrim Society, Lord cautioned the trustees to 

consider how local residents used the site. Any redevelopment plan should ñnot 

unduly interfere with the necessary uses which this community make of the water 

front.ò A successful memorial park would benefit the people of Plymouth and ñat the 

same time present to the visitors a more attractive environment and one more 

suggestive of the scene which we seek there to commemorate.ò17 Yet the interests of 

the out-of-town boosters of the Pilgrim heritage often diverged from those of the local 

                                                 

 
16 ñArthur Lord, Lawyer, Dies in Boston at 74,ò New York Times, April 11, 1925. 

17 Lord, Report to Pilgrim Society Trustees. 
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businesspeople and residents. By focusing on how to best make Plymouth a shrine to 

the Pilgrims, the state commemorators overlooked the day-to-day needs of a living 

community. They assumed that Plymoutheans would jump at the opportunity to 

destroy a landscape that had, until recently, been the economic heart of their town.  

 Charged with the task of outlining a plan for the commemoration, the 

Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission of 1917 made the redevelopment of 

Plymouth its priority. The report called for the ñpermanent alteration and improvement 

of the water front on both sides of the Rock by the removal of unsightly wharves, coal 

sheds and other buildings.ò18 The Commission also proposed that the state move the 

houses along Coleôs Hill and return the Rock to its original location, where it would be 

covered by a new canopy.19 The space around the Rock, once cleared, would serve as 

the stage for the grand pageant that the Commission envisioned as the centerpiece of 

the commemoration. This pageant would depict the progress of New England and the 

nation, emphasizing that ñindividual liberty under wise and tolerant lawsò was the 

Pilgrimsô ñgift to posterity.ò20 The commemorators sought to craft a national identity 

through both place and performance. The landing site would be memorialized and the 

Pilgrim story would be reenacted and dramatically connected to the larger American 

story. The landscape would come alive through commemorative activities. 

                                                 

 
18 Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission, Report of the Pilgrim 

Tercentenary Commission (Boston: Wright and Potter Printing Company, 1917), 5. 

19 Ibid, 5. 

20 Ibid, 26.  
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The utilitarian need for a performance space and the desire to attract visitors to 

Plymouth for the commemoration were not the Commissionôs only motivations for 

redeveloping the waterfront. The Plymouth commemorators, like those at Jamestown, 

assumed that environment could shape identity and character. Even when the 

ephemeral tercentenary activities ended, the town would still have a new state park, 

which would serve as a permanent, physical memorial to the Pilgrims. According to 

one supporter of the Commissionôs plans, the ñchanges in the central part of the 

townéwill make for its beauty and for the reservation for all time of spots made 

sacred by Pilgrim history.ò21 Returning Plymouth to its (imagined) seventeenth-

century appearance would provide a connection to the past. Once restored and 

preserved, the landscape itself could instill virtue in visitors and residents alike by 

reminding them of the Pilgrim heritage.  

The need to teach American values to the nationôs citizens seemed extremely 

urgent to many white Americans in the early twentieth century, as immigration 

reached record levels and new political ideologies, particularly socialism, seemed to 

threaten American democracy. According to the 1920 census, 13,920,692 residents, 

13.2% of the total population, were foreign born.22 Moreover, these immigrants were 

mostly from southern and eastern Europe, culturally and physically distinctive from 

Anglo Americans and earlier northern European immigrants. In 1910, 37.5% of 

Americaôs foreign-born population was from Russia, Austria-Hungary, Italy, and other 

southern and eastern European countries; in 1860 this same group had only accounted 

                                                 

 
21 ñVarious Projects Underway for Anniversary of Landing of Pilgrims,ò Old Colony 

Memorial, July 11, 1919. 

22 Abstract of the Fourteenth Census of the United States, 96-97. 
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for 1.2%.23 Plymouth itself was home to people of many nationalities, including 

German, Irish, eastern European Jews, and Cape Verdeans. By 1910 ten percent of 

Plymouthôs population was Italian by birth.24 One of these Italian immigrants was 

Bartolomeo Vanzetti, who lived in Plymouth and worked as a fish peddler at the time 

of his arrest for double murder in the spring of 1920. Vanzetti was accused with fellow 

Italian immigrant and anarchist Nicola Sacco of committing murder during a robbery 

in Braintree, Massachusetts; their trial, and eventual electrocution in 1927, divided the 

country. In Facing the Chair, novelist John Dos Passos sought to gain support for 

Vanzetti; he described the paradox of living in this birthplace of America as an Italian. 

He imagined Vanzetti going around town selling fish, remembering how ñthree 

hundred years before, men from the west of England had first sailed into the grey 

shimmering bay that smelt of woods and wild grape, looking for something; 

liberty...freedom to worship God in their own manner...space to breathe.ò25 During the 

postwar Red Scare, anxiety about Bolshevism, labor unrest, and domestic bombings 

provided a sharp contrast with the celebration of the Pilgrims as the founders of 

American republicanism.26  

                                                 

 
23 Maldwyn Allen Jones, American Immigration (Chicago: University of Chicago 
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Many promoters of the tercentenary supported immigration restriction and 

Americanization programs for the foreign-born population already in the country. 

Representative of this group was James Phinney Baxter, the president of the New 

England Historic Genealogical Society, who argued that the Pilgrim story ñmust be 

cherished and preserved if [the United States] is to lead as the exemplar of Liberty, 

Justice, and Brotherhood, among the nations of the world.ò27 In 1917, he urged the 

commemorators to build a ñNew England Pantheon,ò which would memorialize ñthe 

principles and achievements of the pioneers whose ideals were the seed of free 

governmentò in America.28 Made of New England materials and by New England 

artists and builders, it would symbolize ñstrength, dignity, and simplicityò as it 

depicted the chief events of New England history. Baxter longed for a restoration of 

New Englandôs cultural hegemony. The memorial in Plymouth would remind visitors 

of the regionôs greatness and serve as ña most effective method of instruction to the 

masses who would throng its pictorial halls.ò29 He did not specify who would actually 
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visit this memorial, but he implied that it could be used for educating immigrants who 

were in danger of being led astray by un-American ideologies. He declared that the 

Pilgrimsô ñprinciples have been wrought into our National Constitution, which the 

International Workers of the World and their allies would destroy, and substitute in its 

place a thing of their own in which License would take the place of Liberty, Class 

Favoritism, of Equality, and the Nullification of Property Rights, of Justice.ò30 Like 

the members of the Tercentenary Commission, Baxter believed that memorialsðas 

much as politicians, teachers, and social workersðcould educate people about what it 

meant to be an American. For them, true Americans upheld conservative principles 

and politics. 

Perhaps inspired by Baxter, John Ripley Freeman submitted a plan for the 

Plymouth waterfront to the Tercentenary Commission in 1916 (figure 21). Freeman, a 

civil engineer based in Providence, Rhode Island, had secured his reputation as Chief 

Engineer of the Charles River Dam Commission in Boston. He noted that he was 

deeply ñimpressed with the importance of making Plymouth Rock a shrine within 

worthy surroundings and a place that it will be pleasant for young and old to visit and 

visit repeatedly.ò Plymouth was unique as a place ñrich in memories for rekindling the 

patriotic fire and for quickening the inspiration toward the highest ideal in American 

life.ò His plan featured a ñmore worthy canopyò over the Rock, a ñbeautiful, clean 

little boat harbor,ò a parkway, and a temple. Freeman believed that commercial and 

industrial activities should be limited to the north of his proposed municipal wharf, 
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while the shores to the south should be reserved for ñhigh grade residential 

purposes.ò31 

 

Figure 21 Study for a temple to be placed over Plymouth Rock by John Freeman, 

1916 (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, Massachusetts) 

In its proposal for the re-landscaped waterfront, the Massachusetts Pilgrim 

Tercentenary Commission included an illustration of a grand memorial that would 

have fulfilled Baxterôs vision, had it been constructed. Designed by the Boston 

architectural firm of Parker, Thomas & Rice, the memorial shared many of the design 

features suggested by Freeman (figure 22). The committee members suggested that it 

would be desirable to build a permanent memorial hall on Coleôs Hill in the center of 

Plymouth. Designed in the ñextreme simplicityò of the classical style and constructed 

of New England granite, the monument would cost a projected $600,000 and would  

                                                 

 
31 John R. Freeman, Plan for Celebration of Landing of Pilgrims, 1916, Pilgrim 

Society Archives, Plymouth, MA. 
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Figure 22 Proposed memorial building by Parker, Thomas & Rice, as featured in 

the report of the Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission, 1917. 

include a gallery of awe-inspiring murals depicting key scenes from American 

history.32 Granite steps would lead down to the Rock by the waterôs edge, completing 

the reminder that ñhere was established the first town government and was laid the 

foundation of free democratic institutions in America.ò33 It does not seem that anyone 

questioned the appropriateness of building a temple in the style of Romeôs Pantheon to 

enshrine a group of devoted Protestants. Though its association with pagan worship 

would have scandalized those it meant to honor, the memorial complemented the 
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classical trend in American civic architecture during the twentieth century, just as the 

Billings canopy, though reminiscent of a baldachino placed over an altar in a Catholic 

church, had suited the Gothic Revival tastes of mid-nineteenth-century Americans. 

Even more than the style of the monument, the Pilgrims certainly would not have 

condoned the practice of treating the Rock as a sacred relic and encouraging 

pilgrimages to it.  

Plans, of course, change. Stalled by the world war, the state did not find the 

time or money to build a memorial according to these proposals. The beautification 

project was far from complete on the actual three-hundredth anniversary of the landing 

on December 21, 1920, despite federal funding to pay for clearing the waterfront and 

moving the Rock. Property owners caused delays by demanding that they be 

adequately reimbursed for their land, which the state acquired through eminent 

domain. According to officials, these demands were ñexcessive.ò34 Even though the 

commemorators liked to present the Pilgrims as early proponents of property rights, 

their desire to make a public park overshadowed any qualms they felt about taking 

private property on the waterfront. The owners, however, felt justified in asking for 

the full value of their property and often accused the members of the Pilgrim 

Tercentenary Commission of being dishonest and duplicitous. Anthony Atwood, who 

owned a house at the corner of Carver and Middle Streets, believed that the 

Commission, in order to clear the top of Coleôs Hill, planned to take a portion of his 

land, turn his house ninety degrees so that it no longer faced the ocean, and pay him 

$3,000 for any damages sustained. To his surprise, he received notice that he had the 
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option of receiving $8,000 for his house, which would be demolished, or face 

condemnation proceedings. On July 9, 1920 he wrote to the Commission, ñI have 

lived in that house for the past twenty-five years, and I had hoped that I might end my 

days there. I feel that the exigencies of the Tercentenary Celebration do not require 

your adopting the extreme measure of taking my home from me.ò Atwood said he 

would accept nothing less than $12,500 should the Commission continue in its resolve 

to take the whole property. Commanded to vacate the property on August 28, he did 

not actually leave until October 13.35 Although Congress appropriated the funds for 

the redevelopment in May 1920, work did not get underway until September. The 

severity of a New England winter slowed progress even more in the early months of 

1921.  

Outside observers expressed frustration at these delays, feeling that the 

opportunities presented by the event might be lost. The author Grace Ellery Channing, 

granddaughter of William Ellery Channing, the founder of the American Unitarian 

Church, wrote to the Old Colony Memorial on September 24, 1920 after visiting the 

town and observing the deplorable state of Burial Hill, the site of the Pilgrimsô fort 

(figure 23). Echoing the rhetoric of the commemorators, she declared that Plymouth 

was a ñshrineò and that the tercentenary would make it ña place of national 

pilgrimage.ò36 Much to her indignation, however, Plymoutheans were not taking 

advantage of this priceless opportunity to display their reverence for the past. On her  
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Figure 23 Souvenir image from 1919 of the top of Burial Hill. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 

visit to Burial Hill she observed people lounging on benches placed over graves, 

visitors eating picnic lunches, and men selling guidebooks and souvenirs. She warned, 

ñIf Plymouthéwill invite and encourage strangers to sit on her gravesðthe graves of 

the very people they have travelled so far to do homage toðthose strangers will carry 

away a lessened respect both for the grave and for Plymouth, but alsoðand here is the 

gravity,ðfor America herself.ò37 According to Channing, the condition of physical 

landmarks reflected the strength of the nationôs ideals. She urged the townôs residents 

to make Plymouth ña source from which once more will flow the renewed American 

spirit.ò38 Both foreign-born and young Americans would be inspired to greater 
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devotion once they witnessed ñthe reverence with which that Past is guarded and 

preservedò in Plymouth.39 

Anxious to implement their vision of a beautified Plymouth in time for the 

pageant in the summer of 1921, state officials failed to fully plan out the 

redevelopment before setting it in motion. In some instances, the Massachusetts 

Tercentenary Committee neglected to utilize local knowledge. The plan for the 

memorial park included a new wharf at the northern end that would be used as a 

steamboat landing for visitors arriving from Boston or Provincetown. The 

Commission awarded a $74,400 contract to the Aberthaw Construction Company of 

Boston for constructing the wharf and dredging a channel leading to it. However, they 

did not know until the project was underway that the townôs main outfall sewer lay in 

the path of the new wharf. Dredging a channel there required alterations to the 

drainage system, which added to the total expenses.40 Moreover, contrary to official 

condemnation, many structures that were torn down on the waterfront were far from 

derelict. The Powers Brothers of Brockton, contractors for the remodeling of Pilgrim 

Wharf, had trouble with dismantling the existing wharf because its timbers were held 

so firmly in place. They had to resort to dynamiting them in order to loosen them up 

so the steam excavators could remove them.41  

In their enthusiasm for the state memorial park, the Committee also failed to 

take into account the interests of businesses in its footprint. Many of the outside 
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commemorators operated on the assumption that beautifying Plymouth would ensure a 

vibrant tourist industry that could support the town in the future. However, supporters 

of redevelopment failed to consider the seasonal nature of tourism. Plymoutheans 

faced difficult decisions about land use. They had to make sure that a Pilgrimized 

Plymouth could still serve their basic needs. Business owners evicted from properties 

on Water Street had to find new premises and relocate while maintaining their existing 

clientele.42 Town leaders had to grapple with the question of what would replace the 

seven wharves being torn out from the waterfront. Should commemoration and 

tourism take precedence over year-round activities, such as the distribution of coal? 

Once the state acquired the land on the waterfront, it came under the 

jurisdiction of the Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission and town officials 

no longer had any control over how the space was used. Chairman William T. 

Eldridge of the Plymouth Board of Selectmen presented a petition at the State House 

on January 18, 1921, asking that the town be given the right to take land for wharves 

and a public landing. He argued that the Massachusetts Pilgrim Tercentenary 

Commission ñhas taken practically all of the most useful water frontage available for 

business purposes the town hadò and made ñno provision for coal, fish and other 

commodities to reach the shore.ò43 Moreover, by removing the existing piers the 

Committee rendered ñnearly uselessò the dredged basin and channel that the federal 

government constructed in the harbor only fifty years earlier. Representatives of the 

Committee responded that it was ñpowerless to do any more than óbeautifyô Plymouth 
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and business interests under that construction will have to work for themselves and the 

town as a whole will have to get busy along the same lines.ò44 Clearly the 

commemorators cared more for the Pilgrim memory than for the townôs best interests.  

Opposition and support of the memorial plans often depended on individualsô 

perception of their own monetary advantage. Some locals, of course, stood to benefit 

from the redevelopment and joined in complaining about the delays. With the removal 

of the old, polluting and unsightly industries, some residents would gain coveted 

ocean views. This would have certainly benefited the Plymouth Rock Hotel on the top 

of Coleôs Hill. 

Another problem facing the commemorators was the lack of an overarching 

plan for the memorial park. The state cleared the waterfront but the actual memorials 

that decorated the site came from national patriotic organizations. These groups raised 

funds, hired sculptors and architects, designed their memorials, and then waited for the 

waterfront to be ready for their erection and dedication. Over a dozen memorials were 

at various stages of completion around the town in 1920 and 1921 (see table 2). Arthur 

Lord took primary responsibility for fielding proposals, but the Tercentenary 

Commission did not have an official plan for coordinating their design or their 

placement in the memorial park. The artists who designed individual monuments did 

not understand their broader memorial context. The prestigious New York 

architectural firm of McKim, Mead, and White designed three memorials for the 

waterfront: the new portico for Plymouth Rock, a sarcophagus to hold a collection of 

what were believed to be Pilgrim bones, and a fountain dedicated to the memory of the 
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Memorial  Location Erected By Dedicated On 

Replica of 1770 

powder house 

Burial Hill Massachusetts Society of the 

Sons of the American 

Revolution 

October 12, 1920 

Granite seat Coleôs Hill Pennsylvania Society of New 

England Women 

August 31, 1921 

Statue of Massasoit  Coleôs Hill Improved Order of Red Men September 5, 1921 

Pilgrim sarcophagus Coleôs Hill Society of Mayflower 

Descendents 

September 8, 1921 

Sundial Pilgrim Hall Society of Colonial Daughters 

of the 17
th
 Century 

September 9, 1921 

Fountain Pilgrim Hall General Society of the 

Daughters of the Revolution 

September 20, 1921 

British cannon  Burial Hill  Ancient and Honorable Artillery 

Company of London and 

Massachusetts 

October 4, 1921 

Stained-glass 

windows 

Pilgrim Hall Commonwealth of 

Massachusetts Chapter, 

Daughters of Founders and 

Patriots of America 

October 12, 1921  

Plymouth Rock 

portico  

Pilgrim Memorial 

State Park 

National Society of Colonial 

Dames of America 

November 29, 1921 

Granite portico  Pilgrim Hall New England Society in the 

City of New York 

July 8, 1922 

Bench dedicated to 

daughters who 

arrived on the ship 

Anne in 1623 

Brewster Garden Daughters of the American 

Colonists 

August 10, 1923 

The Pilgrim Maiden  Brewster Garden National Society of New 

England Women 

September 4, 1924 

Fountain to the 

Women of the 

Mayflower  

Corner of North and 

Water Streets 

National Society of the 

Daughters of the American 

Revolution 

June 24, 1925  

Table 2 Memorials erected in Plymouth for the Pilgrim Tercentenary 

women of the Mayflower. One of the architects of this firm, William Mitchell Kendall, 

suggested that the waterfront work be arranged in a way that made sense as a whole. ñI 

am rather in the dark about what it is proposed to do in Plymouth,ò he explained to 

Lord in September 1920, ñand, as you know, I have been making certain suggestions 
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from time to time, with a view of co-ordinating [sic] the different projects.ò45 

Kendallôs overall goal was ñto bring those different memorials into some definite 

relation, so that they will enhance each other and be part of a plan with some unity to 

it.ò46 None of the plans he proposed, however, were ever implemented, and the 

various memorials were placed without reference to each other. 

A second landscape on the waterfront offered an alternate memorial vision to 

the stateôs park. While the Massachusetts Tercentenary Commission oversaw the 

redevelopment of the waterfront around Plymouth Rock, private citizens, with the 

support of town officials, concentrated on the clean-up and beautification of the area 

around Town Brook (labeled on figure 16). Plymouthôs Town Brook, like the Rock, 

boasted a close association with the Pilgrims. A source of fresh water for the 

Wampanoags, the colonists also relied on what William Bradford described as ña very 

sweet brook [that] runs under the hillside, and many delicate springs of as good water 

as can be drunk.ò47 Plymouthôs first street (renamed Leyden Street in 1823 after the 

Pilgrimsô home in Holland48) rose to the top of the hill, paralleling the brook and 

anchoring the townôs center for centuries. Because it connected Billington Sea and 

other inland ponds with the harbor, Town Brook became the site of a series of dams 

and water-powered mills and factories in the nineteenth century. Decades of 

                                                 

 
45 William Mitchell Kendall to Arthur Lord, September 9, 1920, folder 203, Arthur 

Lord Papers, Pilgrim Society Archives, Plymouth, MA (hereafter cited as Lord 

Papers). 

46 Kendall to Cyrus Dallin, September 25, 1920, folder 203, Lord Papers. 
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48 ñOld Plymouth Streets,ò Old Colony Memorial, April 13, 1912. 
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industrialization made the area unrecognizable as a colonial landmark. In 1920, 

essayist Winthrop Packard noted that instead of ñthe primeval forests of pine and oakò 

that the Pilgrims encountered, factories and dwellings lined Town Brook, whose 

ñwaters leap one dam after another, but cannot escape pollution till their dark tide 

mingles with that of the clear sea.ò49  

The eastern end of Town Brook, where it emptied into Plymouth Bay, was 

diverted from its natural course by a dam erected by Josiah Robbins in 1821. Robbins 

founded the Robbins Cordage Company at some point before 1817; it was 

incorporated in 1821. The companyôs dam flooded the tidal marshes on either side of 

the Brook, creating a large pond. The mill gate at the mouth of the brook shut out the 

harbor waters and allowed Robbins to tap into the water power.50 He built a 

ropewalkða long, narrow building where fibers would be laid out and then twisted 

into ropeðthat extended along Town Brook and over what became known as 

ñRopewalk Pondò (figure 24). While the Robbins Cordage Company went out of 

business around 1862,51 the ropewalk continued to be used by other industries. The 

segment of the ropewalk that stood near Water Street was home to the E. & J. C. 

Barnes Company, founded in 1864, manufacturer of cooperage for cranberry barrels, 

nail kegs, and salt fish barrels. Business suffered from the decrease in fishing and the 
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 160 

introduction of cardboard boxes in the early twentieth century, and the company 

stopped operating when commemorators proposed to tear down the ropewalk structure 

during the waterfront redevelopment.52 

 

Figure 24 Postcard view of ñRopewalk Pondò prior to restoration of the Town 

Brook. (Authorôs personal collection) 

Plymouthean Fred A. Jenks lived beside Ropewalk Pond for thirty years, a 

witness to its polluted condition. After a lifetime of fishing in it, skating and sailing on 

it, and falling into it, he could ñtestify that it was a dirty mess of water.ò In his 

opinion, Town Brook was ña sewer for the mills and neighborhood of Summer Streetò 

and the pond ña catch basin for the sewer.ò The ñsparkling waterò of the natural 

springs in the area ñflowed into a very dirty pond not improved by the decline of 
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business along the brook, which became the receptacle of many things not wanted. 

The óSweet Brooksô of which Gov. Bradford speaks were at the source, but not after 

they entered Ropewalk Pond.ò53  

While many people, like Jenks, acknowledged the sad condition of the Town 

Brook, only one group sought to change it. The Plymouth Womanôs Club, like other 

womenôs organizations across the country during the Progressive era, worked for the 

community by lobbying and engaging in projects for the publicôs good, at a time when 

they did not have the vote. While some middle-class women joined garden clubs to 

pursue the beautification of their communities, others had broader reform goals, such 

as ensuring child welfare and regulating female labor policies.54  

Dr. Helen F. Pierce (1861-1953) led the Plymouth Womanôs Club in the 

campaign to restore the Town Brook to its colonial condition. Known affectionately as 

ñDoctor Nellie,ò she was born on a farm in Manomet, the Plymouth village south of 

the town center. When she was a teenager, her father, Melza Pierce, was unable to 

work due to sudden blindness, leaving her mother, Abbie, as the familyôs breadwinner, 

and Nellie in charge of the housework. It would have been easy for her to leave school 

and take care of her family. However, she was determined to complete her high school 

education and school officials made special arrangements so that she could do so. She 

graduated from Plymouth High School in 1878. After several years spent teaching in 

the Plymouth area, she decided to become a doctor and entered Boston University, 
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completing a four-year course of study in three years. She became resident physician 

at La Salle Seminary in Cambridge, but had to leave her position after a fall from a 

platform at Boston Symphony Hall left her with a severe spinal injury. For six years 

she was confined to a wheel chair. By 1893 she had fully recovered from her injury 

and opened her practice in Plymouth.55  

Pierce, who never married, became an active member of the Plymouth 

community. She was a member of the committee involved with the building of the 

townôs Jordan Hospital and a member of the original staff when it opened. When her 

chauffeur was called to serve during World War I, she purchased an electric 

automobile and drove herself. Her service to the town included 21 years as the 

president of the Plymouth Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children.56 In a 

tribute written at the time of her death, Plymouth Womanôs Club member Mrs. 

Edward R. Belcher noted that ñeven in the midst of her busy professional life, she 

gave unstintingly to any effort which would make Plymouth a better town in which to 

live.ò57 Her local authority derived in part from her heritage: she was ñof old Puritan 

stock and descendant of the early Pilgrims.ò58 
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In 1914 Dr. Pierce became chair of the Civics Committee of the Plymouth 

Womanôs Club, and in this role she developed an interest in improving the appearance 

of Town Brook. The impetus was not the upcoming tercentenary festivities, but rather 

the creation of Main Street Extension. In 1914 the town leaders, attempting to assuage 

the pressure on traffic from the increased number of automobiles, extended Main 

Street straight over the Town Brook, removing several buildings and erecting a new 

bridge. Prior to this change, traffic heading south on Main Street, Plymouthôs foremost 

thoroughfare, had to jog west briefly at the intersection with Leyden Street before 

continuing straight to the south on Sandwich Street (figure 25). Dr. Pierce believed 

that the new bridge (figure 26) had ñshown up the blemishes of Town Brook and its 

shores.ò59 The other members of the Civics Committee shared her concerns that 

ñsomething should be done to make Town Brook and its borders less unsightly.ò60 

The clubwomen invited the Chamber of Commerce to meet with them and 

found that ñthe men were as enthusiastic as the women.ò61 They then sought to gain 

the communityôs support in undertaking this project by issuing an appeal for financial 

contributions in the March 19, 1915 issue of the Old Colony Memorial.62 Shortly 

thereafter, a joint committee of members of the Womanôs Club and the Chamber of  
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Figure 25 Detail from a birdôs-eye view of Plymouth published in 1882, with future 

location of the Main Street Extension circled. (Courtesy of the Plymouth 

Antiquarian Society) 

 

Figure 26 Postcard view of the Main Street Extension bridge. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 
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Commerce bought trees and shrubs from the Chase Brothers Company, a nursery in 

Rochester, New York, and planted them on the south side of the brook, from the Main 

Street Extension bridge more than half way to Water Street. These plantings, paid for 

by the organizations and with contributions from friends, covered the exposed bank 

between the bridge, brook, and the side of the new Old Colony Theatre on Main Street 

Extension. The Womanôs Club later planted the rest of the south side, adding willows, 

alder bushes, and water plants, receiving help from other interested Plymoutheans and 

all the adjoining property owners but one. A Plymouthean, Will Douglas, used a dory 

to help remove old barrels and other debris from the Brook. The Civics Committee 

filled ñswampy and briary places and ragged edgesò with ashes and then soil. Finally, 

ñafter great struggle and persistent effortò they succeeded in removing billboards, 

signs, and an old cooper shop owned by the Barnes Company.63  

Dr. Pierce reflected that although Plymouthôs male governing bodiesð

including the Selectmen, the Board of Health, and the Park Commissionersðñmust 

have many times been wearied with our persistensy [sic] they and we can now look 

with pride upon the results.ò64 She looked forward to continuing the cleanup on the 

west side of the Main Street Extension bridge. However, she warned the members of 

the Plymouth Womanôs Club that they should not be contented with their 

accomplishments. She urged them to cultivate the spirit of ñtrue hospitality,ò which 

would draw people to the town and make current residents happier. Working for the 
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betterment of the community was a way for the women to ñshow the world that we not 

only have the principles of our Forefathers, and the desire for truth but we honestly 

resolve to live up to our motto We Serve.ò65 As the tercentenary approached, the 

members of the Civics Committee of the Plymouth Womanôs Club sought to tackle 

other areas of the town that required beautification. Many of them joined the Civics 

Pride Committee created by Morris J. Duryea, the executive secretary of the townôs 

Tercentenary Committee, which orchestrated the effort to get Plymouth looking its 

best for the commemorative events.66  

Although the women pursued the restoration for the benefit of Plymouthôs 

current residents, they were by no means detached from the agenda that was guiding 

the organizers of the tercentenary in their redevelopment of the waterfront. The 

women valued Town Brook as the site of Plymouthôs first homes and gardens. In 1620 

the Pilgrims laid out lots on both sides of First Street (now Leyden Street). The lots on 

the south side extended down to the edges of Town Brook. In the records of the 

Plymouth Colony, Governor William Bradfordôs plan of the town bears the title: 

ñMeersteads and Garden Plotes of those which came first, layed out in 1620.ò The 

term ñmeresteadòðthe standardized spelling of ñmeersteadòðrefers to a farm 

enclosed by a boundary.67 The original lot plan continued to shape the residential 

landscape of Leyden Street, although none of the original homes remained. According 
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to Dr. Pierce, ñThe beauty of the Meersteads, although much hidden by old buildings 

and rubbish piles, gave promise of what might be accomplished, and the women 

worked with this in mind.ò68  

The members of the Plymouth Womanôs Club felt that in restoring Town 

Brook, they were recovering the Pilgrimsô intimate connection with what they viewed 

as unspoiled nature. One plant was the object of particular nostalgia. According to 

popular lore, it was on these banks that the Pilgrim women, ñhomesick and sad at heart 

after the first dreary winter in their new home,ò discovered the trailing arbutus, whose 

clusters of pink and white flowers reminded them of the hawthorn that bloomed in 

England, and which they called ñmayflowers.ò69 The poet Nellie Dodge Frye declared 

that the Pilgrims viewed the mayflower as a ñsymbol of fidelityò and a ñgleaming, 

radiant rayò of hope. To twentieth-century Americans it served as a reminder that 

ñWhere piney woods so sheltered thee,/ Thy bloom breathed liberty to men.ò70 Like 

other Colonial Revivalists, Frye believed that this small flower, because of its 

association with the Pilgrims, could inspire and encourage twentieth-century 

Americans. The annual regeneration of the plants first cultivated by the Pilgrims 

provided a biological link to the Pilgrims themselvesða link that disfiguring 
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industrialization threatened to break. Mrs. George R. Briggs, chair of the Historical 

Gardens Committee of the Plymouth Antiquarian Society, noted, ñAlways there has 

been a chain of seed and blossom between us and our forebears on the margin of the 

Town Brook, or on the terraces above it.ò71 Plymoutheans took pride in the fact that 

the Pilgrim meersteads were among the first gardens of the New World and that they 

were still under cultivation. Artist Charles Russell Loomisô romanticized watercolor of 

the privately-owned meersteads, became a favorite subject of postcards sold to 

tourists. Restoring the land bordering Town Brook was a way to establish a connection 

with ñthe industrious and thrifty gardeners of the meersteads.ò72  

By the time of the tercentenary, the Womanôs Club had accomplished a good 

deal, and the Town Brook did look better. However, there was still much to be done, 

especially on the northern bank of the pond. At the February 1921 meeting of the 

Plymouth Chamber of Commerce, W.N. Snow, the proprietor of a large furniture store 

on Main Street, described Pilgrim Spring ñas one historic spot every resident of the 

town was ashamed to identify, and that section of the town was probably unequalled in 

the state for unsightliness, giving every tourist an impression of being little better than 

a dump.ò73 He urged the town to hasten the cleanup, probably envisioning a park 

around Town Brook that would connect the state park on Water Street with the 

businesses (including his own) on Main Street.  
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The town, however, did not have the time or money to dedicate to the project. 

What began as a local initiative became the domain of an elite outsider. Edith Emerson 

Forbes (1841 ï 1929) was the daughter of Ralph Waldo and Lidian (Jackson) 

Emerson. Born into New Englandôs intellectual elite, she married into one of Bostonôs 

wealthiest families when she wed William Hathaway Forbes, who was the first 

president of Alexander Graham Bellôs telephone company. At 80 years old, she 

oversaw the work being done at the Town Brook from her estate in Milton, 

Massachusetts, and her summer home on Naushon, one of the Elizabeth Islands off of 

Cape Cod owned by the Forbes family. She moved in the same circles as the 

prominent male organizers of the tercentenary; however, unlike them, she was able to 

use her own money, rather than state and federal appropriations, to achieve her vision. 

Although she did consult with the Plymouth Womanôs Club and the town, the 

beautification of the land around the Town Brook became her pet project. 

Forbesô involvement in the restoration began when she came to Plymouth for a 

short visit during the spring of 1921 to attend the tercentenary celebration. She had 

fond memories of playing near the Pilgrimsô spring during her childhood and decided 

that she would like to beautify it and perpetuate its existence for future generations. 

This spring was located on the plot of land originally allotted to William Brewster. It 

was later owned by Forbesô maternal grandparents, the Jacksons. Learning of her 

intentions, Forbesô friends Lucia and Mary Bartlett, longtime Plymouth residents, 

recommended that she meet Dr. Pierce, who they felt would be delighted to see her 

plans carried out. One week after meeting Dr. Pierce, Forbes returned to Plymouth 

with Fletcher Steele, a prominent Boston landscape architect, and met with the Civics 

Committee. Their work began almost immediately following this meeting. Dr. Pierce 
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recalled, ñThey entered into their project with great enthusiasm and apparently without 

thought of expense.ò74 Forbesô plans ñwere far more extensive than our wildest 

dreams.ò75 

Work on the garden progressed quickly. Forbesô employees searched Plymouth 

and the surrounding area for native plans and shrubs that would grow well by the 

Brook. The landscapers drained the swampy areas and created a pool, which they 

filled with trout (figure 27).76 A large stone boulder was placed over the spring, its 

two large cracks filled with green plants. Trees were planted to hide the pump house 

near the spring. In a letter to her youngest son Alexander, Forbes described her trip to 

Plymouth for Presidentôs Day on August 1, 1921. She noted her joy to see ñmy poor 

dumplandðall ashes and paper andémudðnow reclaimed with grass and trees, all 

green and pretty.ò The spring itself bubbled out ñclear and brightò and ran in a ñlittle 

wandering brookò down to Town Brook.77 

Considering that she was the daughter of Ralph Waldo Emerson, it should 

come as no surprise that Forbesô restoration of Town Brook drew inspiration from the 

Transcendentalistsô love of nature. In the same letter to her son Alexander, in which 

she described the progress on the spring, Forbes also copied from memory a verse 

from her fatherôs ñWood Notes.ò The poem describes a man who is a lover of nature  

                                                 

 
74 Pierce, ñHistory of the Improvement of Town Brook,ò 1940. 

75 Ibid. 

76 Ibid. 

77 Edith Emerson Forbes to Alexander Forbes, August 3, 1921, Elder Brewster Spring 

Garden Records, Pilgrim Society Archives, Plymouth, MA. 



 171 

 

Figure 27 Detail of blueprint of the Elder Brewster Spring Garden, drawn by 

Fletcher Steele in November 1921. (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, 

Plymouth, Massachusetts) 

and a philosopher, never ceasing to wonder at the world around him, and considering 

nature his true mother: ñGo where he will, the wise man is at home,/ His hearth the 

earth; ð his hall the azure dome;/ Where his clear spirit leads him, thereôs his road,/ 

By Godôs own light illumined and foreshowed.ò78 Forbes noted, ñIt is so characteristic 

of him!ò79  
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Forbesô plan for the old Brewster plot involved more than merely clearing 

away the debris and cleaning the Brook. Indeed, she sought to create a picturesque 

landscape that would symbolically transform the site into the kind of Edenic garden 

she imagined the Pilgrims found in the wilderness. She was very particular about 

obtaining the right varieties of native plants as work began in the spring of 1921. 

Forbes hoped that the restored area would be called the ñElder Brewster Gardenò 

rather than the ñElder Brewster Park.ò She explained to the Plymouth Selectmen, ñI 

have tried to give it a certain botanical value as I have collected for it a variety of the 

most beautiful native trees, shrubs and flowers.ò80 In a letter to Arthur Lord she noted 

that it was her wish to make ñit a haven of botanical use, in preserving some of our 

choicest wild flowers that are in danger of extermination.ò81 Forbes made several 

large purchases of native plants from Bay State Nursery in North Abington, 

Massachusetts, and Fern and Flower Farm in Southwick, Massachusetts, in April, 

May, and June 1921. The invoices from these sales reveal her vision for the restored 

park: a natural, New England garden.82 Forbes even valued weeds if they had 

historical associations. She claimed that there was a pink-flowered plant growing 
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along the Brook that ñcame to the Pilgrims by accident in some stuff that was 

imported from Spainðseeds which liked Plymouth, and decided to settle! Though 

neither invited, noticed, cared for or cherished!ò83 

In fulfilling this wish for a natural garden, Forbes was not alone. She contacted 

Lucretia and Ellen Watson about her plans for Town Brook. These sisters were 

intimately connected with her family and shared her vision of nature. Forbesô mother, 

Lidian Jackson, was best friends with another Plymouth girl, Mary Russell. Following 

her marriage to Ralph Waldo Emerson, Lidian often entertained Mary in Concord. In 

1846 Mary married Benjamin Marston Watson, another Plymouth native and one of 

the leading American naturalists of the mid-nineteenth century. Watson pursued the 

study of natural history while at Harvard, where he met many leading New England 

intellectuals. In 1845 he established Old Colony Nurseries on 80 acres of sloping 

meadow between three hills, about a mile west of downtown Plymouth. His estate, 

Hillside, was designed in the Gothic style by Samuel Longfellow. Hillside became a 

retreat for the Concord Transcendentalists and the Watsons hosted many of the leading 

figures of this literary circle, including Bronson Alcott, William Ellery Channing, and 

Henry David Thoreau. Members of this group also put on literary meetings for others 

in Plymouth.84 Forbes undoubtedly spent a great deal of time with Lucretia and Ellen 

Watson, the daughters of Mary and Marston, during her familyôs visits to Plymouth. 

The sisters maintained their fatherôs vision and continued to operate Old Colony 
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Nurseries. In response to Forbesô request they donated trees and other plants to the 

garden project. Their flowering apple trees lined the hillside path.85 

Although Forbes wanted to preserve the garden in remembrance of Elder 

Brewster by providing a ñworthy settingò for his ñfine spring,ò the memorial she 

erected was not dedicated to that Pilgrim, or to any other. In fact, Forbes marked the 

garden with a monument to her own familyôs importance. The bronze tablet she set on 

the boulder above the spring was dedicated to the memory of her own mother and 

uncle (figure 28). The tablet identifies Lidian Emerson as the ñwife of Ralph Waldo 

Emerson of Concordò and the ñdaughter of Charles and Lucy (Cotton) Jackson of 

Plymouthò and Charles Thomas Jackson, M.D. as the ñdiscoverer of the safe method 

of using ether for anesthesia in surgery.ò In asking permission to erect the tablet from 

the Selectmen of Plymouth, she explained that they were both ñborn near Plymouth 

Rock, and loved the Town and its sacred traditions.ò Moreover, she noted, ñI felt that 

my Mother would strongly desire to do something for Plymouth on this three 

hundredth anniversary, which you have kindly permitted me to do in reclaiming the 

little space of ground and planting it in honour of this year.ò86 As further 

remembrance of her mother, Forbes told Arthur Lord of her wish ñto put in a small 

plot, specimens of the roses which Mother took with her, when as a bride she went to 

Concord in 1835.ò87 The roses, purportedly descendents of those planted by the 

                                                 

 
85 Lucretia S. Watson to Edith Emerson Forbes, May 30, 1921, Elder Brewster Spring 

Garden Records, Pilgrim Society Archives, Plymouth, MA. 

86 Edith Emerson Forbes to the Selectmen of Plymouth, October 24, 1921, Elder 

Brewster Spring Garden Records, Pilgrim Society Archives, Plymouth, MA. 

87 Edith Emerson Forbes to Arthur Lord, August 7, 1921, Elder Brewster Spring 

Garden Records, Pilgrim Society Archives, Plymouth, MA. 



 175 

Pilgrims, traveled to Concord with Lidian, then to Milton with Forbes, and would now 

return to Plymouth. The connection with history was reinforced by the flowers. 

 

Figure 28 Photograph by the author of the boulder erected over the spring by Edith 

Emerson Forbes. 

In order to carry out her plans, Forbes had to negotiate with various parties. 

She relied on the Civics Committee of the Plymouth Womanôs Club to get permission 

from the property owners on Leyden Street to use some of their land that backed up to 

the Brook.88 Forbes was grateful for the ñfriendly attitude and help of all the 

authorities,ò including the Town of Plymouth Selectmen. She could not have created 
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the garden without the townôs permission and interest in the project. Had she not had 

such influential connections, including Arthur Lord, she may not have been able to 

accomplish so much.89 

Creating a suitable entrance to the garden proved to be her greatest challenge. 

There had never been a public garden in that location before, and so there was no way 

to access the Town Brook directly. While the property owners on Leyden Street were 

amenable to seeing a garden planted behind their homes, they did not want hordes of 

people trooping through their private property to get to the garden. Nor was there a 

suitable place for a public entrance on the Water Street edge; a brick power station, 

built by the Plymouth Electric Light Company in the early 1890s, stood on the corner 

of Leyden and Water Streets.90 Because of the necessary service it provided, this 

building was saved from demolition by the Tercentenary Commission. However, its 

occupation of the historic corner created an obstacle for those who wished to restore 

the area around Town Brook.91 

Faced with these limitations, Forbes sought to create an entrance to her garden 

from Main Street. At the corner of Leyden and Main stood the Post Office, built by the 
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91 The Plymouth Electric Company gave its land at the corner of Leyden Street to the 
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Federal Government in 1914 following the creation of Main Street Extension. Forbes 

and the Civic Pride Committee petitioned Michael E. Comiskey, the Plymouth 

postmaster, to request that federal land be used as an access point. The Federal 

Government gave permission for a path to be put in between the Post Office and the 

Emond building.92 From there the Town built steps along the back of the building, 

leading down into the garden. At the top of the path Forbes placed a tablet to honor the 

memory of Marston and Mary Watson (figure 29). 

 

Figure 29 Photograph by the author of the memorial erected in memory of the 

Watsons by Edith Emerson Forbes. 
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In addition to the two memorial tablets Forbes erected, two other memorials 

were erected in Brewster Garden. Both of these memorials were the gifts of female 

societies who sought to commemorate the women of the early colony. In a garden 

created by women, other women chose to erect monuments dedicated to women. Yet 

this commemorative process relied on the permission and craftsmanship of men. The 

National Society of the Daughters of the American Colonists presented a large cement 

bench, which was erected at the foot of the hillside path and dedicated on August 10, 

1923 (figure 30). The seat was dedicated to the colonists who came to Plymouth in the 

ship Anne in 1623.93 The Old Colony Memorial suggested that visitors to the garden 

would appreciate this place to rest and would be reminded of ñan important event in 

the lives of the early colonists of Plymouth.ò94 

The National Society of New England Women gave a bronze statue, which 

was erected by the side of the pool in 1924 (figure 31). ñThe Pilgrim Maiden,ò by the 

British sculptor Henry H. Kitson, sat on a boulder given by Dr. Arthur Holmes from 

land at Rocky Nook.95 At the time of the memorialôs dedication, Arthur Lord  
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Figure 30 Cement bench given to the town by the National Society of the Daughters 

of the American Colonists, dedicated to the daughters of the colonists 

who came on the ship Anne in 1623. (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, 

Plymouth, Massachusetts) 

 

Figure 31 ñThe Pilgrim Maidenò by Henry Hudson Kitson, on its boulder next to 

the pool in Brewster Garden. (Photograph by the author) 
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informed William T. Eldridge, Chairman of the Plymouth Board of Selectmen, that ñit 

will be your duty to accept the statue in behalf of the town, and therefore you will 

have an opportunity to pay a tribute to the Pilgrim maidens and the Pilgrim mothers, 

which in view of the fact that suffrage has been granted to the female sex, will be 

helpful in any future political campaign in which you may hereafter be interested.ò96 

Lord acknowledged that the times had changed. Those with new political power 

perhaps deserved greater recognition of their memorial power as well.  

While the Plymouth Womanôs Club and Edith Forbes worked to beautify the 

area around the Town Brook, other Plymouth women opposed the stateôs vision for 

the redevelopment of the waterfront because it threatened buildings that they believed 

were integral to the fabric of the community. They objected to the condemnation of 

the buildings associated with the townôs nineteenth-century maritime activities to 

make room for the new memorial park on the grounds that more than just Pilgrim sites 

deserved to be preserved. Eight local women formed the Plymouth Antiquarian 

Society in 1919 in order to save the Lothrop-Hedge House, a Federal mansion built in 

1809 and slated to be torn down in order to create a space for a memorial hall. In a 

letter to the Old Colony Memorial these women explained, ñIt had seemed to some of 

us for several years that Plymouth was making a great mistake in allowing so many of 

its historic and interesting buildings to be destroyed, and that feeling culminated and 

crystallized at the time it was proposed to destroy the Lothrop House.ò97 They shared 

the concerns of other preservationists in Massachusetts in the early twentieth century. 
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Bostonian William Sumner Appleton, Jr., for example, founded the Society for the 

Preservation of New England Antiquities in 1910.98 Glenn Tilley Morse, president of 

the Bay State Historical League, an organization of 75 historical societies in 

Massachusetts, likewise reported that on a December 21, 1920 visit, he ñwas sadly 

impressed with the fact that Plymouth has allowed so many of her precious old 

buildings to be destroyed.ò After learning that the Lothrop house was in danger of 

destruction, he wrote to the Old Colony Memorial to express his concern. He declared 

it was ñan invaluable assetò to the town and ñto deprive Plymouth of one of her most 

interesting and characteristic attractions would be an unpardonable blunder.ò He urged 

the townôs residents to support the Antiquarian Society in its effort to preserve the 

house, concluding, ñSuch a ruthless waste would be a loss and a reproach to every 

citizen.ò99 The Plymouth Antiquarian Society was successful in saving the house and 

opened it to the public in July 1920 (figure 32).100 Other historic structures, such as 

the Old Curiosity Shop, an antiques store housed in a building on Water Street at the 

base of Coleôs Hill, were not so fortunate (figure 33).  

By the summer of 1921, the waterfront was all cleared, providing ample space 

for the performances of the elaborate pageant The Pilgrim Spirit.101 However, the  
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Figure 32 Photograph of the Lothrop-Hedge House in 1926, after its purchase and 

restoration by the Plymouth Antiquarian Society. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 

 

Figure 33 Souvenir image from 1919 of the Old Curiosity Shop, an antiques store 

that stood at the base of Coleôs Hill on Water Street and was demolished 

during the redevelopment of the waterfront. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 
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memorial landscape was by no means complete. An advertisement for the tercentenary 

festivities boasted, ñThe visitor to Plymouth in the coming summer will enjoy the 

privilege never accorded to any living beingðthat of seeing the shore of Plymouth, in 

the vicinity of the famous rock, just as it was that day 300 years ago when the Pilgrims 

landed.ò With the removal of the ñunsightly debrisò that once ñjarred upon the 

sensibilities of the sightseer,ò visitors would ñbe charmed by the vista of a natural 

scenery,ò complete with pines, spruces, and sassafras trees to remind them of the 

source of the Pilgrimsô early exports.102 An image on the back cover of the pageant 

program illustrated this wooded scene, which would not have been familiar to the 

Pilgrims, in spite of the claims of its boosters (figure 34). In reality, pageant attendees 

saw a barren landscape, devoid of trees (figure 35). When performances were not 

taking place, the stage of packed dirt (measuring 400 by 450 feet) and empty 

grandstands (which seated 10,000) must have seemed a bit forlorn. The landscape was 

only enlivened during official commemorative exercises. Bertha Chapman, a member 

of the pageant chorus and wife of Plymouth Countyôs Register of Probate, commented 

on the changes to the waterfront in a letter to her sister Zorada Briggs. After 

describing the drives, walks, trees, and shrubbery being added to the memorial park, 

she concluded, ñIt ought to look nice but it looks dreary enough now.ò103  

The permanent memorials erected in Plymouth were largely the gifts of 

outsiders and represented the memory of the Pilgrims that political and cultural elites 

wanted to promote. The townspeople of Plymouth also contributed to the tercentenary,  
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Figure 34 This illustration of the envisioned Plymouth waterfront appeared on the 

back cover of the official program for The Pilgrim Spirit pageant. Note 

state pier to far right, the abundance of trees, and the new portico over the 

Rock. (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, Massachusetts) 

 

Figure 35 Grand finale of The Pilgrim Spirit pageant in 1921. This barren landscape 

was a far cry from the wooded memorial park depicted in figure 7. 

(Panoramic photographs collection, Prints & Photographs Division, 

Library of Congress, (DLC)pan1993003038/PP) 

although in more ephemeral ways.104 It was not only the state that proposed 

beautifying Plymouth for the tercentenary. On May 23, 1921 a joint meeting of the 
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Plymouth Selectmen, the executive committee of the Chamber of Commerce and the 

executive and public safety committees of the Town Tercentenary Committee voted 

unanimously to urge the people of Plymouth to display the American flag on homes 

and businesses as often as weather permitted during the spring and summer. 

According to them, ñAmerican flags everywhere will indicate the real significance of 

the Tercentenary Celebration as marking an epoch in the life of the Nation and not 

simply an event of local importance as it might seem to those who do not entirely 

grasp.ò105 Plymoutheans were told that cleaning, painting, gardening, hanging 

bunting, and decorating homes and cars were ways to support their town while it was 

in the national spotlight. A cartoon in the Old Colony Memorial depicted an army of 

ordinary men, women, and children with brooms, paintbrushes, and rakes at attention. 

It told readers ñYour Town Needs Youò and ñDonôt Be a Slacker.ò106 The residents of 

Plymouth also fed and housed thousands of visitorsð100,000 on the day that 

President Harding attended the pageant alone.107  

In many cases, even those who protested the changes made during the 

redevelopment nevertheless participated fully in the commemorative events because 

they were fully invested in the Pilgrim legacy. They may not have agreed with the 

stateôs decisions about the memorial landscape on the waterfront, but they did share 
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the same reverence for the nationôs birthplace. The members of the Plymouth 

Antiquarian Society, for example, hosted a reception for President Harding at the 

Lothrop-Hedge house on August 1, 1921. Rose Briggs was an active member of the 

Society; her mother was one of its founders. She was also a member of the Pilgrim 

Society and served on the Plymouth Tercentenary Committee. During the tercentenary 

Briggs was part of a group of Plymoutheans who organized the Pilgrimsô Progress, 

which would become an annual tradition. Led by Dr. Harold C. Ernst, who taught at 

Harvard University Medical School, the Progress featured costumed individuals, 

representing each survivor of the first winter. They marched up Leyden Street, through 

Town Square, and ascended to the crest of Burial Hill, where a short service of hymns 

and readings would be completed at the site of the Pilgrimsô fort. From June 20 to 

September 8 the modern-day Pilgrims made their progress every day, except Sundays, 

holidays, and pageant nights. Ernst explained, ñThe underlying motive of the whole 

was to have something distinctly characteristic of early Plymouth life as part of the 

tercentennial celebrationðand that this should be under local control.ò The planners 

originally envisioned that all those who took part would be Mayflower descendants, 

like Ernst and Briggs. The logistics of such an endeavor, however, made them open it 

to ñall who reverence the Pilgrims.ò Briggs declared, ñIn the tumultuous world we live 

in, we are pausing to remember the lessons they taught, and their stern and valiant 

endeavor to secure for themselves and for us, their children, religious liberty and civil 

rights. By this commemoration, we consecrate our heritage.ò108  

                                                 

 
108 ñSummer Days at Plymouth,ò Boston Transcript, July 14, 1921; from the papers of 
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which was first suggested by Russell Whitman, came from a letter from Isaac de 

Rasiere who visited Plymouth in 1627 and reported, ñThey assemble by beat of drum, 
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Plymoutheans also participated in more inclusive parades and pageants. The 

Presidentôs Day parade held on August 1 for President Harding featured floats 

designed and built by residents. The Plymouth Portuguese National Club built a float 

that depicted the explorer Vasco da Gama in the ship St. Gabriel. The float also 

included images of a Pilgrim, a Native American, George Washington, Abraham 

Lincoln, and World War I veterans, with a banner proclaiming ñLiberty.ò A 

commentator noted that the ñcrowds were quick to catch the spirit of the floatéit was 

America and Americanism.ò109 

The pageant provided an even greater opportunity for volunteers. The Pilgrim 

Spirit, sponsored by the state commission and written and directed by George P. 

Baker, Harvard University professor, required a cast of hundreds. Baker explained 

ñthat it was to be not only a historical pageant but a tribute to the Pilgrim spirit by 

contemporary American poets and musicians; that it was to be a pageant of life and 

truth.ò110 The script included verses by the poets Hermann Hagedorn, Edward 

Arlington Robinson, Josephine Preston Peabody, and a young Robert Frost. The music 

was specially composed by George W. Chadwick, Arthur Foote, and John Powell, 
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among others, with orchestrations by Stanislaus Gallo and music by the Gallo 

Symphony Band of Boston. 

The pageant began with a voice from Plymouth Rock declaring, ñOf me, the 

rock in the ooze, they have made a corner stone of the Republic.ò111 The pageant 

featured four episodes: ñPilgrim Adventurersò offered scenes of the European 

exploration of the area that would become Plymouth; ñPilgrims of the Soulò outlined 

the history of the Separatists in England; ñPilgrims in Hollandò described the 

circumstances leading to the decision to leave Europe; and ñPilgrims in New Worldò 

illustrated the experiences of the colonists during the first years of the Plymouth 

settlement. The emphasis was on the Pilgrims as the authors of American religious and 

civil liberty. The pageantôs finale depicted the light of the Pilgrims shining on 

Washington, Lincoln, and the soldiers who served in World War I. 

People from Plymouth, Kingston, Duxbury, and Marshfield took part as actors 

or as members of the 240-voice chorus. Their names were well known in town: 

Briggs, Holmes, Mabbett, Warren, Russell, Bartlett, Brewster. Pilgrim descendents 

played their ancestors: Nellie Bradford played Dorothy Bradford and Grayton 

Howland played John Howland. Well-known Plymouth figures were also involved. 

Frederick W. Bittinger, the editor of the Old Colony Memorial, played Admiral Blok 

while Sumner Chapman, Register of Probate, played Lincoln. Baker wanted as 

participants ñnot only Pilgrim descendents but the newer Americans and the foreign 

born.ò112 Beside the Anglo-American names were also names like Fioravanti Manzotti 
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and Lino Cristofori. Foreigners did not hold speaking parts and were usually given 

roles as French or Dutch sailors, not Pilgrims. Zorada Briggs, on reviewing a program 

sent to her from her sister Bertha Briggs Chapman, noted, ñIt was interesting to see the 

number of Italian names among the performers.ò113 In addition to performing in the 

pageant, local residents assisted the production in other ways. They built propsðfrom 

muskets to a Norse galleyðñfrom the simplest and least expensive materials.ò 1,100 

costumes, made of 13,000 yards of material, were sewn by the women of Plymouth 

and other nearby towns in two and a half months. The Boy Scouts of Plymouth served 

as ushers. 

Once the pageant was over, the collective memorialization efforts of the state 

commission and the private organizations that erected monuments continued to shape 

visitorsô experience of the town, reminding them of the Pilgrim story at every turn. 

Tourists arriving by steamship would disembark at the new state pier and walk on 

winding paths bordered by trees through the Pilgrim Memorial State Park. They would 

stop to see the fabled Rock reposing under its new portico. Perhaps they would cross 

Water Street and look at the fountain to the Pilgrim women. After climbing the granite 

staircase to the top of Coleôs Hill they could sit on the granite seat given by the 

Pennsylvania Society of New England Women and look out over the bay. A stroll 

along the crest of the hill would bring them to a statue of Wampanoag leader 

Massasoit. A little further on was the final resting place of the Pilgrim bones, where 

one could pause and reflect on the sacrifices made by the settlers. Descending Coleôs 

Hill via Leyden Street, the visitor might note the plaque marking the first house, and 
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pass into Brewster Garden to enjoy the beautified area around Town Brook. The 

commemorators hoped that these permanent, physical memorials would instill Pilgrim 

values in Plymouthôs residents and visitors for generations to come. However, 

financial and aesthetic issues, exacerbated by delay and indecision, prevented the 

creation of a truly uniform memorial landscape. One can walk from one memorial to 

another without gaining a sense of their relationship to one another or to the Pilgrims 

themselves. 

For Arthur Lord, and other members of the Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission, 

the redevelopment was all that he had hoped it would be. ñThe view from Coleôs Hill 

now that the buildings have been removed, is extremely attractive,ò he noted, ñand the 

changes made will produce a result far beyond the expectations of friends and 

critics.ò114 In the final report of the Pilgrim Tercentenary Commission to the Governor 

and Council, concluding its work in 1924, Lord expressed ñthe hope that the general 

plan for the improvement of the waterfront, heretofore adopted by it and now 

substantially completed, will be followed by their successors who may be entrusted 

with the care and maintenance of this great memorial to the Pilgrims.ò115 On July 1, 

1924 Lord went to Plymouth and relinquished his responsibility for the care of the 

waterfront to William A. L. Bazeley, the State Forester in the Massachusetts 

Department of Conservation.116 He remained an advocate for the new memorial park 

until his death in April 1925.  
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Following the tercentenary there was no organization left to oversee and 

maintain Town Brook. The Plymouth Womanôs Club appointed a Town Brook 

Committee to manage the welfare of the site. Dr. Pierce was a founding member in 

1921 and served as chair for twenty-nine years, beginning in 1924.117 Lucia Bartlett 

reported to Edith Emerson Forbes that the ladies ñare alert to see no queer things are 

done by our various incompetent officials.ò118 Arthur Lord also continued his support 

for the garden. Lucia Bartlett noted to Forbes, ñHe did not mean to do anything more 

after the big things he has done that culminated this summer in the waterfront 

clearance and Burial Hillðbut he feels that the Elder Brewster Garden is so important 

and must be completed after your beautiful beginning that he has put his shoulder 

again to the wheel.ò119 At special town meetings in March and August of 1924, 

Plymouth took by eminent domain the land that had become part of the garden, owned 

by Beaman, Jackson, Robbins, Brewster, Finney, and Emond. It was put in the care of 

the Park Commissioners.120 ñPlymouth people are delighted with the change and 

grateful,ò Forbes noted to her son.121 Fred Jenks certainly appreciated the work that 

had been done. He declared, ñTo those who knew it at its worst as did the writer and 
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now see it as the beauty spot of Plymouth, it would be well to say a word of praise, 

aye, and prayer of thanks, to those who had the vision to see, the courage to attempt, 

and the will to succeed.ò122 

The creation of the two memorial landscapes on Plymouthôs waterfrontðthe 

Pilgrim Memorial State Park and the Brewster Gardenðrepresent two courses of 

commemoration during the tercentenary. The purpose of both was to Pilgrimize sites 

whose association with the seventeenth-century English colonists had been obscured 

by subsequent development. For the members of the state commission, Pilgrimization 

meant clearing a maritime and industrial landscape and attempting to restore it to its 

ñoriginalò state. Instead of celebrating the ñProtestant work ethicò that created such a 

landscape, they erected memorials that proclaimed the Pilgrims as the spiritual 

forefathers of civil and religious liberty in America. For Edith Emerson Forbes, 

Pilgrimization meant beautifying the area around the Town Brook by using native 

species that evoked a picturesque wilderness. These visions could, and indeed did, 

coexist, as evidenced by Arthur Lordôs involvement with and approval of both 

projects. Lord, Forbes, and the other commemorators acted as gatekeepers of public 

memory because they wielded cultural power. Forbes wielded more power because of 

her wealth. However, elite outsiders could not completely take control out of local 

hands; a variety of people influenced the projects. No one person or group changed the 

landscape unilaterally. 
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Chapter 4 

DAMES AND DAUGHTERS, PART 2: THE BATTLE FOR 

COMMEMORATIVE CONTROL AT PLYMOUTH  

On November 21, 1921, Amelia Day Campbell announced at the annual 

meeting of the Society of Mayflower Descendents in the State of New York that 

ñPlymouth may well be called MEMORYôS SHRINEò because the monuments given 

for the Pilgrim Tercentenary made the town ña living Memorial to the Pilgrims.ò1 

Many Americans who, like Campbell, were descended from the English colonists and 

invested in the promotion of the colony as the foundation of the United States, wanted 

to claim the landing site as a ñshrine.ò However, conflicts over memorialization 

decisions prevented the creation of a coherent memorial landscape at Plymouth. There 

were too many levels of government involved: town, county, state, and federal. There 

were differences of opinion between the patriotic organizations that sought to donate 

the memorials and the committees that had to approve their placement and design. The 

question of who had aesthetic and spatial control was never easy to answer. 

As at Jamestown, the Daughters of the American Revolution and the Colonial 

Dames of America were among the organizations who erected memorials to the 

Pilgrims for the tercentenary. These societies were still powerful shapers of American 

culture following World War I. The early years of the twentieth century were pivotal 
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in the struggle for womenôs full political rights; 1920 marked not only the Pilgrim 

Tercentenary but also the passage of the Nineteenth Amendment, giving women the 

right to vote. The women involved with the DAR and the NSCDA had different 

opinions on suffrage and womenôs role, yet each organization wanted to leave its 

name on the memorial landscapes at Plymouth. Their memorial work at Plymouth was 

different from their efforts at Jamestown in both motivation and process. These 

women maintained their emphasis on Anglo-Saxon superiority but, like the other 

Pilgrim commemorators, they were focused on educating immigrant groups in what it 

meant to be a true American. A closer examination of the gender politics of 

commemoration at Plymouth reveals that, unlike at Jamestown, the conflict was not 

between these womenôs organizations, but between the organizations and the men who 

controlled the new Pilgrim Memorial State Park. Frequently Arthur Lord and other 

male commemorators treated the female commemorators with condescensionð

accepting their memorial offerings (and money) without relinquishing any control in 

return. The womenôs commemorative work proceeded much more slowly at Plymouth 

than it had at Jamestown.2 

The success of their memorial work at Jamestown inspired the women of the 

NSCDA and the DAR to erect memorials at Plymouth. While they had acknowledged 

the Virginian colony as the first permanent English settlement, they still felt that the 
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Massachusetts site deserved equal recognition as an American birthplace. Some of 

them believed that Plymouth was more deserving of memorialization, evidenced by 

the fact that they dedicated more resources to Plymouth. The Colonial Dames, for 

example, initially proposed to spend more than twice the amount at Plymouth as they 

had at Jamestown; they ultimately spent more than five times what they had on the 

Jamestown memorial church. Despite the greater cost, it was easier for them to justify 

erecting a grander monument at Plymouth because of the townôs preexisting national 

recognition. 

The conditions at Plymouth presented new challenges to memorialization. 

Whereas the APVA, as a small, private organization, had needed outside national 

organizations to help in commemorating the Jamestown Tercentenary, the Plymouth 

landscape was under the control of the state government, which was using federal 

funds to achieve its vision. However, like the APVA property, there was no concrete 

plan for the finished waterfront. After the Great War, there was not enough time or 

money to construct the massive memorial park (complete with temple) that had been 

suggested by the Massachusetts Tercentenary Commission in 1917. The desire to 

create a monumental landscape, where each contribution was part of a unified whole, 

was never brought to fruition. The DAR and NSCDA once again found their projects 

delayed. Despite their organizationsô growth since 1907, it seemed that they had less 

control over the memorial landscape at Plymouth.  

The Colonial Dames turned their attention to Plymouth almost as soon as the 

Jamestown Tercentenary was over. Many members from around the nation were 

pleased with the work that had been done on Jamestown Island and wanted to leave a 

similar mark on another memorial landscape. At the Council of 1910 Winifred Lee 



 196 

Lyster of Michigan, one of the members of the Damesô Jamestown Memorial 

Committee, proposed the project and was appointed chairman of the Plymouth 

Memorial Committee. She asked members to share their ideas for appropriate 

memorials.3 Tellingly, several other key players in the memorial work at Jamestown 

became integral to the project at Plymouth. Members of the Damesô Plymouth 

Memorial Committee included Kate Claiborne Cox, former Dames president, and 

Edith Wendell and Mary Chauncey, members of the Jamestown Memorial Committee. 

Their experience of erecting one memorial could benefit planning the second. 

In 1912 a representative of the Dames approached Arthur Lord, president of 

the Pilgrim Society, and expressed the NSCDAôs desire to commemorate the 

Pilgrims.4 They sought his advice on what was a fitting contribution for them to make 

and tentatively proposed that they clear the area around the Rock and substitute for the 

Billings canopy ñsome arrangement of pillars or a peristyle, which would more 

adequately enclose the Rock and dignify the surroundings than the present canopy, 

often criticized.ò5 They estimated that they could contribute $25,000 to the project, 

which Lord felt would not cover the full expense of such monumental work. He 

shrewdly noted that, although payment for the work could be subdivided between 

several societies, it was probably not the best solution since the contributors would 
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desire ñthat the identity of their contributions should be maintained and that the fund 

should not be included in some grand total, the donors to which, without regard to the 

amount of their contribution, would apparently be entitled to equal credit.ò6  

At their Council in 1914 the Dames officially decided that their memorial 

would be designed to protect the Rock. Their contribution was, of course, contingent 

on the changes to the waterfront being conducted by the state tercentenary 

commission. They relied on Arthur Lord to convey the commissionôs decisions to their 

architects and discuss appropriate options. Lord explained to Mary Potter Chauncey, 

the new chairman of the Damesô Executive Committee of the Plymouth Memorial 

Committee, that they did not necessarily have to abide by the design suggested in the 

1917 report of the Commission. He noted that ñthe whole matter is dependent in the 

main part upon legislative appropriations. Nothing can be expected I suppose until the 

close of the present war.ò Furthermore, ñThe real problem seems to be to determine 

how far the practical conditions can be made to conform to the artistic ideals.ò7 Lord 

confided to Chauncey in July 1917, ñI am very much gratified to find that in spite of 

these strenuous times you are still interested in the preparations for the tercentenary. I 

am optimistic enough to believe that before 1920 the war will be over and there will 
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seem to be special reasons then why the memorials erected to commemorate the 

Landing of the Pilgrims should be dignified and permanent.ò8 

The entry of the United States into World War I diverted the attention of the 

Dames from the Plymouth memorial. Instead of focusing on commemorating the great 

deeds of the past, the women grappled to support the heroes of the present. 

Immediately embracing the cause, they presented a flag to the first American troops 

sent abroad in 1917. The women became active in conserving food, selling Liberty 

Bonds, raising funds for equipment for Navy hospital ships, and nursing. As they knit 

for sailors, for the Red Cross, and for refugees, women who had the means to purchase 

all their clothing and household linens ñrevived their lost skill in hand and machine-

sewing.ò9  

Reflecting on this work, Cornelia Bartow Williams, historian of the NSCDA in 

1919, declared the women had ñenlisted and became soldiers in this world war for the 

precious things of existence.ò10 For Williams, this was a sacred work; she believed the 

Dames had ñconsecratedò their lives to the service of those men who offered 

themselves ñin order to secure to future generations that liberty and freedom planted 

here in the unbroken wilderness by our forefathers, that we their childrenôs children 

even to the ninth and tenth generations might live in security, joy and peace.ò11 By 
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contributing to the war effort, the Dames were continuing the work of previous 

generations, emulating the best of their national predecessors.  

Their war work inspired the members of the NSCDA to reconsider their role in 

the world emerging from war. According to Williams, it was significant that the 

armistice ending the war was signed on the same date as the Mayflower Compact in 

1620.12 She implied that both occasions proclaimed ñthe rights of man and the 

freedom from oppression and tyranny.ò Williams argued that the Daughters, as 

ñdescendants of those men who founded this nation upon principles of truth and 

justice and righteousness must help prove to the world that these principles are 

imperishable.ò13 The experiences of the past two years ñushered in a new era of 

serviceò for the Dames, and the new responsibility of ñkeeping faithò with those who 

died in the war. Williams asked, ñIs it not ours to take up the torch that they have 

droppedðthat torch of libertyðand ócarry onô?ò14 Sally Nelson Robins, the woman 

who succeeded Williams as Dames historian, continued on this theme in another 

address to the organization. She proclaimed, ñA procession of unselfish womanhood 

bearing illuminating torches, which cast a white light upon history itself, reveals the 

broken fences which must be repaired, replaces the milestones which have been 

destroyed, emphasizes heroism wherever it exists.ò Robins argued that women must 

realize that ñhistory is not only made but making it, and that to make it well is to make 

                                                 

 
12 The Mayflower Compact was signed on November 11, 1920ðaccording to the 

Julian calendar (Old Style). 

13 Williams, Report of the Historian, 58. 

14 Ibid, 59. 



 200 

people fit to make it.ò She declared that Americanization was merely the new word for 

patriotism. The Dames had fulfilled their duty as American women by erecting 

memorials, maintaining historic records, and publishing scholarship. At the same time, 

the women successfully shared American culture with immigrants; they ñwelcomed 

the stranger in our gateò while remaining ñunspotted from the world.ò15 Elite white 

women in the postwar world could maintain their femininity while building the nation. 

As at Jamestown, commemoration allowed women to use history to take an active role 

in forging American culture and identity. 

The DAR shared the NSCDAôs view of Americaôs future and of womenôs role 

in shaping the nation. The DAR sought to ñinculcate patriotism and preserve 

American ideals.ò16 They did so by educating the public about American history and 

honoring the memory of their ancestors and of other Americans who they thought best 

upheld the virtues of the founders. The DAR saw erecting monuments as a critical part 

of its campaign for patriotic education. The National Society had a committee for the 

Preservation of Historic Spots and another tasked with erecting markers on the 

National Old Trails Road. State and local chapters organized their own projects to 

preserve historic houses and landmarks and to erect memorials at historic sites around 

the country.  
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Founded in part in reaction to the decades of immigration to the United States, 

the DAR in 1920 continued to see the patriotic education of the foreign born as one of 

its most important responsibilities. By the time of the Pilgrim Tercentenary, the 

supposed perils presented by the un-Americanized foreign-born was greater than it had 

been at the time of the Jamestown Tercentenary. Moreover, immigration was far more 

of an issue in the northeast than in Virginia. The author Elisabeth Ellicott Poe urged 

DAR members to consider the importance of Americanization in an article in the 

organizationôs national magazine. Like the organizers of the Pilgrim Tercentenary, she 

argued that native-born Americans had the ñplain dutyò to ñimpress upon those who 

have taken refuge within our borders and who gain their livelihood and have shelter 

and protection beneath the Star Spangled Banner, that, no matter what ties may bind 

them to their home lands, with them, as with us, it must ever be óAmerica First.ô There 

can be no divided allegiance in the Republic and it remain secure.ò17 The DAR had its 

own Americanization Committee, but Poe urged individual members to begin this 

important work at home, inculcating patriotism in their own children. The next step 

was to reach out to the foreign born in their communitiesðespecially the women. Poe 

urged her readers to approach them with sympathy, appreciating how difficult it is to 

leave oneôs homeland, trying to understand their culture, and always remembering that 

they ñcame as our pilgrim and our covenanter and our cavalier forefathers came 

seeking ófreedom to worship God,ô with visions and ideals that it should be our duty to 

preserve.ò18 As one mother to another, the Daughters should make a point of contact, 
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offer to give English lessons, invite their neighbors into their own homes (thereby 

providing them with a motive for improving their standard of living), and invite them 

to share in historic and patriotic celebrations. Poe concluded, ñIn short, be Big Sisters 

to these American women of to-morrow.ò19 

Americanization was the theme at the Twenty-Ninth Continental Congress of 

the National Society of the DAR in April 1920ða natural choice given the postwar 

Red Scare. Sarah Mitchell Guernsey, President General, spoke on the 

ñAmericanization of Women,ò pleading for 100% Americanism. She bemoaned the 

fact that individuals could become citizens without becoming Americans; they could 

learn English or adopt American dress without developing an appreciation for 

American institutions and ideals, a feeling of obligation to maintain (rather than 

overthrow) the government, or a love of the land. ñIt is absolutely imperative that 

these foreign women should be Americanized,ò Guernsey argued. She wished that she 

could give every foreign-born woman ña good friend, in the person of some unselfish, 

helpful American woman.ò20 It was the duty of American women to protect American 

homes, for the home was the foundation of American democracy. Guernsey 

concluded, ñIt is fine in these days to be an American. It is finer to be an American 

woman. But it is the finest to be an American woman engaged in the Americanization 

of all our women.ò21  
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Anne Rogers Minor carried this emphasis on Americanization into her 

presidency of the DAR. Minor, who was elected President General at the Twenty-

Ninth Continental Congress in April  1920, was a wealthy resident of Waterford, 

Connecticut, and the first president general from New England. She had an admirable 

record of service at the local, state, and national levels of the DAR, and had spent the 

previous three years as the national chairman of the Daughters of the American 

Revolution Magazine Committee. Her nomination as president was unopposed.22 She 

recommended that the DAR finance a manual of information in several languages for 

free distribution to immigrants. She had been instrumental in the publication of a 

similar manual by the Connecticut Daughters of the American Revolution, titled 

Guide to the United States for the Immigrant and printed in four languages. This guide 

contained practical information on the countryôs laws, government, libraries, banks, 

and other institutions. It included the text of the Constitution, the American Creed, and 

the Pledge of Allegiance. Minor reminded her readers of the need to welcome the 

immigrant with ñthe friendly welcome, the neighborly spiritò rather than ñan attitude 

of aloofness and cold commercialism.ò23 

Following the Great War, DAR leaders were even more concerned with the 

need for patriotic education and convinced of the importance of taking historic figures 

as role models. The Red Scare, Prohibition, and the womenôs suffrage movement all 

challenged the status quo. They addressed these political issues directly in their 
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meetings. In her first message to the members of the Society, Minor declared that 

Americans were ñpassing through a period more momentous and criticalðmore 

fraught with danger to civilizationðthan any period during the war.ò During this 

fragile time of reconstruction, radicals sought to assault religion, home, and country. 

Minor called on the Daughters to renew ñtheir sane, steady, loyal, constructive 

influences and activities.ò24 Exhausted from the conflict, Americans seemed too ready 

to slip back into a preoccupation with their own amusement at the expense of service 

to the nation. Minor argued that the ñmemory of Pilgrim and Puritan and what they 

stood for will help to steady us to-day and keep us true to what we fought for on the 

battlefields of France.ò25 Above all else, the Pilgrims maintained a clear distinction 

between good and evil and a keen sense of righteousness. Minor feared that too many 

Americans were ready to compromise this righteousness by showing leniency to the 

Germans and the Soviet Russians. She urged, ñLet us not forget that Godôs 

righteousness rules in the world, and the nation that violates this law seals its own 

destruction.ò26 The DAR had an important role to play in honoring the Pilgrims and 

building both individual and national character. The country desperately needed 

citizens imbued with ñtruth, honesty, integrity, modesty, justice, thrift, industry, honor, 

religious faith, [and] a realization of spiritual values.ò27 These virtues were especially 
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important for combating the double threat of autocracy and socialism. She concluded, 

ñIf the character of our people remains what Pilgrim, Cavalier and Patriot have made 

it, placing right above might, honor above expedience and self-interest, honesty above 

greed, truth above intrigue and lying deceit, and the love of God above all else, no evil 

can prevail against this nation.ò28  

Adding Irish nationalists to her list of the nationôs enemies, Minor further 

warned that tolerance of the ñGerman-Sinn Fein-Socialist combinationò would break 

the wartime alliance with Great Britain. Loyal Americans could overcome this threat 

by spreading knowledge of American history and principles. At a time when 

conservatives battled for control of textbooks and school curricula, Minor argued that 

by commemorating the Pilgrims, they could demonstrate that ñthe principles of liberty 

and representative self-government that we enjoy today are the gift to the world of the 

Anglo-Saxon race.ò29 The only way to ensure freedom was if England and America 

committed to stand together, renewing the bond of heritage and culture. According to 

Minor, ñThe greatest good that can possibly be done by these Pilgrim celebrations in 

England and America will be the drawing together of these two countries in the bonds 

of friendship and greater mutual understanding. éAs victory depended upon our 

holding together, so now the fruits of victory and a lasting peace depend upon our 

keeping together, despite the attempts of Germany and Soviet Russia to wedge us 
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apart.ò30 These were overtly political goals; Minor wanted the DAR to use heritage to 

reinforce diplomatic ties. 

Armed with such justification to memorialize the Pilgrims, both the NSCDA 

and the DAR set to work at Plymouth. Immediately following the conclusion of the 

war, the Dames returned to planning their portico for Plymouth Rock. Overseeing the 

project was the Plymouth Memorial Committee. The executive committee members 

were Mary J. Potter Chauncey of New York (chairman), Caroline Tyson Lea of 

Pennsylvania, Edith Greenough Wendell of Massachusetts, and Delia Claiborne 

Buckner of Kentucky. In addition to these women, there were eighteen others from 

across the nation: Michigan, New Jersey, Rhode Island, South Carolina, New 

Hampshire, North Carolina, California, Illinois, Colorado, Wisconsin, Louisiana, 

Alabama, Texas, Mississippi, and Washington. Kate Claiborne Cox of Virginia, who 

had been president of the Dames at the time of the Jamestown Tercentenary, was also 

on the committee.31 

The Dames commissioned McKim, Mead & White to design the structure. 

This was perhaps the countryôs most prestigious architectural firm at the turn of the 

twentieth century. Based in New York City, the firm designed many prominent civic 

buildings. William Mitchell Kendall served as the lead architect on the Plymouth 

project. When Arthur Lord received his sketch in January 1919 from Chauncey he 

declared that ñit impresses me as the best treatment of the problem of any which have 
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been brought to my attention.ò32 The proposed portico took the form of a neoclassical 

temple, with tall columns surrounding the Rock, which would be placed below at sea 

level (figure 36). The ñbeautiful and dignified memorialò would be 32 feet by 17 feet 

and 6 inches. Despite its small size, the members of the Plymouth Memorial 

Committee hoped it would ñlend itself to practical uses,ò becoming a venue for 

meetings and addresses. Visitors standing within the portico could look ñdown upon 

the rock as one does on the Tomb of Napoleon in Paris.ò33 No one suggested that the 

tomb of a French emperor was an odd model for a memorial to the English colonists.  

 

Figure 36 Proposed Plymouth Rock portico, sketch by McKim, Mead & White, 

1919 (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, Massachusetts) 
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The members of the memorial committee spent a great deal of time debating 

the inscription for the portico. One suggestion was to use the following lines from 

ñThe Pilgrimsò by John Boyle OôReilly: ñHere, on this rock, and on this sterile soil, 

Began the kingdom not of kings, but men; Began the making of the world again.ò34 

This poem, read at the dedication of the Pilgrim Societyôs monument to the 

Forefathers on August 1, 1889, contained all that the Dames believed to be true about 

Plymouth Rock: the Pilgrims, like the Jamestown colonists, brought with them the 

ideas of freedom and law that would shape American democracy. These lines from 

OôReillyôs poem were included in a list of suggestions for the inscription of the 

portico given to Edith Wendellôs husband to review. Barrett Wendell was an author 

and respected professor of English composition and American literature at Harvard 

University.35 In his response to Mary Chauncey he argued against the poem, which he 

declared was ñflatly untrueò in its suggestion that the Pilgrims sought political 

independence from England; such an idea never ñentered a Pilgrim head.ò Although 

Wendell noted that OôReilly was ñan attractive and kindly man,ò he explained that he 

was also ña wild Fenianò who was ñsaved from anarchic mischief only by sincere 

addiction to the ósuperstitions of Romeô. To put anything of his anywhere near the 

Pilgrims is to do little respect to their Protestant memory.ò Instead of using a line from 

this Catholic Irish republican, he suggested perusing the writings of William Bradford 

for an appropriate sentiment, since the ñPilgrim principles are best enunciated by the 
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Pilgrims themselves.ò36 Such a call to historical accuracy was rare amongst the 

commemorators, who usually made claims about the colonists that suited their own 

contemporary position. Ultimately the Dames chose the inscription proposed by 

President Clarinda Lamar in 1919: ñERECTED BY THE NATIONAL SOCIETY OF 

THE COLONIAL DAMES OF AMERICA TO COMMEMORATE THE THREE 

HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE LANDING OF THE PILGRIMS.ò37 

Wendell thought this suggestion was ñsimple, dignified and appropriate.ò38 No more 

interpretation was needed because all visitors to Plymouth should know who the 

Pilgrims were and when they landed and why they were important enough to 

commemorate. The memorial itself would educate. 

The Damesô President Lamar, who was from Georgia, was a firm supporter of 

the memorial project. She called the landing at Plymouth the ñsecond great event in 

the history of this country.ò39 The first was, of course, the landing at Jamestown. She 

claimed that the memorial church at Jamestown and the ñnoble structureò being 

erected in Plymouth ñbear visible witness that the time has not been ill spentò in the 

three decades since the founding of the NSCDA.40 Erecting memorials was a way for 
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the society to justify its existence. Lamar noted that when celebrating the three-

hundredth anniversary at Jamestown the focus had been on the colonyôs status as the 

first permanent English settlement. With this second celebration, she urged the Dames 

to regard both Jamestown and Plymouth as ñthe beginning of representative 

Constitutional Government in America.ò41 According to Lamar, the Jamestown and 

Plymouth colonists ñblessed a way, not only through the untrodden forests, but along 

the hitherto unexplored paths of freedom and self government, a path that the whole 

world is now blindly seeking to follow.ò42  

According to Lamar, the portico was designed to narrate the story of the birth 

of the nation. The Rock itself was ñtypical of the rude but strong and sturdy character 

of those early Pilgrimsò while the classical lines of the memorial typified ñthe spirit of 

the country which the Pilgrims helped to found; the ideals of the Nation which has 

grown from their planting; equally strong and firm of texture, but wrought into a 

beauty and a power of which they did not dream.ò43 Thus the material and design of 

the memorial embodied the story the Dames wished to narrate. Lamar declared that it 

was appropriate for the Dames to commemorate the Pilgrimsô landing. In her view, the 

Dames undertook two kinds of work: commemoration and preservation for the past 

and Americanization for the present and the future. Lamar claimed it was the Dames 

who first discovered the importance of such patriotic education. She reminded her 
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listeners that ñthose ancestors whose landing we this year commemorate came as 

strangers to these shores, many of them fleeing from the hard hand of persecution.ò44  

Unlike the Colonial Dames, the Daughters of the American Revolution did not 

decide to erect a memorial in Plymouth until 1920. The DAR may have been the more 

prominent of the two organizations, but its mission was to commemorate the 

Revolutionary generation rather than the colonists. There was also not the same 

overlap in membership between its Jamestown and Plymouth memorial committees. 

The suggestion that the DAR take some part in the celebration of the landing came 

from members of the Massachusetts Chapter of the DAR at the Twenty-Ninth 

Continental Congress of the National Society in April 1920. At the regular meeting 

held immediately following the Congress on April 26, 1920, the National Board of 

Management empowered President General Anne Rogers Minor to represent the DAR 

during the Pilgrim Tercentenary celebration and to ñtake such steps as will be 

necessary to adequately carry out her plansò for a memorial.45  

Minor made a few preliminary inquiries but did not receive a great deal of 

information until August 1920, when she stopped in Plymouth en route to 

Provincetown for the official commemoration of the first landing of the Pilgrims.46 

There she met with Arthur Lord, who showed her the plans for the waterfront 
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redevelopment and suggested that a fountain dedicated to the women who arrived on 

the Mayflower would be an admirable contribution for the DAR to make. He also 

referred her to the Damesô architect, William Mitchell Kendall.47 Only two months 

later, at the national board meeting of the DAR on October 20, 1920, Minor presented 

designs for a memorial fountain from both the McKim, Mead and White firm and the 

Gorham Manufacturing Company, one of the leading art foundries in the United 

States.48 The board officially approved the plan to erect a fountain at Plymouth. They 

decided that the sum should not exceed $25,000 and that the matter of selection and 

erection be placed in the hands of a committee appointed by the President General, of 

which she would be chairman.49 This committee included representatives from across 

the country, emphasizing the national scope of the project.50 Echoing her 
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commemorative predecessors at Jamestown, Minor declared, ñThe fountain is in no 

sense sectional in its interest and appeal. The Pilgrims belong to the nation. Their 

principles of civil and religious liberty are the fundamental principles of the entire 

nation without distinction of North or South or East or West.ò51  

A memorial fountain to the women of the Mayflower was a suitable project for 

the DAR, according to Minor, who believed that the organization should remind 

Americans of the role that women played in creating the republic. Women, and 

especially mothers, were necessary for the inculcation of national virtues, but they 

were overlooked by the men who wrote national narratives. Minor reminded the 

Daughters that the Pilgrim Mothers came in the same ships, ñsuffered the same 

hardships and privations, made the same sacrifices, [and] displayed the same courage, 

fortitude and religious faith.ò During the tercentenary year she called the DAR to 

ñdevote itself to the pioneer mothers of this country, who sustained the fathers in their 

toils and dangers, who made the homes, bore the children, and endured the rigors of 

life in a savage and unknown land.ò52 A memorial to the Pilgrim women would 

correct male-dominated accounts of the Plymouth Colony, restoring the Pilgrim wives 

and mothers to the role of co-sufferers and co-contributors. 

Yet Minor did not argue for womenôs full equality with men. In August 1920, 

during the Provincetown celebration of the first landing of the Pilgrims on Cape Cod, 

she praised the women of the Mayflower for their faithful submission and 
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perseverance as they followed their husbands and fathers ñblindlyò and ñlike 

children.ò According to Minor, one of the key differences between the Jamestown and 

Plymouth colonists was the absence of women among the former. Plymouth was 

spared a precarious beginning because ñthe feminine half of mankind was on hand to 

do womanôs work, to build up homes, to care for the common needs of the colony in 

womanôs way.ò Minor reminded her listeners that such womenôs work was 

indispensable to the survival of the United States and suggested that the presence of 

women on the Mayflower made Plymouth more important than Jamestown. The 

Pilgrim Mothers and ñall other women colonists who have come to these shores, have 

set up a standard of home life and community life which we must maintain if this 

nation is to endure.ò53  

While it was important for all Americans to recognize the contributions of the 

Pilgrim Mothers, it was especially important for American women to consider their 

example. With the ratification of the Nineteenth Amendment, women had acquired the 

vote and the duty to use it wisely, regardless of which side of the suffrage controversy 

they had previously occupied. Theirs was the responsibility to set the example of good 

citizenship. Minor counseled, ñThoughts of these courageous, high-souled foremothers 

and their devotion to principle, their faith, their service to their community, have 

especial significance at this time when we women have need more than ever to 

emulate their spirit.ò54 With a full share of the rights and privileges of citizenship 

came ñvast responsibilities,ò including the preservation of the home and the rearing of 

                                                 

 
53 Ibid, 16. 

54 Anne Rogers Minor, ñA Message from the President General,ò DAR Magazine, 

October 1920, 564. 



 215 

children. Modern women could only fulfill their duties to the State if they were 

equipped with the character of the Pilgrim Mothers.55 

The fountain was an appropriate form for memorializing the Pilgrim Mothers 

because they ñthemselves were the fountain head of our national life.ò56 Minor urged 

the Daughters to ñbe filled with the same spirit of service, the same high faith, the 

same all-absorbing devotion to an idealò as the Pilgrim Mothers ñand all other pioneer 

women whose sacrifices established and built up this nation.ò She concluded, ñIt is for 

us to keep this fountain pure and undefiled from generation to generation, doing all 

things like the Pilgrims óin the name of God, Amen.ôò57 Such rhetoric from the leader 

of a hereditary society of white women reveals one of the main motivations behind the 

DARôs participation in this commemoration. They wanted to maintain cultural power 

by elevating the ñpurityò of their ancestry, just as they had for the Jamestown 

Tercentenary. 

Knowing why they wanted to erect their memorials did not, however, help 

either the NSCDA or the DAR to accomplish this task. The portico, proposed in 1912, 

was not dedicated until November 1921; the fountain, proposed in August 1920, was 

not dedicated until June 1925. Attempting to steer the project to completion, the 

women faced numerous problems and delays. At the heart of these obstacles was the 
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question of what plan the memorial landscape in Plymouth would follow and, 

consequently, what an appropriate memorial should look like. The women turned to 

commission member Arthur Lord and to architect William Mitchell Kendall for advice 

throughout these difficulties, and they did their best to find solutions. Ultimately, 

however, the delays reveal the lack of a coherent and official vision on the part of the 

commemorators for the memorial landscape. They also reveal that when at the mercy 

of the government, the womenôs organizations could do nothing but wait. 

The greatest challenge the Dames faced in erecting the portico was 

coordinating their commemorative work with the stateôs redevelopment of the 

waterfront. The Massachusetts Tercentenary Commission owned the site where the 

Plymouth Rock would be enshrined and it could not be put in place until the whole 

area was reclaimed and cleared. Delays to the stateôs work led to delays for the 

Dames. Part of this challenge lay in determining just how much of the work was the 

responsibility of the Dames. Arthur Lord hoped that the cost of the porticoôs 

foundation, the retaining wall and other items involved with placing the Rock on its 

original site would be covered by the Tercentenary Commission. The Dames would 

only be concerned with what would be above the ground level. He wanted to move 

ahead with the removal of the wharves and the construction of the seawall, which 

would be built of concrete with granite facing, before the winter of 1919, so that the 

canopy could be put in place in the early summer of 1920.58  

Yet Lord and the Commission had to wait for the federal appropriation before 

moving ahead with the seawall. In requesting bids, Lord felt it would make sense to 
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separate the two parts of the projectðthe above-ground portico from the removal of 

the previous canopy, the installation of the Rock, and the building of the foundations. 

He told Kendall that he was not sure how the Dames planned to raise the money, and 

this gave him some anxiety. ñI think our Commission ought to have pretty definite 

assurances that the ladiesô committee has raised or will be able to raise, by the time the 

money is needed to complete the canopy, an amount sufficient for that purpose, as our 

work to be done there will depend in no slight degree upon whether the portico is 

contributed by that Society.ò59 Kendall shared Lordôs concerns. The expense of the 

portico was estimated between $51,900 and 64,200ðwith an additional 10% for the 

architectôs commission. He believed that changing the material from granite to 

limestone would bring the cost down to $30,965. The portion of the portico below 

street level, to be built by the state, would still be granite to match the seawall. But the 

portion above, to be paid for by the Dames, would be less expensive.60 Lord insisted 

that they had to wait for the legislature to make the appropriation before taking up the 

matter with the contractor for obtaining firm bids.61 

In 1919 the Dames convened their first Council since 1916.62 A focal point of 

the discussion was the upcoming Pilgrim Tercentenary. Mary Chauncey declared to 

the assembled Dames, ñOur hearts must be stirred to the highest pitch of enthusiasm 
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when we realize that this Plymouth Celebration comes at a time when an International 

Peace such as the world has never known is about to be consummated.ò63 Chauncey 

presented to the Council the Plymouth Memorial Committeeôs design for the portico. 

The original designðat Kendallôs suggestionðwas to have been built of limestone, 

but this material ñwas criticised [sic] owing to the exposed location and it was 

thereupon decided that granite alone would properly serve for the memorial as 

invulnerable to weather, storm and time.ò However, with this choice of material the 

price of the memorial doubled to $47,000.64 As Lord and Kendall had anticipated, the 

Dames found themselves in a precarious financial position after the war. The expense 

of the memorial had increased but they had less time to raise the funds for it. By May 

1, 1919, the fund for the proposed memorial only contained $565. The Council 

authorized the treasurer to appropriate as much of the $10,000 which had been raised 

for the Hospital Ship Fund during the war but returned to the General Fund as would 

be required for the Plymouth memorial.65 Chauncey urged the members to raise the 

rest of the building funds through their state chapters. She proclaimed, ñThe times are 

exceptionalðbig things are called for and big sums marvelously produced. Granite 

can well personify for us the imperishable acts of those men of many sacrifices, which 
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have left an undying record upon our Countryôs history.ò66 The material used for the 

portico mattered; regardless of the cost, granite was necessary to illustrate the 

importance of the Pilgrims. Following the decisions made at the Council, in June of 

1919 Lord wrote to Kendall acknowledging that the Dames now had the authorityð

and the budgetðto receive estimates for the project and had adopted granite as the 

material.67 Kendall responded that he was pleased the memorial was proceeding.68 

However, over a year passed with no development. In July of 1920 Lord 

reported that the waterfront work was being held up by the failure of President 

Woodrow Wilson to appoint three members of the federal Pilgrim Tercentenary 

Commission. ñUntil the Commission is appointed and definitely determines how and 

when the federal appropriation can be spent,ò Lord told Kendall, ñthe actual 

construction work will not begin.ò69 In September of 1920, having missed his original 

deadline for the portico due to these political delays, Lord sought Kendallôs advice 

about how to speed up the process. He wondered if the architect could make a separate 

contract for the portico with a granite company, so that they could begin work on it at 

the quarry, instead of waiting.70 In November of 1920 Kendall wrote to Lord to let 

him know that he was working on new estimates for the portico. The expenses would 
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be higher than those accepted by the Colonial Dames over a year earlier in June 1919. 

He told Lord that he still expected the Massachusetts Tercentenary Commission to 

construct the part of the portico below street level. He was obtaining estimates from 

Roy H. Beattie, who had been the lowest bidder on the two other projects that McKim, 

Mead & White were preparing for Plymouth, the Pilgrim Hall portico and the Pilgrim 

sarcophagus on Coleôs Hill.71 Beattie was a general contractor based in Fall River, 

who had done work on the Newport estate of Lewis Cass Ledyard, an important New 

York lawyer, the Standard Oil Company, and the Plymouth Cordage Company. Lord 

noted, ñI have great confidence in his skill, judgment, experience and honesty.ò72 

Like the Dames, the DAR had to wait for the stateôs work to be completed 

before moving ahead with their memorial. The major problem for the DAR was 

deciding on a location for the fountain. In November 1920 Lord informed Minor that 

the Tercentenary Commission had succeeded in acquiring through condemnation 

proceedings the entire waterfront from Town Brook to Brewster Street.73 On 

November 10 Minor went to Boston to meet with members of both the Tercentenary 

Commission and the DAR Fountain Committee; two days later, members of the 

committee drove to Plymouth to look over the ground and confer with local officials. 

There were three sites potentially available for the fountain: across from the Rock on 

Coleôs Hill; on a lot at the corner of North and Water streets; and on the Court House 

lawn (figure 37). These sites were under the authority of different groups. Coleôs Hill  
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Figure 37 Potential sites for the DAR memorial fountain marked on birdôs-eye view 

of Plymouth, 1919 (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, 

Massachusetts) 

was owned by the Pilgrim Society. The corner lot was owned by the state and was still 

occupied by buildings scheduled for removal. The Court House was maintained by the 

Plymouth County Commissioners. After a second visit to the sites while representing 

the DAR at the December 21
st
 celebration, Minor informed the National Board of the 

DAR that they had to wait for ñdefinite word from the Commission as to which of 

these positions may be taken into consideration.ò74 She seemed to be under the 

erroneous impression that the State Tercentenary Commission was in charge of all 

three sites and would decide which one to give to the DAR for the fountain. Lord 

explained to Minor repeatedly that the DAR must choose their favorite site and make 

an application to the appropriate organization, that he himself could not single-
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handedly assign any of the sites. Nor could he guarantee that the design of the fountain 

would be approved. Lord urged the DAR to ñconsider which of the locations they have 

had suggested or which may be considered, best meets your wishes, in view of the fact 

that the location will largely determine the design of the fountain.ò75 

William Mitchell Kendall of McKim, Mead, and White advocated the site by 

the Rock. He suggested that the waterfront work be arranged in a way that made sense 

as a whole. As early as March 1919, Kendall urged Lord and the Massachusetts 

Tercentenary Commission to develop a plan for the memorial landscape on the 

waterfront, which could be implemented gradually. Instead of proceeding with no 

design, he wrote, ñI can not help thinking that whether any general scheme may be 

carried out immediately or not, it would be safer to have one and work up to it 

gradually during the course of years.ò He felt that the new portico should be placed in 

relation to the existing stone steps going up Coleôs Hill. Erecting it on the center line 

of the steps would relate ñthe portico immediately to the surroundings.ò It should also 

be moved closer to the water so that the Rock ñwould be reached by the sea at every 

high tide.ò76 

Once he began planning the DAR fountain, Kendallôs vision increased to 

include this new memorial. He had already drafted a plan of the Coleôs Hill area for 

Howland Davis, one of the trustees of the Pilgrim Society (figure 38). According to 

this plan, the steps up the hill would be on the axis of the portico, with the statue of  
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Figure 38 Sketch by William Mitchell Kendall of the Coleôs Hill area, showing the 

relationship between the Plymouth Rock portico (bottom center), the 

statue of Massasoit (marked ñAò), and the Pilgrim sarcophagus (upper 

left). (Courtesy of Pilgrim Hall Museum, Plymouth, Massachusetts) 

Massasoit, a gift of the Improved Order of Red Men, on the brink of the hill (marked 

ñAò on the sketch).77 After further consideration, Kendall suggested that the fountain 
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be placed at the bottom of Coleôs Hill, directly across from the Rock. The fountain 

would sit between two flights of steps, which would ascend the hill to the statue of 

Massasoit at its top, in line with the Rock. Above the fountain, the steps would be 

separated by a tapis vert.78 They would be shaded by ñtrees peculiar to the locality, in 

order to bring the general character of the place back to what it originally was.ò He 

urged Cyrus Dallin, the sculptor of the Massasoit statue, to support this new location 

for his statue and to craft a pedestal that would match the style of the new canopy.79  

Lord, however, urged Minor to consider the Court House site. Located on the 

main thoroughfare through downtown Plymouth (appropriately called Court Street), 

the Court House could be approached from the waterfront by Brewster Street. Since 

the state had acquired the land on Water Street up to Brewster Street, perhaps Lord 

believed that once the memorial park was finished, visitors to Plymouth would find 

Brewster Street a fine connector to the downtown area. He may also have suspected 

that the redevelopment of the waterfront would take a long time and, if the DAR 

                                                                                                                                             

 

nation. It was designed by Cyrus Dallin, who was famous for his depictions of Native 

Americans in the West. The statue represented the Improved Order of Red Menôs 
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wanted to see their contribution erected in a timely manner, it was best to choose a 

location away from the demolition. As an added benefit, the County would have to 

assume responsibility for the fountain if it was erected on its property, thereby saving 

the state from further expense. It also seemed to be an advantageous moment to 

propose the fountain to the county commissioners, since they were considering 

changes to the land in front of the Court House. Their plans included removing a long 

brick seat and balustrade that stood between the driveway immediately in front of the 

building and the lawn (figure 39). The lawn would then be extended into the area 

occupied by the driveway. Lord explained to Minor, ñThis, I think, will result in a very 

great improvement of the court house and lawn and will make it still more desirable as 

a place for a fountain.ò80  Lord also wrote to the Plymouth County Commissioners, 

proposing the lawn in front of the Court House as the best site for the memorial 

fountain: ñIt seems to me that a beautiful fountain, in harmony with the surroundings, 

would be a great addition to the county land, and standing in front of the court house, 

which is the finest of the public buildings in Plymouth, would add much to the beauty 

and effectiveness of that building.ò81 Frederic T. Bailey, one of the County 

Commissioners, explained that they would have to consider any plan and approve the 

design before giving authority for a fountain to be built, but he seemed in favor of 

such a gift.82  
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Figure 39 The Plymouth County Court House, ca. 1916. Note brick balustrade that 

the County Commissioners planned on removing. (Library of Congress, 

Prints & Photographs Division, LC-USZ62-73135) 

By the end of 1920, Lord made it clear to Minor that the Coleôs Hill site would 

almost certainly not be an option. There was just not enough money in anyoneôs 

budget to cover the construction of Kendallôs monumental plan. The first half of 1921 

was spent in debate over whether to place the fountain on the Court House lawn or at 

the foot of North Street. Minor argued that the DAR could not submit a design until 

they knew where they were putting the fountain. She did not see why the design 

should be so controversial, since the architect would be one of ñsome repute, so there 

will  be no question as to the proper kind of a structure being erected.ò83 Lord told 

Minor that the Tercentenary Commission was not responsible for choosing the site for 

the DAR. Once that decision was made, it was also the DARôs responsibility to obtain 
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permission from the proper organization (either the state or the county).84 Lord 

reminded her that nothing could be erected on county land without the approval of the 

architectural advisor to the county commissioners. Likewise, the Pilgrim Tercentenary 

Commission could only give permission for the corner lot after approval had been 

obtained from yet another body, the State Art Commission. Because the location 

would determine the design, the DAR must select a site in order to come up with a 

design that could be submitted for approval in order to have permission to use the site. 

Lord predicted that the other memorial work would be done by the end of the 

summer.85 Perhaps Minor sought to circumvent the approval process because of her 

desire to complete the memorial in the same timeframe. She seemed to feel that 

Plymouth should be delighted to receive a memorial and should accept it without 

requiring the donor to make a formal application.  

Finally, on June 3,
 
1921, the DAR memorial committee met in Boston and paid 

a visit to Plymouth to decide upon the site for the fountain. They unanimously chose 

the corner lot owned by the state as the location and McKim, Mead, and White as the 

architects.86 Had they committed to this site, the fountain might have been erected in a 

timely manner. However, members of the DAR memorial fountain committee were 

persuaded by Kendall to pursue another course. On July 7, 1921, Minor and her 

associates met in New York City with Kendall and Lawrence Grant White (also of 
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McKim, Mead and White) and Carl Paul Jennewein, the German-born sculptor chosen 

to create the central figure of the fountain. In addition to a plan for the corner lot, they 

also presented a plan for placing the fountain on Coleôs Hill across from the Rock. In 

her report to the national board, Minor explained that this had been her first choice, 

but that she had given it up when Lord told her it was ñout of the question on account 

of construction difficulties and prohibitive cost.ò Now the situation had changed: ñMr. 

Kendall was, however, so disappointed not to have this, the finest site, that he told the 

committee he felt he could secure it for us, if we would reconsider our action and 

leave it to him; at the same time assuring us that the fountain could be built here for a 

cost within our figures.ò The committee voted to allow Minor and Kendall to decide 

on the site.87 In addition to Kendallôs influence, Minor may have been hesitant to 

commit to the corner lot because its surroundings had not yet been cleaned up.88 

In September 1921, Minor announced to Lord that the DAR planned to ask for 

the Coleôs Hill site, the original first choice, noting that ñwe only gave up the thought 

of it when we were told the price would be prohibitive.ò Kendallôs assurance that the 

fountain could be erected within their budget had led the committee members to 

change their minds and rescind their request for the corner site. She argued, ñI am sure 
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everyone must see that that site is far preferable, when they take into consideration the 

composition, in general, of the whole plan of improvement of the water front; it will 

add just the right balance to the other memorials there.ò Anxious to complete the 

fountain during her term as president general, Minor requested a decision on the site as 

soon as possible, so that work on the figure could proceed.89 She further argued, ñWe 

feel that our fountain on that site in conjunction with the canopy of the Colonial 

Dames will greatly enhance the beauty of the spot and serve to carry out the plans of 

the Commission.ò90 One senses that the DAR wanted to contribute something as 

prominent as the Colonial Dames. 

Lord replied to this request by once again addressing the complications of 

using the Coleôs Hill site. Kendallôs plan called for the fountain to be placed on Water 

Street, with a flight of stone steps going up on either side (figure 40). These steps 

would meet behind the fountain and continue up the hill, where the statue of Massasoit 

would be erected in line with the Rock. To bring this plan to fruition, it would be 

necessary to remove the Plymouth Rock House, a hotel perched on the top of Coleôs 

Hill ( figure 41), and redirect Carver Street, which ran parallel to the crest of the hill, in 

order to create enough space for the statue and additional parkland. Dallinôs Massasoit 

had already been erected on Coleôs Hill, but south of the Rock. Both the sculptor and 

the donors felt that until the hotel was removed from the top of the hill it would not be 

suitable to place the statue across from the Rock. Lord explained that he could not  

                                                 

 
89 Minor to Lord, September 22, 1921, folder 209, Lord Papers. 

90 Minor to Lord, November 4, 1921, folder 209, Lord Papers. 
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Figure 40 Watercolor of DAR fountain on Coleôs Hill by McKim, Mead & White 

(Courtesy of the National Society of the Daughters of the American 

Revolution) 

 

Figure 41 Postcard view of the Plymouth Rock House at the crest of Coleôs Hill, 

the obstacle to Kendallôs monumental plan. (Authorôs personal 

collection) 




























































































































































































































































































