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I. THE VIEW FROM THE EAST
ROBERT D. MITCHELL

INTRODUCTION

They tried to fit you with an English song

And clip your speech into the English tale.
But, even from the first, the words went wrong,
The catbird pecked away the nightingale.

The homesick men begot high cheek-boned things
Whose wit whittled with a different sound

And Thames and all the rivers of the kings

Ran into Mississippi and were drowned.

Stephen Vincent Benet



PREFACE:JOHN BROWN'S BODY

Stephen Benet's wmetaphor of the Mississippi, representing
America, swallowing up the Thames, representing England, is a
powerful one that has long characterized American Frontier
historiography in one form or another.(l1) This opportunity
to explore "the Appalachian frontier” allows us to pit our
increasing knowledge of early America against such imagery
and to assess its utility. Although America eventually did
differentiate itself from England, this was not the initial
intent. The process of "Americanization” was a gradual,
sometimes imperceptible, and often unconscious one. The
Appalachian zone was a significant element in this
transformation because its occupance occurred during a period
of major change in mid-eighteenth-century America.

We have made considerable progress in our understanding
of the American past since 1960 when Andrew Clark
reintroduced historical geographers to curious but skeptical
historians.(2) Our subsequent appreciation by historians and
students of the landscape in general has been tempered
somewhat by the philosophical differences we have seen fit to
publicize.(3) In particular we have witnessed an
illuninating debate between geographers and historians
concerning the social origins of early America,(4) while
disagreeing among ourselves about the most fruitful ways to
interpret the geography of the past. Such disagreement is
evident in part in these two essays on the Appalachian
frontier. Different modes of interpretation as well as
contrasting spatial perspectives create both diversity and
congruence in our evaluation of that important phase of
American settlement history, the "second frontier" as some
have termed it.(5)

If our immediate objective is a geographical
comprehension of "the Appalachian frontier," and we take that
to mean an exploration of the settlement experience and its
results in the Appalachian zone of interior expansion from
the Tate 1720s until the beginning of the nineteenth century,
the time seems ripe for an attempt at a new synthesis of
current perspectives on the earliest American settlement
landscapes. I have suggested one possible synthesis in my
essay on early American cultural regions, and I would now
like to pursue a critique of that approach and some of its
implications.{6) A "view from the East," however, contains
certain inherent biases and limitations. It is a view that
stresses transformation within the contexts of precedence and
continuity, or origins and diffusion, and of adaption to
perceived New World conditions. :

My thesis is that for almost two decades Andrew Clark's
emphasis on "geographical change," on the differences within
and between places through time, set the tone for most of our
inquiries into American frontiers. The result has been a
tendency to interpret the pioneer settlement experience as a
novel or sequential process with 1ittle connection to
previous experiences. We have, consequently, lost sight of
the continuity of frontier settling and especially the
persistence of form in the transfer of culture from place to




place. Where change occurs it is rarely a sequential or
radical break with the past but a cumulative, developmental
process, built upon forms and symbols transmitted from
previous generations. ’

Accepting such a perspective requires some rethinking of

our recent disparate paths of geographical inquiry. There
are three dimensions to this. First, there is the matter of
integration. We need to jdentify not only links between

social and economic interpretations of the past and
reconstructions of material culture, but also to connect
institutions and structures and not view them as unrelated
elements. Historiographically-inclined scholars have tended
to regard material artifacts as of merely passing interest in
their quest for understanding the great forces and processes
of history. Those concerned with landscape interpretation
have been too eager to use diffusion to explain form without
delving deeper into the thoughts, values, and institutional
contexts within which particular forms have emerged.(7)
Second there is the question of scope. There 1is a
recognition that we need to extend our recent interest in
social institutions, such as family, local government, and
church, that have a bearing on understanding geographical
variation. The time is long past when we can afford the
Tuxury of stating that we are "not concerned with explaining
the inner workings of culture."(8) Third there is the
problem of scale. We must be willing to operate, where
appropriate, at local, micro-levels of analysis (household,
neighbourhood, and county) in order to strengthen
generalizations at regional and macrolevels where we have
been trained to feel more comfortable.(9) Many of the
self-evident truths accepted at regional scales of
interpretation, such as the validity of colonial culture
hearths, are being undermined by more detailed
reconstructions.{10)

This perspective will be explored by interrelating the
three principal themes that highlight our study of early
America: the origins and transfer of “the wvalues,
institutions, and practices of people from place to place;
the spatial organization and lTandscape manifestation of these
elements in place; and their changing spatial and temporal
dimensions through time. My "view from the East” requires an
extended view across the Atlantic to identify particularly
the English heritage relevant to understanding the
transformation of the colonies and states, especially those
located from the Chesapeake Bay  north, between the
seventeenth and early nineteenth centuries. Such a vantage
point, it seems to me, evokes less a lament for "the world we
have Tost," in Peter Laslett's terms, than an appreciation of
what we in America have gained.(11)

What were the most distinctive characteristics of early
seventeenth century ©English society? What happened of
geographical consequence as members of this society moved
westward across the Atlantic? And how did the outcomes of
that migration contribute to the move into and across the
Appalachians initiated a century later? These are the
questions that will guide this exploration of the Appalachian
frontier.
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THE ENGLISH HERITAGE

England at the beginning of the seventeenth century
contained some four million people who, if equally
distributed, would have covered the country at 90 persons per
square mile (by contrast, densities in the settled parts of
the Appalachian zone rarely exceeded 15 persons per square
mile by 1800). Higher densities were confined mainly to
London, the southeast, the Midlands, and Lancashire (Fig. 1).
England was above all a provincial, rural, and agrarian place
in which only one person in eight lived in urban settlements.
Even by the end of the century, when total population had
increased to six million despite famines, plagues, fires and
civil wars, 85% of the inhabitants still Tived in the
countryside.(12)

This provincial English population shared a basic set of
symbols, values, and institutions. The symbols were those
associated with nature and the pastoral, with seasonality,
agricultural activities, communal 1living, Christianity, and
nationality. The values were those related to social order,
hierarchy and inequality, aristocracy and patriarchy, and
individual responsibility and reciprocity. The institutions
that reflected these characteristics were those of family and
kin, neighbourhood and community, local government, church
and parish, manor, landed property, and civil and common law.

Alan Everitt chose to view this provincial world from the
perspective of the changes which it was undergoing during the
seventeenth century.(13) He couched his discussion in terms of
three themes: diversity, insularity, and continuity. It is
difficult to generalize about seventeenth-century England
because of the great variety of ways in which its population
had integrated familijar symbols, values and institutions.
English 1ife at the beginning of the century was organized into
40 shires or county communities, over 700 boroughs, and some
9,000 rural parishes. Geographers have long appreciated the
complex spatial varjations that existed 1in patterns of
provincial 1ife, and this has only been strengthened by the
findings of the last twenty years.

The standard regional division employed is that between the
lowland zone of the south and east, characterized by nucleated
villages and hamlets, and open-field, arable farming, and the
highland zone to the west and north with its dispersed farms ad
hamlets, enclosed fields and more pastoral pursuits (Fig. 1).
But this categorization is inadequate for our purposes because
considerable regional differentiation occurred within the two
zones. Indeed it is clear from recent research that such
elements as settiement patterns, agriculture practices, field
systems and manorial organizations did not always mesh neatly
in the landscape into clearly defined regions.(14)

East Anglia, which contributed about 12% - 15% of English
immigrants to the American colonies during the seventeenth
century, is a good example of the internal diversity to be
found in a major English region (Fig. 1).(15) 1In the north and
east a mixed sheep-corn (barley, rye, and wheat) husbandry
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prevailed on sandy loams. Over 70% of the area was still
cultivated under an open-field pattern but one that differed
from adjacent areas of eastern England in that farmers' strips
were consolidated in one particular arablie area rather than
scattered throughout the open fields. Life was organized
around a manorial system with its nucleated villages, communal
living patterns, and marked social distinctions. It was a
changing region, however, with parts undergoing enclosure,
increasing their proportions of freeholders, and experimenting
with new crops and practices.

The fenland to the north west presented a variation on this
pattern. Here village Tife and communal traditions were also
strong but agriculture was more oriented to livestock rearing,
including pig breeding; common grazing lands were more
extensive and largely unregulated; and manorial organization
and class hierarchy were weaker. Village and neighbourhood
were the most common points of reference. Another sub-region
of strong pastoral traditions existed in the south west closer
to London. Livestock fattening, dairying, and pig breeding
were widespread; over 75% of farms were enclosed; large
villtages and towns devoted to woollen and Tinen <cloth
production dotted the tandscape; and a more commercial economy
existed amidst a weak and declining manorial organization.
Along the south coast the poor sandy soils supported a Timited
sheep-corn farm economy, settlements were more dispersed, and
fishing and coastal trade led to a diversified existence.(16)

The central wood-pasture region stood in contrast to these
patterns. This area of limited arable farming supported
landscapes of hedgerows and extensive deciduous woodlands,
dispersed farmsteads and small villages, and dairy, pig, and
horse production. Manorial organization was weak, family
freehotld farms were common, and social classes less
differentiated. The large towns of Norwich and Ipswich on the
margins of this region further contributed to local diversity
with their borough organization, food processing and cloth
industries, and strongly independent mercantile classes.

There was an intimacy and long association with place in
East Anglia as elsewhere in England, that was clearly lacking
in the early American colonies. Hence the persistence of such
regional identifications as "East Anglia," the "West Country,"
and even Cornwall and Kent (Fig. 1). This diversity occurred,
moreover, within regions over distances of a few miles.
Longevity and smali-scale intimacy contrasted with the colonies
where the newness of settlement, the sparse population, and
the relatively vast areas of forested Tand that were occupied
created cruder regional identifications such as "New England"
and "the Chesapeake." Both longevity and vastness, however,
could foster insularity.(17)

By insularity Everitt meant intense localism and
provincialism, a protection of one's own locale and
neighbourhood from outside national and even regional
intrusions. This inwardness or introversion was based upon the
tenacity of local attachments to birthplace, family and kin,
neighbourhood and community, and the parish church. Most




English people seldom strayed far from their familiar
environment of farm, village, and market town. Geographical
mobility among the 1lower classes was officially discouraged;
and travel, confined to roads and waterways, was slow and
limited.

Family loyalty, commitment to community affairs,
participation in church activities, belief in reciprocity, and
limited contacts with the rest of the country fostered this
strong local attachment. Country folk showed little interest
in national politics. They were neither clearly pro-monarchy
nor pro-parliament during the civil war of the 1640s. The
aristocracy and more powerful gentry had their landed and
political bases firmly grounded in Tocal county communities.
Family-inherited westates, political offices, and trading
connections were common and lend continuity to the 1local
scene.(18)

Continuity for Everitt meant particularly the English sense
of history and preoccupation with the past. This was fostered
most consciously by the aristocracy through their concern with
the perpetuation of family names, the frequency of cousin
marriages, and the interest in genealogy and heraldry. These
sentiments were partly expressed on the landscape through the
persistence of medieval-style manor houses which, rather than
being replaced, were modified externally and internally to
accommodate to the changing needs and status requirements of
the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.(19)

The continuity of lTandowning classes was also apparent
among the gentry even in areas of significant land turnover
during the late Tudor period. It was the gentry who supplied
continuity at the county level by filling most of the positions
in county and parish government. For the yeomen, husbandmen,
and people of 1lesser sort who comprised most provincial
populations, the fragility and uncertainty of 1ife made them
generally willing to accept authority, patriarchy, and
inequality as values that shaped the operations of everyday
1ife.(20) On the other hand, vulnerability to catastrophe and
change could lead also to social wunrest, institutional

experimentation, and religious revivalism. The spread of
puritanism was one measure of all three characteristics in
provincial 1life.(21) Continuity with past tradition and

custom, therefore, was the base 1ine from which to measure the
significant social! and demographic changes that were affecting
seventeenth-century England.{22)

Many of these characteristics reappeared on the other side
of the Atlantic. The intent almost everywhere, from the
Virginia Company at Jamestown to the Massachusetts Bay Company
at Boston, was to reproduce as much of a familiar English life
as possible. That the process of transfer was seldom one of
complete duplication of English precedent and that the initial
interest of the early colonial founders did not materialize
were the result of several factors. The "filtering process"
was influenced by the family context of migration, the
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"middling" and upwardly mobile social classes involved, the
specific regions from which migrants originated (especially
from southern, eastern, and south western England), and the
timing of their emigration relative to long-run social changes
occurring in England.

The degree to which the traits diffused were duplicated,
selectively borrowed, and reintegrated in the colonies was
influenced by another set of factors: the unusual opportunity
for renewal and reorganization 1in the absence of fixed
precedents, the general similarity of ecological conditions for
the transfer of English agricultural systems and resource
practices, and direct and indirect contact with native Indian
populations. Many institutions and practices were streamlined
to fit New World conditions, but the continuity of English
forms is striking, including the nuclear family, Tlocal
institutions of goverment, country and parish systems, private
land tenure, freehold farming, and English common and civil
Taw, to name the most important.

The distribution of these English forms throughout the
colonies by the 1680s gave unity to early settliement
experience. The modification made in these forms within the
colonies rather than any fundamental changes of forms
themselves, help to account for early geographical variation
along the Atlantic seaboard. It is important, for example, to
recognize the continuity in transfer of the family as an
institution, although it was undergoing internal changes in
England and although it was reconstituted differently in
Massachusetts and Virginia.(23) These trends were in the
direction of creating the “closed domesticated nuclear family"
in which the values of personal autonomy and affective ties
were especially strong. Family changes were manifested in
spatial reorganization at the household level. Vernacular
housing in England was being restructured in order to
accommodate the reduced numbers and greater privacy of the more
inward oriented nuclear family.(24) Hence the shift to
hall-and-parlour arrangements and the fincreasing numbers of
specialized rooms in the houses of the gentry and prosperous
yeomen. These social and structural changes were diffused

differentially to the American colonies. The
family-constituted world of southern New England created a more
faithful reproduction of these trends than the

servant-constituted world of the tidewater (hesapeake where
experimentation and innovation were more typical.{25)

TRANSATLANTIC TRANSFER

Cole Harris, in his interpretation of transatlantic
transfer, has attempted to answer our second question about
colonial origins.{26) He has taken issue with those who have
suggested that the selection process for trait transmission to
the colonies was preadaptive, which is to say that it occurred
primarily in Europe as a partial representation of the
traditions of the mother country. Harris chose to view
transfer as a simplification process more through adaptation to
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the locational characteristics of early colonial frontiers.
The creation of new colonial societies was a levelling process
that meant beginning again from scratch. Colonists based their
decisions on the creation of nuclear families, easy access to

land, and 1imited access to markets. Where these conditions
prevailed wegalitarian societies developed wmarked by few
inequalities and class distinctions. Such societies

perpetuated themselves until greater differentiation set in
when either access to land became more restricted or access to
markets was achieved.

Although this argument has geographical appeal it
simplifies how people behave culturally and it misses the more
important point about continuity. The processes of societal
formation operated on both sides of the Atlantic. By following
a preadaptation interpretation we would fail to appreciate the
reintegration of cultural and social forms in early America.
By following Harris's reductionist argument and looking for
drastic change we would miss the importance of the English
heritage and the transatlantic continuity of forms.

DIVERSITY

The continuity of transatlantic diffusion patterns meant
above all the transfer of geographical diversity to the
American colonies. Yet apart from the general recognition of a
tripartite division of the coionies into northern, middle, and
southern subregions or their further abstraction into New
England, Midtand, and Chesapeake "cultural hearths",
geographers have been slow to appreciate this diversity. It is
true that long association with place in England had created
many local subregions and that the frontier character of
seventeenth-century America fostered fewer immediate regional
associations. On the other hand, when we begin to analyze the
settlement of the seventeenth and early eighteenth-century
colonies the larger regional nomenclature appears
oversimpiified and even inaccurate. In our approach to this
first frontier, therefore, I would Tike to suggest three themes
in addition to diversity that appear crucial in understanding
how these coastal societies helped to shape the configuration
of the Appalachian frontier after the 1720s. These are
dispersion, inequality, and pluralism,

"New England", principally Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
Connecticut, has retained the highest regional profile of any
colonial area and has been examined in most detail. The
result has been a series of particularistic social case studies
lacking, for the most part, any comparative perspective.(27)
Hence the emphasis on diversity and persistent localism, the
"1ittle commonwealths™ and "Peaceable kingdoms" that hark back
to Everitt's theme in insularity.(28) Yet one must remain
skeptical of how far localism was a creation of the researchers
rather than the settlers. Tendencies towards privatism and
family-centredness were juxtaposed with concerns about 1links
with neighbourhood, commodity, and the wide colonial world.(29)
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The internal geographical diversity of early New England,
however, is not in doubt. Sumner Chilton Powell in his
tandmark study, Puritan Village, described in detail the
formation of Sudbury, Massachusetts, by settiers from four
daifferent regions in England and the compromises that were made
to create a new society.(30) It is not surprising that in this
non-conformist, puritan settlement Powell emphasized themes of
innovation and simplification. Settlers decided, in view of
the small population, to reduce the complexities of the
manorial court system, to streamline the operations of 1local
government, and to eliminate the ponderous hierarchy of the
established church. But what is equally striking is his
emphasis on the persistence of English traits: the patriarchal
nuclear family, a functional sense of community, private Tand
ownership, open-field agricultural practices, a town form of
local government, a town church, and English common Taw.

The strongest evidence linking continuity and diversity is
David Allen's study of five pioneer Massachusetts towns,
entitled In English Ways.(31) Colonists in all five towns
attempted to reproduce as much of their familiar English ways
of 1ife as possible. The result was a complex regional mosaic.
Rowley, north of Boston, reproduced the open-field agricultural
system, orderly social and church institutiens, and rigidly
defined social structure of the East Riding of Yorkshire;
nearby Newbury reflected the agricultural diversity, social
mobility, and religious upheaval of its settlers from southern
England; while Ipswich to the south recreated the individual
farmstead, urban artisan-mercantile world of the Ipswich area
of East Anglia where charismatic puritanism was especially
prominent. Another recent study of five towns in eastern
Massachusetts and southern Maine corroborates this varied
pattern,(32) and together the two studies pose problems for the
conceptualization of a homogeneous culture hearth in
seventeenth-century Massachusetts.

The early Chesapeake would appear to generate a less
complex and ambiguous profile because continuity seems less
evident. The commercial orientation of the initial settlement
venture placed Virginia and Maryland under a slave plantation
system based on maize or subsistence and tobacco for export.
Each of these traits was an innovation lacking clear English
precedents. But this system did not appear all at once, nor
was commitment to it equally consistent throughout the area.
It was perpetuated, moreover, by a planter elite that fashioned
itself after the English gentry and maintained close commercial
and social ties with England.(33)

Although we have fewer detailed studies of the Chesapeake
to match those for New England, it is clear that at least three
sub-regions existed in the Chesapeake by the end of the
seventeenth century: tidewater Virginia, southern Maryland, and
the Eastern Shore across the Bay.(34) This regional division
is maintained whether we examine Indian-European relations or
the development of the commercial plantation economy. The
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Virginia tidewater region was the first area of sustained
settlement and contact with native populations. The results
produced a difficult set of circumstances for the Virginia
Company. Not only were the earliest settlements poorly planned
and managed; the settiers had to deal with problems of
malnutrition, disease, labor shortages, and Indian hostilities
on a scatle unknown in New England. Indian-European relations
in this first contact arena were competitive and violent.(35)
In southern Maryland, on the other hand, the Maryland colonists
attempted a more peaceful policy and were aided initially by
the desire of local Indian groups to gain an ally against the
Susquehannocks at the head of the bay (36). On the Eastern
shore, a contact zone some three decades after Jamestown,
Indian groups attempted to avoid contact and dispersed to the
north rather than be confined on reservations.(37)

Both the Virginia company at Jamestown and the Calvert
family in Maryland created incompatible goals for their new
societies: commercially successful colonies established along
traditional, stable manorial lines. By the time that the
Maryland colony was founded Virginia's settlers had already
created a syncretic society in the tidewater based on a strong
sense of individualism, a vreconstituted family structure,
private land ownership, clear class distinctions, a tobacco
economy, indentured servitude, a (weak) Anglican church, county
and parish forms of local government, English common and civil
law, and a law-formulating general assembly.(38) Lord
Baltimore's plan to introduce feudal tenures, manorial courts,
a landed aristocracy, a more authoritarian family structure, a
stronger religious community, nucleated settlements, and a
mixed farming economy failed to materialize in the face of
Virginia's competition. Despite a commitment to a commercial
plantation system, however, southern Maryland created its own
regional distinctiveness.(39) Because of the proprietor's
control over land grants landownership was more concentrated
than in Virginia. Disagreement over proprietary prerogative
created a more volatile and divisive political organization.
As a Catholic colony Maryland provided a mixed blessing for its
English followers. Although it permitted them freedom of
worship and encouraged an active Jesuit presence, Baltimore's
commitment of religious toleration proved to be compromising to
the Catholic gentry. This was rendered more difficult by the
social cleavage that existed between gentry and their dependent
Protestant servants.

The servant-dependent character of early Chesapeake Tlife
had important social consequences.(40) Marriages were delayed
until periods of indenture were completed. Many Chesapeake
famiiies, therefore, were created 1in the <colonies after
emigration, rather than before as in New England, in an
environment of fewer rules and sanctions, greater autonomy and
independence, and with fewer direct ties to English family
traditions. It was the gentry who retained the closest family
and economic ties to the mother country.
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It was also the gentry, as members of the middling and
large planter classes, who transformed the Chesapeake world
during the last two decades of the century. Their decision to
shift to the use of African slaves instead of English servants
was governed by the changing patterns of price and supply that
favored the use of slaves over servants.(4l) By the beginning
of the eighteenth century sltaves outnumbered servants by about
4 to 1 in the labour system of the Chesapeake. But there were
variations in the commitment to slavery and the plantation
system by this time. The area least affected was the Eastern
Shore where the fluctuating success of the tobacco economy had
encouraged some planters to shift from tobacco to wheat and
livestock as cash items. Consequently, this isolated region of
smaller Jandholdings and fewer social distinctions committed
itself less to the use of slaves than either tidewater Virginia
or southern Maryland.(42)

James Lemon has placed less stress on diversity in his
studies of south eastern Pennsylvania and more emphasis on the
independent freeholder world of “liberal individualism".(43)
The early Pennsylvania he portrays, especially in The Best Poor
Man's Country, was inhabited principally by farmers displaying

acquisitive, materialistic, and opportunistic behaviour and
creating a stable society committed to economic growth and
geographical expansion. These were values brought by upwardly
mobile immigrants from England and allowed to flourish rapidily
in the more "open" environment of Pennsylvania. Such values,
Lemon maintained, were shared by farming populations along the
Atlantic Seaboard and carried westward across the Appalachians
to the Middle West during the eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries. This reduced what patterns of geographical
diversity existed in eighteenth-century America.

Lemon, moreover, goes farther than any other interpreter in
arguing not only tht patterns of regionalism were relatively
unimportant but that settlers' senses of place and community
were weak.{(44) The power of government, he contends, was weak
at all levels 1in Pennsylvania (provincial, county, and
township) and the parish system was absent. Individualism
rather than a communal sense of reciprocity lay at the root of
colonial values and weakened community institutions. This
could be observed in attitudes towards the pursuit of
Tand.(45) Land was viewed an an exchangeable commodity to be
bought, sold, and leased in the open market. The role of the
free market and the protection of property rights were the
basis of a Lockean notion of individual freedom. Stewardship
of nature became a trait of the English past. The pursuit of
landownership further weakened community by creating highly
unequal distributions of material wealth. In Chester (County,
for example, the upper 10% of taxed individuals held 24% of the
county's wealth at the end of the seventeenth century and 3% at
the end of the eighteenth. Increasing social differentiation
further loosened the bonds of neighbourhood and community. In
religious practices Lemon found early Pennsylvanians to
demonstrate patterns of denominational pluralism and
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individualistic notions of piety and salvation. The lack of
strong church leadership and the predilection for forming
.splinter groups prevented churches from creating communities
larger than the size of their memberships. Finally, the high
rates of geographical mobjlity and turnover demonstrated by
early Pennsylvanians precluded the early colonists from forming
strong attachments to place, further weakening traditional
bonds with land and nature. In brief, continuity for Lemon
foundered quickly in the New World as opportunities for
individual and family advancement presented themselves.(46)

DISPERSION

The most striking settlement feature of the early colonies
before the 1720s was the ubiquity of dispersed rural settlement
based on single-family farms located on lands held under fee
simple tenure. Plans to create compact nucleated settlements
as reflections of an orderly, stable society failed
consistently. This is most obvious in the Chesapeake colonies
of Virginia and Maryland where the strong desire for individual
ownership of land, the relative self-sufficiency of plantation
units, and the control of the tobacco consignment system by
London merchants operated against settlement concentration.(47)
No settlement 1in the Chesapeake <contained more than 300
residents by 1700. In Pennsylvania, William Penn envisioned a
strong social nexus expressed on the landscape in agricultural
villages and planned townships. His fellow Quakers, however,
sought individual family farms with dwellings located centrally
within patterns of contiguous fields.(48)

Despite the innumerable town studies of early New England
most researchers have been reluctant to appreciate the
dispersed settlement patterns that were established in the
region. Even those who have remarked on the process of
dispersion have failed to address it directly.(49) The image
of the New England village with its tight social network
remains strong. Yet it now appears that only about twenty
agricultural villages were formed in southern New England in
the seventeenth century and many of them lasted less than a
generation.(50) Even those that did survive, particularly in
the Connecticut Valley, were seldom nucleated around the
meeting house or a village green but organized in two or
three-acre home lots arranged loosely along a broad street.
Dispersion was clearly the rule by the mid-seventeenth century.
The viliage, not as an agricultural settlement but as a
commercial non-farm unit, became an expression of southern New
England 1ife only during the early nineteenth century.

A similar pattern of dispersion may be seen in the
distribution of rural service centers and the decentralization
of trade in early America. We are most aware of these
characteristics 1in the Chesapeake and the Carolinas.(51)
Because of the dispersal of plantations, the strong tendencies
of planters toward basic self-sufficiency, and the emergence of
independent planter-merchants, service functions were not
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associated directly with population size but were related to
the location of county courthouses, country stores, mills, and
wayside taverns. This seems to be equally true of southern New
England, except for port towns, where many "urban" functions
were not particularly concentrated and where commercial
activities were seldom duplicated in market towns and fairs as
in seventeenth-century England.(52) Although town centers
often had a meeting house and a tavern, such services as retail
stores, crafts, and mills were widely distributed throughout
the townships and thus may have exhibited patterns not unlike
those of Southern tidewater counties.

These patterns of dispersjon strongly reflect settlers'
values of personal autonomy and independence. They were
associated with the early English migrants in their desire for
freedom of opportunity to acquire private 1Jand holdings.
Although this particular spatial arrangement may have induced
initial social isolation and loss of community, it was carried
persistently into the interior by settlers from coastal areas
or by immigrants directly from Western Europe.

INEQUALITY

Land was neither free nor easy to acgquire in the
seventeenth-century colonies, contrary to Harris's assertion
about "easy access to land". Access to land occurred within a
social context in which accommodation was usually made to an
immigrant's economic and social status when he left England.
It is true that in some New England towns land allotment and
access to commons were assigned on an equal basis, but for
every town where this was originally practiced there were four
where it was not. Thus, 1in Sudbury, Massachusetts original
grants ranged from 4 to 7 acres; in Dedham Tandholdings
averaged 210 acres and in Watertown 86 acres. By the end of
the first generation in Rowley the top 10% of landowners held
45% of town land; in Hingham it was 36%; and in Waterloo it was
almost 50%.(54) These trends tended to duplicate patterns of
landholding, hierarchy, and power in England, except for the
fact that most early heads of household in New England were
Tandowners.

The pattern of unequal access to land was even clearer in
the Chesapeake where land grants were used liberally to induce
settiement, particularly to those who could afford to pay the
quit rents (another measure of English tradition).(55) Great
disparities occurred within landholding groups, with powerful
families often acquiring between 5,000 and 10,000 acres of
land. Even greater inequalities existed between those who
owned land and those who worked it, although many indentured
servants were able to acquire land after their freedom at least
until the end of the seventeenth century.(56) A majority of
Virginia's freeholders by 1705 owned between 200 and 400 acres,
and in south eastern Pennsylvania by 1710 the average size of
holding was about 250 acres.(57)
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These were enormous holdings by most English standards and
this encouraged many farmers to enter the land market where
they bought, sold, leased, and speculated in real estate on a
scale unknown in England even during the sale of monastic
lands. Land speculation thus became endemic to early American
frontier 1ife and contributed to the unequal distribution of
wealth in many newly settled communities. Access to land and
its resources became the most widespread creator of social and
economic inequalities in seventeenth-century America.(58)

We can add the function of the market in the exchange of
goods and services as a contributor to inequality.
Commercialism, the differential response to market demands,
created further disparities in income and wealth distribution
and initiated regional specialization in commodity
production.(59) Although farmers in newly settled areas had of
necessity to be subsistent, individual response to market
demand for surplus goods, and imported items fostered early
commercialism, Settlements and communities could not remain
isolated for long, and the creation of road networks provided
1inks to the outside world, especially to coastal ports and
trading places. It is difficult to believe that this did not
occur in southern New England as it did elsewhere. Charles
Grant's portrait of the individualistic and commercially
oriented Connecticut frontier town of Kent during the early
eighteenth century seems to be a more realistic world than the
persistent localism that is still claimed for towns in eastern
Massachusetts even a few miles from Boston!(60)

At the local level deference to those with wealth, power,
and influence probably pervaded most local communities not only
in the Chesapeake, where it appears most obvious, but also in
New England. At the regional level perceptions of inequality
were translated into a resistance to central colonial authority
through, for example, objections to paying taxes and quit rents
and persistent claims of being under-represented in colonial
legislatures. In these matters, inequality and localism may
have accompanied each other. But this may require geographers
to think 1in more specific terms about class dissues in
seventeenth-century America than they have done hitherto.{62)

PLURALISM

Probably no more than 8% of the 245,000 Europeans in the
American colonies at the end of the seventeenth century were of
non-English origins. The colonies of the Chesapeake and New
England were overwhelmingly “English" in population
composition., But this was much less true in early New York and
New Jersey where the initial settlements of the New Netherlands
and New Sweden added important dimensions of ethnic and
cultural pluralism to an otherwise relatively homogeneous
world.(63) The Dutch and other early ethnic groups, however,
have tended to be viewed by geographers either as cultural
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isolates occupying "cultural islands” protected from external
influence(64) or as having little relevance for understanding
the dominant patterns of colonial 1life.(65) Yet non-English
pluralism was primarily a New World novelty that involved
groups whose adaptation to a new environment also necessitated
an accommodation {in both acculturative and assimilative terms)
to contemporary English institutional and symbolic frameworks
in ways that we have barely begun to appreciate.(66)

The appearance of German-speaking national and sectarian
groups 1in Pennsylvania during the late seventeenth century,
followed soon after by the large-scale immigration of
Scotch-Irish settliers, added a new dimension to the colonial
settlement experience. Although the impact of ethnic and
national groups on seventeenth-century settlements was minimal
outside of the Hudson and Delaware valleys, such groups were to
become increasingly more important during the eighteenth
century. Not only did non-English settlers comprise at least
25% of total colonial population by 1775, they were highly
mobile geographically. From the coastal parts of the middle
colonies they mingled, moved, and migrated to the interior
after 1720, allowing us to identify pluralism as one of the
distinctive themes of the Appalachian frontier.

THE APPALACHIAN FRONTIER

What are we to make of the Appalachian frontier in the
light of these observations? (Fig. 2) Three answers to this
question already exist in print. James Lemon's thesis that the
values and symbols associated with "liberal dindividualism" were
shared throughout the <colonies accommodates themes of
dispersion and inequality but acknowledges diversity only in
general terms and denies the importance of pluralism,
Acquisitive, commercially-minded, geographically mobile
settlers as they moved into and through the <central
Appalachians reproduced the landscape and society of south
eastern Pennsylvania as faithfully as possibie. The result was
a continuity of pattern and form that served as the prototype
for the regional society that emerged in the Middle West during
the early nineteenth century.(67) The South, by inference,
maintained its traditional piantation society as a second
regional variant that influenced developments 1in the southern
Appalachians.

A second response has come from Milton Newton who has
evoked the culture hearth concept of an "upland South" to
explain the settlement experience within and beyond the
Appalachians.(68) Newton's answer is especially sensitive to
dispersion and initial pluralism; he is 1less concerned with
inequality and virtually negates the importance of diversity.
He has placed considerable emphasis on the initial continuity
of experience between the coastal settlements and the upland
South through his use of the idea of "Cultural preadaptation".
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The most important adjustments to the Appalachian frontier, in
his view, occurred before entering the region. Continuity of
form was maintained by settlers whose previous adaptations
allowed them to settle the Appalachian environment with
minimal adjustment. The locus of this new upland South emerged
between 1725 and 1775 in the cis-Appalachian and Appalachian
zones between south -eastern Pennsylvania and east-central
Georgia. Its most distinctive characteristics were dispersed
settlement, the county unit, a courthouse-town focus, an open
class system, a generalized but commercially-oriented
stockman-farmer-hunter economy, log construction based upon a
modular {pen and crib) structure, an extremely productive and
varied food-and-feed complex, and evangelical Protestantism
coupled with antifederalism.(69) In so far as Newton's
interpretation of the period before the 1720s is accurate, we
have observed some of these traits in the seventeenth-century
colonies. Newton, on the other hand, has argued that these
characteristics were a product of a melting pot cultural
situation in the interior whereby Anglo-American,
German-speaking, and Scotch-Irish settlers created a hybrid
American society which was so effective that it spread without
significant modification all the way to the Great Plains. The
end result differs 1ittle from Lemon's thesis in its
underestimation of the importance of the Appalachian frontier.

A third response has been my own examination of the
formation of what I termed early American cultural regions.(70)
My approach emphasized continuity and diversity; dispersion,
inequality, and pluralism were ireated indirectly as subthemes.
The major objective of the study was to evaluate the regional
consequences of interior migration and diffusion patterns after
the 1720s. Certain areas within or on the margins of the
Appaltachian zone that were influenced by the fusion of traits
from two or more areas of seventeenth-century settlement seemed
to be especially promising places for examining continuity and
diversity. These areas were, in chronological order, the
Shenandoah Valley of Virginia, the western piedmont of North
Carolina, south western Pennsylvania, and west-central New York
(Fig. 3) A weakness of the study, as with Newton's approach,
was the reliance on the <culture hearth concept as a
prerequisite for examining the results of migration and
diffusion within the Appalachians. It is now clear that the
concept is too crude and abstract a tool to deal with the
intense regionalism of early New England, the prolonged
evolution of the Chesapeake plantation slave system, or the
differential diffusion of the seventeenth century
characteristics into the Appalachian zone during the eighteenth
century.(71)
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SETTLEMENT HISTORY AND CONTINUITY

John Caruso, in his descriptive study entitled The
Appalachian Frontier, began with the following observation: "In
the first half of the eighteenth century stream after stream of
German and Scotch-Irish immigrants poured into the frontier
known as the 01d West (Appalachians). Here 1in the back
country... they had to adapt to a pattern of life entirely
isolated from European influences. Here they formed the first
pioneer society with characteristics which are regarded as
typically American."(72) Despite the neo-Turnerian quality of
this statement it <cannot be dismissed entirely for the
Appatlachian frontier did have some impact on the evolution of
pioneer societies during the eighteenth century.(73) A more
accurate view perhaps is that of Malcolm Rohrbough: "Many
societies from similar dinstitutions."(74) The continuity
between Atlantic and Appalachian frontiers was provided by the
interior spread of the institutionl frameworks established in
the provincial communities of the seventeenth century. The
changes that occurred in pioneer societies during the
eighteenth century were the result of three principal elements:
the geographical <characteristics of the Appalachian zone
itself, the characteristics of the settlers who occupied the
zone, and major historical events that coincided with the
settlement of the zone.

The process of occupying the Appalachians was an extremely
uneven one. During the 1720s only a few hundred families and
individuals moved into the mountainous interior of the Middle
Colonies. By 1790 at least 450,000 settlers occupied the
Appalachian frontier from the Mohawk Valley in the north to the
upper Tennessee Valley in the south (Fig. 2).(75) This
represented some 15% of the population of the new nation.
About 85% of these Appalachian inhabitants, 384,000 people,
lived 1in the states of New York (80,000), Pennsylvania

(160,000), and Virginia (144,000).(76) Settlement had
progressed along the Mohawk Valley and through the Catskill
Mountains 1in New York. In Pennsylvania settlement had

penetrated well up the Susquehanna Valley and westward to the
Ohio Country. HWestern Virginia was occupied all the way south
to Cumberland Gap and westward into the Alleghenies. Yet this
also meant that less than half the Appalachian zone in New York
and Virginia was occupied 1in 1790 and barely half in
Pennsyivania and far western North Carolina. The Appalachian
section of Kentucky had been virtually avoided in favour of the
Bluegrass region farther to the west.

The most nearly ubiquitous element of continuity in this
evolving Appalachian frontier was the English language. The
dialect differences that had emerged among the English
communities of the seventeenth century continued westward into
the Applachian zone during the eighteenth century. We have not
yet dgdone far beyond recognizing the distinctions between
Midland speech patterns from western Maryland northward, and



Southern speech patterns from western Virginia southward.. We
do know, however, that some of these patterns became fossilized
in isolated regions of the Appalachians during the nineteenth
century to provide us with some of the distinctive speech
patterns of contemporary Appalachia.(77)

There is no doubt that the nuclear family continued to form
the basis of frontier societies. We do not know much about the
evolution of the institution on the Appalachian frontier,
however. The onlty detailed study, Mary Ryan's Cradle of the

Middle Class, emphasizes the continuity in family patterns

between seventeenth-century Massachusetts and Connecticut and
late eighteenth and early-nineteenth century Oneida County in
the Mohawk Valley of New York.(78) Early New England
traditions were reproduced faithfully in Oneida between the
mid-1780s and 1820: the stem family system whereby family
property continuity was maintained by the eldest or the
favorite son; close proximity to kin; rights of dower to at
least one-third of the family estate; and large-sized
households often containing extended families. Ryan argues
that the pioneer community was dominated by values of
individualism and privacy. Change came only during the 1820s
when decreasing birth rates, declining man-land ratios, the
onset of industrialism and religious revivalism in this the
Burned-Over District (Fig. 3), transformed the family systenm
into a more “"modern" one.(79)

This dinterpretation appears overstated in view of the
earlier evidence indicating the primacy of the nuclear family
from the beginnings of English colonization, On the other
hand, others have suggested that the easy availability of land
on the Appalachian frontier and the high rates of geographical
mobility had a disruptive, even a shattering effect on the
formation of families and communities.(80) <Closer observation
is 1ikely to indicate, however, that continuity of family
structure was maintained especially by those sons who inherited
family land and had sufficient resources to transfer much of
this Tand in place intergenerationally.

The family freehold farm on its own contiguous land unit
continued to dominate agricultural settlement on the
Appalachian frontier. Land grants were still large by western
European standards. Between 65 and 75% of the original land
grants made in New York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia during the
eighteenth century were between 100 and 400 acres. This
created continued settlement dispersal and property
inequalities, as well as increased land speculation and
organized land company activity on a scale unknown during the
seventeenth century.

In the Shenandoah Valley of Virginia, settled mainly
between 1730 and 1775, about 70% of the original land grants
comprised 100 to 400 acres.(81) In the upper half of the
valley, controlled by the commonwealth of Virginia, 87% of land
grants made during the 1730s and 1740s were between 100 and 400
acres in size; during the 1770s, 51% of the remaining vacant
lands were in this range. By the early 1760s, 52% of the
landowners in the lower half of the valley (controlled by Lord
Fairfax) owned between 100 and 400 acres but almost 50% of all
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taxable households were landless. In the upper valley, the
proportion of landowners with 100 to 400 acres was 70%, while
about 30% of all taxable households were landless. By 1800,
Just over half of all taxable households in the valley owned no
land. The median acreage held by those who did own land was
about 180 acres. At least 20% of all taxable households were
tenants.(82)

Tenancy was not unknown in seventeenth-century America,
especially in tnhe Chesapeake, but it appears to have increased
within the Appalachian zone as a reflection of the increasingly
unequal opportunities available for land ownership. How one
writer described pioneer Kentucky, “"almost from its very
beginning, an area of landlords and tenants as well as of small
farms in fee simple,” could apply to many areas on the
Appalachian frontier.(83) In western New York, during the late
eighteenth and early nineteenth century, most settlers appear
to have acquired between 120 and 320 acres often located in
tract-1ike plots Taid out by large 1land speculators and
representatives of land companies.(84) But many speculators
were not eager to sell and leased much of their Tand instead.
This created rates of farm tenancy not far below levels in the
Hudson Valley during the colonial period.(85)

In western Pennsylvania, an area settled initially between
1770 and 1800, Robert Harper calculated that the pioneer
generation received grants ranging from 100 to 400 acres.(86)
The median acreage was almost 200 acres. By the end of the
century between 30% and 40% of all taxable householders owned
no land and at least 20% were tenants. A more recent study of
tenancy corroborates and even extends these proportions.{(87)
Similar patterns were established in eastern Qhio between 1790
and 1810. Large land grants and the activities of
profit-making companies helped to produce a situation in which
only 45% of recorded taxable householders owned land, and about
80% of those who did owned between 100 and 400 acres, with a
median holding of 150 acres.(88) In early Frederick County in
Maryland, of which western Maryland initially was part, land
grants were predominantly in the 150-200 acre range with 1ittle
evidence of tenancy except in the few areas controlled by
planters west of the Blue Ridge.(89)

Systems of local government were extended into the
Appalachian zone after the 1730s as provincial authorities
slowly recognized the increase in the number of people west of
the mountains and their need for territorial organization and
public services. The county unit became the most important
mode of local organization throughout the region. In Virginia
and New York, the Blue Ridge and its extension northward formed
the eastern boundary of county systems created entirely within
the Appalachian zone (Fig. 2) In Pennsylvania, sections of the
third tier of counties out from Philadelphia extended into the
mountains thus giving them a more dualistic outlook.
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The internal organization of the county differed between
the northern and southern Appalachians. In Pennsylvania, HNew
Jersey, and New York counties were subdivided into functionally
significant townships as well as various district subdivisions
for specific purposes. From Maryland southward, however, the
county unit remained the prime source of local government
focused on the county seat.{90) This tradition continued into
Kentucky and Tennessee. In eastern Ohio, however, the new
federal township and range system established after 1785
encouraged a complex overlapping of Jjurisdictions below the
county level in the form of towns, townships, school districts,
road subdivisions and the 1ike.(91) This in turn, created a
much Targer corpus of govermental officials than was to be
found in a Southern county.

Accompanying the county and 1its subdivisions was the
administering of English common and civil Taw. This was
achieved through a three-tiered system of county, district, and
circuit courts. This hierarchical structure was founded,
especially in Virginia, upon a Justice-of-the-Peace jury system
at the county level and, at district and circuit levels, by a
well-trained bar and bench "conservatively dedicated to English
legal traditions."{92) After the American Revolution a
considerable turnover in office holders occurred at state and
county levels. In Pennsylvania and New York a decentralization
of local power was created with the inauguration of boards of
county commissioners to replace the county court system.(93)
In Virginia and Kentucky, on the other hand, only minor
alterations were made and greater continuity was maintained.
The creation of a federal court system in 1789 added another
level of administration and Jjustice empowered, nevertheless,
"to obey scrupulously the formalities of the English legal
tradition™".(94)

It was the parish system associated with the Anglican
Church that suffered most from the Appalachian experience. The
parish system was inconsequential in upstate New York, a region
settled mainly by immigrants from Massachusetts and
Connecticut, and in Pennsylvania, a state which had no
tradition of parish institutions. Only in western Virginia did
some continuity exist in the form of overlapping county and
parish networks. The system was resented by many of the
non-conformist immigrants who occupied the back country after
1730, It functioned best in the lower Shenandoah Valley where
a sufficient number of eastern Virginia planters resided after
1770 to provide support for the parish church and its
institutions.(95)

ELEMENTS OF CHANGE

Settlers who crossed the Blue Ridge after 1720 encountered a
different world physically and Tlocationally than their
ancestors had experienced along the Atlantic coast a century
before. This was an environment of rolling to rugged mountain
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topography located from 50 miles (in southern New York and
northern New Jersey) to over 300 miles (in eastern Tennessee)
from the Atlantic coast (Fig. 2). Although the Appalachians
were not a serious barrier to frontier settlement(96) they
provided a sufficiently varied face to the new migrants as to
constitute some novelty in the settlement experience.

The general north east to south-west alignment of the
principal ridges and valleys within the Appalachians made
movement from east to west especially difficult while
penetration southward through the Great Valley was relatively
easy. This helped to influence the early direction of
settlement through south-central Pennsylvania, western
Maryland, and western Virginia. Almost all the major colonial
highways in this section were oriented north to south. The
ease with which settlers could establish farms in isolated
valleys away from the main areas of settlement together with
the strongly-felt individualism of the pioneering generations
produced a new form of American insularity. This was expressed
among rural communities, particularly in Virginia west of the
Great Valley, in eastern Kentucky, and in the high southern
Appalachians, by a desire to be left alone and to avoid regular
contact with the outside world. This helped to foster
inward-looking, 1inbred, tradition-bound communities in these
regions that were influenced only by the religious
fundamentalism of the early nineteenth century.{97)

The presence of large, well-established Indian groups on
the Appalachian frontier made colonial settlers directly aware
of potentially hostile natives for the first time since the
1670s. The aura of struggle and violence that emerged on the
Pennsylvania and Virginia frontiers during the French and
Indian and Revolutionary wars reproduced the tensions of the
earliest Atlantic frontiers that were to reappear in the
trans-Mississippi West during the mid-nineteenth century.{98)
The only areas not directly affected by Indian activities,
western Maryland and the Shenandoah Valley, were among the
first Appalachian regions to be settled. Elsewhere, the
presence of the Iroquois in upstate New York delayed the
settlement of western New York until after the American
Revolution and made the pioneer settiement of central and
western Pennsylivania occasionally a precarious experience. In
the southern Appalachians, in western Carolina and eastern
Tennessee, the presence of the Cherokee provided a somewhat
similar situation, although an active trading relationship
existed between the Cherokee and traders from the
Carolinas.(99)

Early settlers in the Great Valley, keenly aware that they
had moved many miles from the coast and from centers of
government, quickly petitioned colonial legislatures for roads
to link valley settlements with ports and county seats. This
was followed by demands for political representation and the
creation of frontier counties. Although dispersion remained a
dominant theme in Appalachian settlement, towns appeared quite
rapidly in most areas. In New York and Pennsylvania, because
towns as governmental and transactional centers had been basic
settlement features since the founding of these colonies, there



_27~

was an urban, small-town continuity between Atlantic . and
Appalachian frontiers.(100) But in western Maryland and
Virginia the appearance of "back country"” towns after 1740 was
something of a novel settlement experience.{101)

The emergence of frontier urbanism in Maryland and Virginia
was related in part to economic and social influences emanating
from south eastern Pennsylvania as well as to the differential
diffusion of Chesapeake tidewater economies in the interior.
By the time that western Maryland was being settled during the
1750s tobacco was no longer a very profitable commodity. A
mixed farming economy, based on wheat, corn, rye, oats, and
cattle, in the virtual absence of slavery, was much more
characteristic of the Maryland frontier.{102) In Virginia, a
tobacco-slave-plantation-based economy and society was well
established on the piedmont by the mid-1750s. But only in the
lower Shenandoah Valley after 1700 did such a pattern appear in
the Appalachians. It barely survived the wheat boom of the
1790s.(103) Towns emerged along the Great Wagon Road to
Philadelphia to collect agricultural produce for export to
Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Richmond. The differential growth
of these back-country towns depended especially on their
success in capturing the importation of goods from coastal
trading centers.(104)

Part of the reason for the emergence of mixed farming
economies and small-town life in the Appalachian frontier was
because of the <characteristics of the pioneer settlers.
Although Anglo-American settlers of English origins were
prominent throughout the mountains, one of the most distinctive
features of the Appalachians was the presence of unprecedented
numbers of non-English settlers from Ulster and the
German-speaking areas of central Europe. The Appalachian
frontier was much more heterogeneous ethnically and culturaily
than the Atlantic frontier had been. Between 1730 and 1775,
German-speaking and Scotch-Irish settlers comprised at least
50% of the inhabitants of south western New York, 65% to 70% of
those on central and western Pennsylvania, 65% in Maryland, and
65% to 70% in the Shenandoah Valley.(105)

Although these settlers generally conformed to the
English-derived legal governmental institutions imposed west of
the mountains, they added some special dimensions to the
Appalachian experience. They accommodated quickly to private
land ownership, dispersed farmsteads, and commercial
agricultural activities. But they introduced new housing
techniques, more diversified farming practices, non-conformist
religious affiliations independent political opinions and, in
the case of the Germans, a strong attachment to their native
language.

Log construction was not unknown in the colonies prior to
the 1720s but it was confined mainly to the Delaware Valley.
It took a new significance among pioneer communities in the
heavily forested Appalachians, to the extent that it became,
together with the "rugged frontiersman," the very symbol of the
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Appalachian frontier. For settlers 1in contemporary Virginia
east of the Blue Ridge the log cabin typified the simplicity
and crudity of Appalachian life (termed "Cohee") in comparison
with the more sophisticated "Tuckahoe" world of the tidewater.
Tidewater characteristics such as the English cottage form,
frame construction, hall-and-parlour arrangements, and simple
English barns seldom diffused west of the Blue Ridge.(106)
And, as Pennsylvanian influences in house and barn forms faded
southward in the middle Shenandoah Valley, distinctive
innovations emerged 1in house and barn types and in
corner-timbering techniques 1in south western Virginia and
eastern Tennessee perhaps before the beginning of the
nineteenth century. These developed from modified V-notch
cornering techniques and modular construction units based on
"single-pen” log houses and "transverse crib" barns.(107) Log
construction, however, rarely lasted more than two generations
except in more isolated areas. In Tonger settled and more
developed regions log houses were increasingly replaced by the
so-called English "I" house and by frame constructions.(108)
By the early nineteenth century modified "I" houses were common
throughout the central and northern regions of the Appalachian
zone.

Many of the Scotch-Irish and German settlers who occupied
the Appalachian frontier prior to 1775 intended to reproduce as
much of their familiar agricultural worlds as possible. They
were quick to adopt corn as a new addition but otherwise relied
on a familiar array of small grains, (wheat, rye, oats, barley,
and occasionally buckwheat), flax, hemp, garden vegetables,
fruits, horses, and pigs. Labour was supplied by the family
and an occasional indentured servant or hired hand. North of
Maryland settlers encountered no serious challenge to this
mixed farming economy because it had become well established by
the late seventeenth century. To the south, however, and
especially in Virginia, settlers from western Europe and from
the Middle Colonies encountered the influence of a more
specialized tobacco-slave-plantation economy. By 1770 they
could already observe the impact of this system in the Tower
Shenandoah Valley, the only Appalachian region seriously
affected by it.{109) Available evidence from western Maryland
and Virginia indicates that, while some settlers of
Scotch-Irish origin participated in the cultivation of tobacco
and hemp with the use of slaves, German-speaking settlers
rarely adopted these practices.(110)

Part of the reason for the weakness of the Anglican parish
system on the Appalachian frontier was the presence of large
numbers of religious non-conformists represented by the
Scotcn-Irish, German-speaking settlers and, in a few areas,
English Quakers. Traditional religious affiliations remained
strong until the so-called Second Great Awakening between the
mid-1780s and the early nineteenth century. Religious
Scotch-Irish settlers found Presbyterian churches while many
German settlers had either established church (Lutheran, German
Reformed) or sectarian (Moravian, Mennonite, and Dunker)
affiiiations. In Virginia, despite the demand for tithes to
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support the established Anglican Church and the few
upwardly-mobile non-conformists who became members for reasons
of prestige or status, frontier settlers resisted pressures to
acculturate.(111)

These patterns changed significantly with the advent of the
American Revolution and the subsequent second wave of
evangelicalism that swept through the new nation. No
geographer has yet ventured to analyze the geographical
consequences of these major events on frontier communities.
But a few tentative observations seem in order. Frontier
settlements were almost always under-represented in colonial
legislatures. The problem was most acute in western New York
by 1775 where each frontier legislator represented more than
7,000 persons compared with 2,000 to 3,500 persons in
longer-settled coastal settlements.(112) Although it is true
that frontier settlers tended to be antifederalist, their votes
for ratification of the federal constitution were highly
uneven. Ratification was unanimous in northern Pennsylvania,
western Maryland, western Virginia, and western North Carolina
(after a second ballot). Voting solidly against ratification
were settlers from frontier New York, central and western
Pennsylvania, eastern Kentucky, and eastern Tennessee. A tie
vote resulted in Washington County, Pennsylvania
(Pittsburgh).(113)

Representation disparities 1in state legislatures were less
pronounced after the Revolution, but the imposition of federal
tax laws did create considerable unrest in the Appalachian
zone. The most significant uprising was the so-called Whiskey
Rebellion centered on western Pennsylvania in 1794 but having
repercussions as far south as Tennessee.(114) This was caused
by the duties levied on the distiliers of domestic iiquors,
which attacked one of the most important commercial enterprises
in Appalachian frontier areas. The result was the decline of
small local distillers, the rise of large commericail firms, and
the smouldering resentment of Appalachian settlers to what they
perceived as an unwarranted intrusion by the new federal
government.

The relationship between the American Revolution and
evangelicalism is a complex one. We have not yet analyzed the
effects of competing value systems associated with political
and religious upheaval on the changing ethos of
post-Revolutionary frontier societies.{(115) But it seems clear
that the concern of many Appalachian settlers was with
religious and political liberty, "liberal republicanism" as it
is termed, through the disestablishment of existing
English-derived forms.(116) The popularity of Baptist,
Methodist, and evangelical affiliations after 1780 transcended
existing ethnic 1lines and produced some reformuiation of
interest groups by the beginning of the nineteenth century.
Scotch-Irish and German churchgoers, and even German
Sectarians, Jjoined these new affiliations in large numbers,
making pluralism a more complex theme to explore by 1800.
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The results of these religious and political changes seem
to have affected frontier ethnic groups in different ways. The
assimilation of the Scotch-Irish by the wearly nineteenth
century was one of the most dramatic results. Many German
communities, however, survived as viable social and cultural
units within the Appalachian zone. In the Shenandoah Valley
the German Tanguage remained a mainstay of many homes and
churches among the region's 23,000 settlers of German origins.
They made requests for German schools and for the printing of
state laws in German.(117) In western Maryland many German
communities, both church-associated and sectarian, maintained
strong cultural identifications by creating community
institutions, particularly the church and the school, to
provide symbolic forms for the maintenance of the individual,
the family, and the language. Material success through 1land
acquisition and participation in the market created social and
political elites that appear to have operated as "cultural
liaisons' between German communities and the outside Anglo
world.(118) If we have demonstrated in our research that
ethnic groups were rarely segregated spatially from other
colonial groups, we have not been able to erase the fact that,
for wmany rural Germans in the Appalachians at least, social
segregation and differential accommodation to English
institutional norms allowed them to survive assimilative
pressures well into the nineteenth century.

CONCLUSION

Frontiers are transitory elements, initial phases in the
development of place. This phase in the Appalachian zone was
characterized by diversity in space and time. Some areas, such
as the Cumberland Valley in central Pennsylvania and the
Shenandoah Valley in Western Virginia, were first settled
during the 1730s and 1740s. Other areas, such as western New
York and south eastern Tennessee, received their first pioneers
during the 1790s. The most widely disseminated interpretations
of such frontiers is that they were characterized by "newly
settled, struggling, and unstable communities"(119) and by
young, male-predominant, egalitarian societies practicing
subsistent economies.{120) For Jedidiah Morse, writing in the
early 1790s, frontiers were occupied successively by three
"species" of settler: refugee frontiersmen from the east who
revolted against the imposition of law; small farmers with some
property but who were indifferent to estabiished civil and
religious institutions; and family men of good character and
property who were often aided by inherited wealth.(121)

Whatever truth there may have been in Morse's contemporary
observations it is his third species that persisted on many
frontier regions and imparted distinctiveness to place. The
Appalachian frontier was also distinctive because it was the
"second" frontier. If many wearly settlers had not quite
inherited wealth they had at least inherited experience. There
is increasing evidence that a majority of settiers on
Appalachian frontiers, including immigrants from Western
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Europe, had Tived in eastern communities for several years
prior to settling in the Appalachian valleys.(122) These
settlers already came with a familiarity with colonial 1life,
agriculture, and trade that allowed them to develop established
societies and commercial economies in the interior.
Interpretations of subsistent economies and egalitarian
societies may be applicable only to the first decade of pioneer
settlement and to more isolated valleys where settlers were
less concerned with regular outside contacts. Inequalities
among landowners decreased as areas became more populated and
land more subdivided. But inequalities between those who owned
Tand and those who did not increased substantially during the
eighteenth century so that in many older Appalachian regions
more than half of all taxable householders owned no land by
1800. Frontier settling became less strenuous and development
more rapid as the experiences of frontiering became cumulative.
We need to study successive Appalachian and trans-Appalachian
frontiers with this in mind.(123)

English visitors would have discovered both familar and
unfamiliar elements in the Appalachian landscapes and societies
at the end of the eighteenth century. They would have been
aware most of all of the "unfinished"” state of things after
scarcely seventy-five years of settlement. The region would
have displayed a wild, more forested, less pastoral, and less
neatly organized appearance than the visitors would have been
used to. Americanization had clearly set in. Log houses
symbolized the newness and the rudeness of this Appalachian
frontier. Settlements were more dispersed and farther apart
than in England. Landholdings were larger but less cultivated.
The lack of manuring and the casual breeding of livestock would
have been deplored; the cultivation of maize and tobacco would
have been viewed with interest. The presence of slaves of
African origins on some central and southern regions would have
evoked both curiosity and discomfort. Towns were more widely
distributed, more loosely arranged internally, and lacked the
familiar regime of weekly markets. The visitors would also
have marvelled at the mobility of Appalachian inhabitants and
the multitude of taverns and inns to accommodate to travellers'
needs.

Yet much "progress” had been made. Just as the Scottish
Highlands had been tamed by 1800 so also would the
Appalachians. The visitors would not have been conscious, for
example, of the native Indian life which had preceded that of
their English ancestors. They would have comprehended the
sanctity of private property, the participation in a market
economy, and the importance of common civil law. A visit to
Tocal county seats to observe the operations of local
government would have evoked general expressions of
recognition. The quarter sessions would have seemed familiar
if more simplified and less formal than in England. Even the
bewildering array of ethnic groups and associated Protestant
denominations would have produced widespread participation in
Sunday services especially in Baptist, Methodist, and
evangelical congregations. Only the Episcopalians would have
been disturbed by the weakness of their familiar parish system.
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Change was a significant feature of the Appalachian

frontier, but Europe had not been rudely cast aside.
Continuity was also evident. In our search for America,
therefore, we would have found it in the mountains. But the
course of the Thames on its journey to the Mississippi was more
complex and more varied than Benet would have us believe.

10.
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II. THE VIEW FROM THE SOUTHWEST
MILTON B. NEWTON, Jr

Some years ago, several students of the American cultural
Tandscape were discussing nuances of interpretation of the
historic record of the very few years during which the frontier
spread westward in the eastern United States. After having
again heard my interpretation, they continued to disagree.
They said that what I said was true enough, but only for the
area of Louisiana and, perhaps adjacent parts of Mississippi.
As an anthropologically and historically trained cultural
geographer, I cannot believe that different processes work in
one region or time from those in another region or time. In
such discussions, however, I am very much aware of hidden
agendas written up during the formative years of the various
participants in the discussion. Regional background may
provide one such list of unstated assumptions; doctrine of the
terminal degree, personal ideology, disciplinary preferences,
and other experiences or their deformation may contribute to
the formation of those hidden agendas.

Whatever their source, the ways in which the ideas of
scholars take shape should eventually be made explicit. To
call for a view of the Appalachian Frontier from the south west
is not to grant a licence to make provincial boasts or to claim
to see differently from others. It is, instead, to try to
grasp experience in a definite place and to use knowledge of
this experience as a light for examining some other place.
Authentic experience rightly explicated in any one place must
give some guidance for knowing the experience of another.
Understanding the experience of one time guides the
understanding of that of another. To view an aspect of human
experience, such as the passing of the frontier in one place 7is
to gain added perspective on that same kind of experience in
another. Let me explore one way in which a view from the
southwest takes form and by that means cast additional Tight on
the Appalachian frontier.

A SOUTHWESTERN PERSPECTIVE

Start with me in the Lower Rio Grande Valley of South
Texas. To the east is the ocean; to the south, an alien land;
to the west, increasingly rugged wilderness. To the north,
however, lay an ever widening plain reaching, I felt sure,
clear to the North Pole. Over that plain had come the
settiers, moving south and bringing settled ways and ordered
society. Over that plain, we travel at will distances of
hundreds of miles - to shop, to date, to see a doctor, to go to
the zoo, to attend an opera, and to go to college. That such a
land leaves a taste for vast horizons is axiomatic; denizens of
this plain find it easy to speak of a sweep of a million square
miles.
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True enough, we hear of values, cosy valleys, nestied
villages, neighbours sharing generations of experience, but we
hear of them in hymns, calenders, schoolbooks, novels, and
magazines.(1l) We even sometimes believe that we can place our
own experience in such frames. How fervently we might try to
be in the little white church in the vale! But living in Big
Country gives us a different view from those who live in Little
Countries.

BIG COUNTRY, LITTLE COUNTRY

Travelling to the east, say to a family reunion in East
Tennessee or to a conference in Virginia or Ohio provides a new
viewpoint that illuminates real differences in the geographical
experience in different places. To go eastward from Big
Country toward the Atlantic is to experience increasingly
Little Countries. The horizon closes in, and particularly in
Virginia and Pennsylvania, the experience of the details of a
whole Little Country becomes possible; one can indeed see and
know the 1ittle white church in the vale. The epitome of these
Little Countries is Burkes Garden, where we can stand on any
convenient elevation and survey at a glance the whole of our
landscape, but in intimate detail.

Qur second surprise is the feeling that these Little
Countries are cradles; perhaps more accurately, they form a
nursery of many hotbeds. From these special places came the
transplants, some of which took aggressive, weedy hold of the
countries to the west. The conditions in these successively
larger lands of the west offered special opportunity for some
of the sprouts in the nursey. Like honeybees, mullein, and
Cherokee rose, the special (we are tempted to say "the select"
or even "the elect") varieties flourished in the newer, bigger
countries to the west of the Appalachian.

When we go to Europe, we find a further, proportional
contraction of the circumscribing horizon. In the pays or the
land, the small country finds even deeper, more complex
expression. These small countries such as La Cluse northeast of
Lyons, were also the forcing beds from which varieties were
selected for the New World adventure.{(2)

Standing again in Walter Prescott Webb's Great Plains (3)
or Walker Percy's Midwest (4) - in both cases, lying between
Winnepeg and Brownsville - the perspective itself inspires
questions as to why vast uniformities emanated from smatll
diversities. When we finally travel the length of the Plains
and back again, we will very likely ask questions different
from those asked by people who have one of several eastern
vantage points. From growing up in a landscape where one
cattle drive would cover more distance than a major Germanic
migration in Europe, where the trek of one pioneer covered a
distance equivalent to that of a major crusade, where one is
reasonably at home anywhere in an area of a milljon square
miles, the reasonable question asks how such broad similarities
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arose. Precisely this matter of broad similarities across the
mid-section of the country is what originally triggered
‘frontier studies (5).

To return to the East or to Europe, having now our
southwestern perspective, is to leave a large place with a
small diversity to go to a small place with a Targe diversity.
Each successively westward region has, manifestly, fewer forms.
We can indeed find many of the roots of the material culture of
the west in the lands of the East, but only mixed in among many
other forms that appear rarely or not at all in the west. Let
us examine one familiar example.

EASTERN DOMINANCE OF THE WEST

The false-front store overwhelmingly dominated new
construction of commercial buildings throughout the nineteenth
century. Photgraphs of the period show that few other forms
were built. The concept thoroughly dominated the West, but
that preponderance does not in itself identify the region of
origin. That was the error of Webb, Turner, Bemis, plus the
determinist geographers. An Eastern form dominates the West.
Such was the case in courthouse-town plans, covered bridges,
classical town plans, log construction, upright-and-wing house,
populist politics, Greek Revival architecture, four-square
courthouses, and a whole host of traits that originated in the
East - or even in the 01d Worid - and came to dominate the
West.(6)

To understand this dominance as we see it today or as we
try to visualize it as of, say, 1790 requires an appreciation
of the special conditions surrounding the time-place context
and the character of fundamental, cultural processes,together
with the peculiarity of historic time.(7) The cultural
landscape of the area immediately west of the Appalachians was
in 1800 confected of a limited 1ist of items - culture traits,
if you will - all drawn from the stores of traits found along
the Atlantic states or in Europe. Little or nothing 1in
significantly new traits appeared on the frontier during the
span from 1770 to 1830; all had been in use in one or more of
the Little Countries back east or in Europe.

The significance of the dominance of the trait complex
that eventually emerged lay in the 01d West's presenting a
definite set of opportunities for only some of the traits of
the East. 0f the fraction of Eastern traits that could have
found suitable settings in the 01d West, oniy some were
associated in complexes held by a coherent group. Thus was it
that some traits that might have survived or flourished on the
frontier did not in fact form part of the Frontier Culture.(8)
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PIONEERING AS FASHION

One thoroughly neglected aspect of going west, regardless
of the starting point, is the faddishness of the event. To an
as-yet undetermined degree, the decision to become a colonist
or a pioneer accompanied a decision to become a frontiersman,
to do the things believed to make one such a person. This
nearly unchronicled process of enlistment seems to have been
repeated on each successive Jjumping-off place for each
successive frontier.(9)

Failure to recognize the up-to-datedness of the Frontier
Culture lies perhaps in a glib certainty that amounts to a huge
prejudice. This bias states that the frontier was a region of
renegades, derelicts, ne'er-do-welis, misfits, yahoos, and
ignoramuses. The frontier was, it is supposed, the haven of
the incompetent where the direct experience of the raw
wilderness revitalized some people, inspiring them to emulate
their betters to the east. This doctrine gained credence
during the first half of this century, when it was for some
reason believed that insanity kindled creativity.(10) It was
fed by the actual poverty and callow unsophistication of the
people of the frontier "survivals" in Appalachia during the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, after
Reconstruction and after two or three generations of isolation
caused at least partly by successive generations' decision not
to venture out of their Little Countries.

At the turn of the nineteenth century, however, the people
who went to the frontier followed many of the latest fashions
and subscribed to some of the most topical notions. They also
held in their consciousness some of the most fundamental
learning of Britain and Western Europe. These characteristics
determine much of what was to be the cultural landscape. Among
the then most correct things for frontiersmen to do or know
were a reasonable knowledge of the common law (11), an
appreciation of tomatoes (probabiy as a dietary
improvement)(12), Greek and Classical Revival architecture, the
four-square courthouses (13), an aggressive Freemasonry, a
redeemer republicanism (14), a concept of tiered sovereignty, a
reasonably straightforward theory of private property, a
semi-secular civil polity, and more.

A1l of these then 1liberal notions and preferences were
built into the 1landscape. We cannot analyse that landscape
without taking into account these ideas and weighing them in
the scales of opportunity provided by the special settings of
the 01d West. The contrast between the incubator East and the
Bigger Countries to the west shows admirably in a comparison of
the Pittsburgh and Canton quarter-million quadrangles map
sheets. These two maps seem almost not to belong to the same
series, even though they join in the city of Pittsburgh. To
the west, the Ohio breaks through the plateau, giving an ever
widening promise of enhanced opportunity to those who have the
character of profit from the wider horizons. To the east lie
successive Little Countries separated by ridges.




-47-

COMMERCIAL CHARACTER OF THE FRONTIER

As some scholars have finally taught us, the frontier was
more commercial than we had realized.(15) Somehow, the early
fur traders, miners, cattlemen, planters, and commodity farmers
became in scholarship disconnected from the experienced moment
of settling. Wade, Mitchell, and others have, however,
documented the means and extent of the pioneers' commitment to
the market. By recognizing that they were so committed, we can
also see that they were socially and geographically in
position to share in the trends of the moment, even if the
material expression of these trends was often rough-hewn.

As a consequence of their attunement to contemporary
fashion (16), the pioneers of the Trans-Appalachian West of
1800 constructed raw-boned Tlandscapes of republican virtue.
Under the influence of the American Revolution, the French
Revolution, the ratification of the Constitution, the insertion
of the Bill of Rights, and the doctrines of Freemasonry, a new
pattern was set forward for the making of new towns. As Eljade
notes, the founding of a new house or a new town or a new
country amounts to the refounding of the Cosmos.(17) To kindle
the first fire, to erect the pole of civil order, to lay out a
settlement is to celebrate and recreate the foundation of the
world. To do so in full consciousness of the newness of one's
own enterprise - as would have been the case among these people
venturing into Bigger Countries - makes it all the more Tikely
that the elements chosen to form the landscape were chosen with
care and foresight. Later generations would with Tess thought
repliicate what had become a pattern.

THE SEMI-SECULAR CIVIL POLITY - A PATTERN

The county and the county seat have central standing in
the semi-secular civil polity of the frontier. The new
foundation of the world that gained expression in these western
counties sought to give tangible expression of the new
republican virtue. During the move from the Little Countries,
the new doctrines of Classical Revival town planning gained
sway over the public mind.{18) In New England Extended,
somewhat later, there appear small, grid-planned New England
towns (Talmadge, Ohio, for example), properly single
confessioned, a holdover from the days of the Little Countries
to the east.(19) In the South, some grid-planned towns have
churches facing the courthouse square {(an example s
Centreville, Bibb County, Alabama).{20) In fact, the grid plan
permitted either the older parochial polity or the newer
semi-secular polity; the semi-secular polity, by contrast,
required the Classical Revival, grid-planned town as its proper
frame. -
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The distinction between North {New England and
Mid-Atlantic) and South (Chesapeake and Carolina) had appeared
by the time of the Revolution.(21) Some have attributed the
cleavage to the presence of slavery. Such can hardly be the
case; the separation has roots tapping into the Cromwellian
period in Britain and emerging anew in the disputes between the
Federalists and the Anti-federalists, the codification movement
(Carter-Fields debate)(22), the Nullification movement, York
and Scottish Rites of Freemasonry, and so forth. At base, two
different conceptions of the nature and source of order in
civil society ruled the divergent modes of Tlaying out
settlements. The county gave tangible expression to the
Southern mode: representative (strict sense) government,
land-based civil order, centrality of the common law court, a
civil truce among denominations, local autonomy, and so forth.
The laying off of a county seat in the form that became most
common allowed these ideals to "take place".

The Classical town plan spread widely in the New World.
Almost from Pole to Pole, the basic idea served to inform town
planners in thousands of counties and municipios. The British
and Latin peoples of the New World, however, put the idea into
the service of differing conceptions of civil order. At New
Orleans, St. Martinville, San Antonio, Rio Grande City, and
numberiess other places farther south, the civil and
ecclesiastical governments had their joint control engraved in
the landscape of the Place d'Armes or the Plaza, sharing that
preferred, central Tlocation. In the British New World, two
forms emerged, one much less numerous. In New England, the
classical mode gave vrectangular expression to the single
confessioned community, again unifying the civil and religious
sections in a single polity.(23)

In the South (01d Southwest) the Middle States, the
Classical mode accompanied and enabled the establishment of the
genuinely new order, the semi-secular civil polity. The grid
of streets was familiarly Taid off and the central block
properly left to stand apart. The courthouse commonly occupied
- or would occupy - the central block, giving tangibility to
the concept of the rule of law. The juridical court, the
commissioners' court, and the land records, the clerk of court,
and the sheriff occupied the central position, the site of
pre-eminence. The rule of law was to be neither the rule of
lTaws nor the rule of law-makers, but the rule of the Natural
Law as unfolded by actual human experience. The rotes of
religion and political philosophy were in principle to be
limited and segregated. The restriction on doctrine gained
landscape expression through the placement of churches at least
one block away from the courthouse square.(24) The civil
government, the merchants, and the Freemasons shared the
panorama of the central square.

The «c¢ivil theology (25) that <informed these 1ittle
republics in effect required at Teast some conformance to the
modernist idea that religious matters, divisive as they tend to
be, must be held at some distance from the seat of civil
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authority. The nineteenth-century republican virtue required a
general religousity, but one that did not intrude
denominational distinctions into the running of the publiic
business. No religion beyond the deistic minimum endorsed by
Freemasonry could hold the center of the civil order. If the
workings of the common law led to conclusions similar to those
of the churches, well enough; the paths, however, would have to
be separate ones subject to their own disciplined traditions of
analysis of experience.

To give explicit structure to the separation - and
protection - of religion, the original plans of a vast number
of courthouse towns called for at least two different churches;
provision was commonly made for three, four, or five different
denominations, none occupying the prestigious location on or
facing the square. Churches and, by implication, religion were
set in the area of private homes, the area surrounding the
courthouse and the business - a "proto Kiwanis" solution to
boosting the town and county.

In a further move toward the segregation of functions, the
school and the cemetery were assigned places on the periphery.
Their character demanded, it seems, a setting of the grove, a
park-l1ike area apart from the serious concerns of the civil
order. The differentiation inherent in the semi-secular order
recurred in the peripheral features of school and cemetery and
gained further expression in the tendency of planters and more
prosperous farmers to locate their houses on the edges of the
county town, along the roads leading outwards to their nearby
farms.

Out beyond the town, along the web of routes that spread
the sovereignty of the law to the surrounding rural lands {(26),
the immemorial pattern of single-confessioned settliements still
held sway. Each cluster of thirty or so homes had its own
church or chapel, and neighbouring clusters often disagreed
deeply over small points of doctrine.(27) The effect of such
differences was minimized by the semi-secular civil order of
the larger civilization ensconced in the county town and given
material expression in its plan and landscape.

CIS-APPALACHIAN CULTURE AREAS

This semi-secular civil order was to come increasingly to
dominate the American landscape, evolving gradually into the
community-booster pattern that gained nearly complete sway over
the several wests. At the opening of the nineteenth century,
however, it was a radically new plan, a concept that, although
eastern in origin, could find opportunity for full expression
only in the relatively empty lands farther to the west. The
details of the tangible expressions of the ideal often departed
significantly from what theorists had expected. So too did the
material items, even while expressing fashions of the East,
depart in the details of their execution from the original
models. As long as the new societies remained open to the
testimony of experience, their forms continued to develop in
response to new opportunities presented by new countries.
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In the material sphere, no less than in the theoretical
and theological spheres, contemporary fashion at the time of
settlement or of renovation commonly had its origins elsewhere
than just where we find them to have taken root. In about
1760, the most energetic culture group was, by far, a third
force, one confected from elements from the Middle Atlantic,
Chesapeake, and Carolina hearths, plus new elements introduced
after 1725. O0Of all rural settlement regions, this Upland South
Hearth was the most varied, complex, and aggressive. As
traditional students of culture would suggest, the more complex
the ethnic mix in an area, the more fecund it is likely to be
in terms of cultural idinnovation. As far as can now be
determined, almost every element that Tlater made up the
frontier culture occurred in this hearth by 1760. To the
northeast Tay New England, to the east, Chesapeake, to the
south, Carolina, farther south, Florida and Louisiana; and to
the west, the Indians, Spanish Texas, and ever Tlarger
countries.(Fig. 4).

From this southwestern perspective, one additional
cultural element requires mention. Between British peoples in
Carolina and Spaniards in Florida and between the Carolinas and
the French at Mobile and between the French in Louisiana and
the Spanish in Texas stood specially select Indian groups. In
each case, the Indians served as brokers, mediating some of the
transfers of traits among European groups. Most notable of
these were the Cherokee, Creeks, Seminole, Chickasaw, and
Choctaw in the Southeast and the Caddo group on the middle Red
River. One remarkable group, the Tunica, migrated half the
length of the Mississippi to position themselves in 1706
favorably vrelative to French, Spanish, and Indian trade
sources, only to move again to Spanish territory on the lower
Red River.(28)

Perhaps the northern parts of the Appalachian Frontier
also had such brokers. The importance of the Southern tribes,
in any case, lies in two principal roles. The Indians served
as a new medium through which spread the Upland South culture.
The frontier, in the sense of the culture complex
characteristic of white pioneers, spread without interruptions
through the Indians of much of Georgia, Alabama, and
Mississippi. Today, among the best exemplars of Upland South
log houses and settlement patterns, for instance, are those of
Cherokee(29). Their second function was, by fair means or
foul, to transmit culture traits between European groups, most
notably perhaps, many of the elements that would later form the
western range livestock complex. A11 along the prairies and
open pine forests of the Gulf Coast, Indians brokered traits
between the Spanish and either British or French.(30)

Far to the west, along the Mississippi, Tlay meagre
outliers of French settlement. Relative to our interest in the
spread of the British frontier, these outposts added little
more than Tocal interest. Important interaction between the
French and the British occurred almost only in the lower
Mississippi. 1In this region between the Red and Sabine rivers,
a new format of cultural compliexity would renew the fervor of
innovation, some parts of which would gain increasing
expression in the Big Country next to be encountered.(31)
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Along the Carolina coast, south around Florida, and west
toward Texas, important traits entered from the Caribbean,
notably after about 1740. These Creole traits, some British
and others French-influenced, spread westward and northward
across the so called Lower South and along the more important
waterways. Certain Africanisms entered the American cultural
mix mainly by the ports most in touch with the Caribbean, but
normally only in the context of a new, syncretic, New World
culture - thus the name Creole. These British and French
Creole cultures, although dominantly European in traits, were
genuinely new cultures confected of European, African,
American, and even Asiatic traits. The traits include, inter
alia, the Black French spoken by white Cajuns, the raising of
houses off the ground on piers, full length-galleries, spice-
and-rice cookery, strong motifs in oral literature, detached
kitchens, and many other colorful elements of the cultural
landscape.

The presence of these Creole culture elements gives the
only validity that exists for delineating the so-called Lower
South. Without these Creole traits, there would be no
documentable distinction 1lying east-west through the South,
except for the Tidewater (Chesapeake and Carolina) and the
Latin (Spanish and French) fringes of the region.

THE DASH TO THE WEST

We may justly doubt whether anyone can claim to know why
the frontiersmen wanted so adamantly to migrate westward.
Scarcely can anyone claim that 1land hunger, soil depletion,
political repression, religious intolerance, or any of the
standard reasons account for the stunning wmigration that
spanned a million square miles between 1775 and 1835. From the
perspective of the East, it is fairly clear that these
complaints were already better addressed in the Cis-Appalachian
Back Country than they had been say, 1in Europe. Most
colonial-period white pioneers had significantly bettered their
status, relative to what they had had in the 01d World.

The New MWorld experience had, however, tapped a basic,
natural human attribute - the nearly 1imitless capacity to
consume, to use more tangible wealth. The bigger countries to
the west across the Atlantic or across the Appalachians
offered new and expanded opportunities, engulfed to be sure in
risk, which introduced a differential into the attraction of
the opportunity; only persons of generally optimistic frame of
mind would choose freely to move to the frontier. As a result,
each successive frontier elicited a population of ever more
expansive boosters and concurrently left behind a succession of
timidity relative to the opportunity presented by the land
itself.

In any event, in the back country of Virginia and Caroiina
and, to a degree, of Pennsylvania was synthesized a complex
that would carry westward the new, republican optimists. In
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the north, a tongue reached out toward the Forks of the Ohio;
in the middle, another pushed through western Virginia into
Kentucky and Tennessee; in the south, a third Tapped into the
01d West by trails leading around the southern end of the
mountains. (Fig. 2). The material culture of these three
salients was essentially similar, except that the southern one
carried a fair number of Creole traits.

The energy and vigour of the frontier movement in the 01d
West arose mainly from the speed with which Upland South people
moved outward from these three tongues to grasp the places
where their generalized stockman-farmer economy could gain
commercial advantage. Prairies, brakes, flatwoods, and open
woods where stock ranges, corn land, timber, water, and natural
routes all coincided were the kinds of places sought.
Where-ever such places existed, alliances of families marched
as directly as reasonably possible.(32) Within two
generations, by 1835, nearly all such places in the wooded
eastern United States, south of the Great Lakes drainage, had
colonies of at least a few Uplanders. They all sported open,
country neighbourhoods of a few related families, each with its

material complex characteristics of the frontier:
corner-notched log house and outbuildings, rail fencing, parch
agriculture, open range stock-raising, Anti-Federalist

congregations of Evangelical Protestants, and so forth.

The speed and extent of the Upland South colonial efforts,
however, made the settlement thin and, consequently, vulnerable
to competitive settliements planted by adjacent cultures. Along
the southern edge, outward thrusts from Carolina also preempted
territory, especiaily where initial capital investment promised
substantial reward. The plantation, ever a frontier
institution, required from the outset full-bore commercial
connections by water routes.(33) Thus did the Carolinians move
slaves, money, and favourable connections in hand to the
fertile lowlands traversed by navigable streams.

To the north, from the vicinity of Philadelphia toward the
headwaters of the Ohio, there formed another pattern that was
to become the Midwest.(34) This new pattern overlaid a
Tandscape base that had formerly joined southwestward with the
Upland South Hearth. Leaving it to others to document whether
the distinction was well developed by 1800, we must at Teast
note here that both a larger portion of new European immigrants
and a notable fraction of Yankees joined the Pennsylvania
stream as it spread westward. By contrast, the Upland South
streams received few new Europeans after the turn of the
century.

Along a line running from Pittsburgh to St. Louis, the new
Midwest and the Upland South competed for space. While the
Uplanders seem in many places along the Ohio to have entered
first, they arrived in such small numbers and arrayed
themselves in such dispersed fashion that they were rather
easily swamped by village and town settlers characteristic of
Pennsyivania and New England.
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In any case, Uplanders were before 1800 placing their log
houses and barns, corn patches, livestock operations, and other
institutions as far west as the Mississippi. They were
ensconced in Louisiana by 1790 and entering Texas and Oklahoma
before 1800. In the most far flush examples the chief
attractions seem to have been control of the Tand-water choke
points on commercial routes, trade in livestock (especially at
first, horses and mules), and an evangelical enthusiasm for
spreading Protestant republicanism. At no time during this
period from 1790 to 1810 did these outrunners lack a sense of
the topical, the current fashion in philosophy, commerce, or
architecture.

THE MATERIAL CULTURE OF THE OLD WEST

One remarkable aspect of the relatively brief history of
the United States is the dominance in national myths of a
succession of regions. Virginia, New England, Pennsylvania,
Upland South, Great Plains, Midwest, New York, Far West, and
now the Sun Belt each has had a turn at dominating the imagery
of the nation as a whole.(35) It is desirable to remove all
the tayers until we uncover the cultural landscape of 1800. So
doing, we find a striking uniformity across the 01d West of
that date.

Travel anywhere in the Upland South in 1800 or 1830 would
have led you to encounter the same basic complex. The subtle
deviations that did in fact exist were rarely found by
travellers of that day. Other frontiers with other prevailing
fashions would have different modes of landscape modification.
The 01d West, however, had its own , and it was the culture of
the Upland South. 1Its chief traits include:

Log construction. There were two waves. The oldest featured

hatf-dovetail notches, morticed Toft joists, cantilevered roof
supports, pens with no windows in their fronts, and rooms
longer from side to side than from front to back. The younger
had v-notches, wedged 1loft Jjoists, shed-roofed additions,
windows in their facades, and rooms that approached being
square. The two waves were separated by about two decades, but
they blended with both time and distance westward. Both kinds
of houses were raised off the ground on piers.(37)

Two-pen houses. The three forms of two-pen house occurred all

across the Upland South, the central-hall dominating in the
southern and the central-chimney in the northern portions of
the 01d West. In any case, all areas had all three forms;
merely the proportions varied.

Pioneer cabins. In all areas, the cabin - a temporary shack -

was used as the initial shelter, soon to be replaced by a
proper house. The cabin often served later as the detached
kitchen, a pattern that seems to have dominated the southern
reaches where the <(Creole traits had gained the greatest
popularity.(38)
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Crib-based barns. A11 parts of the initial Upland South had

barns built on the crib plan. Single-, double-, triple-, and
four-crib barns abounded; transverse-crib barns, becoming more
common as sawmills were established. The larger and better of
the double cribs often - again in all parts of the 01d West -
might have had cantilever-supported roofs.

Dispersed settlement. Throughout the 01d West, the Upland

South pattern of Toose, open, country, neighbourhoods of allied
families, organized on a kin basis dominated.(39) Furthermore,
these clan areas knew their connections through several removes
to other such clusters scattered back along the trail of
migration.(40) They also maintained contact throughout the
network, often for several generations; indeed, many still keep
track of the clan, despite its vast expansion.(41) The
dispersed rural settlement pattern yet survives, as can be seen
from any flight over the region today. Further, the dispersed
character extended to the formation of what amounts to
dispersed hamlets and dispersed villages.(42).

The county. In all eastern states of the 01d West where the
county 1s the main form of local government, the Upland South
Hearth provided the pattern of initial occupance. Where by
contrast New England settlers gained dominance, the township
provides the model of <c¢ivil order. More than a mere
convenience of government, the county was for the Upland South
a microcosm, a model of what the world ought to be. During the
turn of the nineteenth century, the prevailing social novelty
was republicanism, and its local expression was the little
republic and its semi-secular county town. Republicanism was
expressed in Classical Revival frames of rectilinear rectitude,
making the county seat the center of civilization.

On a Bicentennial monument erected before the courthouse
in Greensburg, St. Helena Parish, Louisiana, appears a candid
and telling expression of the formation of a new country, a new
seat of republican virtue: "Erected to the memory of those
Revolutionary War Patriots who not only helped win freedom for
our country but also helped to carve a civilization within St.
Helena Parish". The sensitive framers of the inscription
correctly placed emphasis on the little republic by terming it
"a civilization", a most telling choice or article.

Generalized stockman-farmer 1livelihood. Contrary to various

scholarly efforts to identify parts of the Upland South with
particular commodities, there was no preference for any crop,
other than a strong bias toward Tivestock raising. Stock
raising was, and still is, the preferred rural lifeway; it
garnered more prestige and satisfaction and animated much of
the quest for new lands. The Celtic heritage of these
cowlords, while diluted and declining, found its greatest
expression where the bigger countries toward the west offered
renewed opportunity for a lifeway that was increasingly pressed
by changing market relations.(43) Change toward more settled
crop agriculture was, however, not completely inconvenient
because the cowlords of the Celtic worid had always shared
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space with tiller and had themselves long managed firms that
included farming as significant components. In any case, the
people of the 01d West repeatedly showed their willingness to
adopt plausible market crops and to change these according to
opportunity. No effort to characterize them with crop bias has
yet given an adequate account.(44) The same can be said for
efforts to identify traction preferences, such as reiiance on
mules.

Other matters. Additional ditems that could be discussed

inclTude eating tomatoes or grits for breakfast, use of monthly
trade fairs that emphasize (even today} trading oanimals,
dominance of York (rather then Scottish) Rite Freemasonry,
intuitive reliance on the English common law as a wmodel for
private interaction, avoidance of religious manias, a rich and
virile oral literature, recognition that work is a baleful
necessity and Tabour is worse, reliance upon a virtual (rather
than nominal) class structure, preference for private ju<tice
and a consequent rationalization of personal violence and
righteous rage, minimization of permanence in construction
seemingly in preparation for further migration, shifting
tillage supplemented by regular use of fire in land management,
a raucous disrespect for central authority, a tendency teoc form
casual alliances under local personalities, a vociferous and
ambiguous patriotism, and more. A1l of these non-material
traits and complexes had tangible expression in material
cuiture and the cultural landscape, but the tracing of those
manifestations would require a great deal more time and talent
than we now have to spend.

SUMMARY FROM THE SOUTHWEST

From the vantage point high above San Antonio in 1800 and
looking toward Baton Rouge, Nashville, and Pittsburgh, what
would have been seen as the pattern of settlement that was
characteristic of the frontier? We have 1ittle need to wonder
because the record is reasonably straightforward.

At the time, a reasonbly recognizable public fantasy
gripped the Spanish Texan mind. Despite a manifest shortage of
settlers in Texas and Louisiana, Spanish officals showed a
great ambiguity about letting Anglo-Americans enter the region.

As it turned out, the envisioned invasion by "Vikings"
from the Protestant-British north was more than justified. The
murder and mutilation of Thomas Jefferson's geographical spy,
Philip Nolan, in 1800 in central Texas would not stem the flood
of Upland pioneers. Already, the Spanish knew, the Rednecks
had taken Pittsburgh, Louisville, Nashville, Mobile, Baton
Rouge, Natchez, Nachitoches, and Memphis. Already, they were
entering western Louisiana, much of Texas, Arkansas, Missouri,
and even New Mexico. Over this vast expanse, they had set up
trade arrangements, seeking especially horses and wules, Lut
taking cattle as well. They seemcd Lound 10 cpeocuiaie
lTivestock and land and to promcte <ti11 v 0 doalagyai!
their own kind. They built loy lLeuse., Teo 1o ‘




-58-

fences, scattered Protestant churches (which often served as
Masonic meeting places, preached an anti-papist and
anti-royalist sedition, and set up widely dispersed settlements
of a few families - a pattern that made their quick extirpation
nearly impossible. At that time, they exhibited an amazing
ability to take in new recruits and to imbue them with the
currently fashionable philosophical, religious, commercial,
technical, and social ideals. Yet any competent Spaniard could
see that, wherever these Uplanders gained landed presence, the
value of land, the worth of commercial connections, the hope
for rapid material betterment quickly increased. Small
wonder, then, that Spaniards both in and out of power connived
with the outrunners of the frontier to bring about American
settlement in Spanish lands.(45)

When in 1811, Hidalgoist Bernardo Gutierrex went overland
from the Sabine to Washington, D.C., he passed through a
single, relatively uniform cultural medium, that of the Upland
South, virtual sole possessor of the 01d West. He would have
found a vast, fertile land about the size of New Spain,
occupied by armed and agile republican-Protestants, Freemasons
all (as he was), milling constantly west and southwestward.
After having entered the first log-built farmstead in Sabine
Parish, Louisiana, he would have learned the cultural landscape
of the entire million square miles that he was next to
traverse, allowing of course for those whose prosperity had
permitted them to make more polite versions of the same plan.

This, then, would have been the view of the
Trans~Appalachian West from the southwest at the beginning of
the nineteenth century. It should also be ours as we seek
retrospectively to comprehend it.

POSTSCRIPT

In consequence of delivering this paper at Pittsburgh,
several questions arose from discussion, during the session.
Van Beck Hall and Dell Upton provided formal leadership for the
discussion and focussed attention on several worthwhile
questions. Of course some of these questions deal with matters
that lie beyond the original commission of the session, while
others concern desires for more and more complete work on the
cultural landscape. Several matters, however, do seem to
require particular attention:

Definition of region: The region that is under review, the

region of the frontier or the place of the frontier experience,
is the Upland South. Of course, cultures do not have discrete
existence; they are not beings. They are instead modal
patterns of net individual behavior that seem (especially to
those hoping so) to have existence. The semblance of coherence
and integrity of cultures arises from the continuity of
critical traditions that, despite their internal coherence,
nonetheless depend for continuation upon willful enlistment by
successive individuals.(46) From this perspective then, the
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region of the frontier is the area where people who have
adopted certain conventional arrangements Tive or move to.
Viewed from the southwest and from this end of history, we can
see that the region of the frontier is the area where people
did and made essentially identical things - account of their
enlisted in the same popular movement or critical tradition.
The region itself has no permanent coherence; rather, it
changes as the terms and conditions of the occupying group and
its contemporary fashion change. “An  environment 1is an
environment in terms of what it environs."(47) The
relationship is one of "habit to habitat".(48) The frontier
region was the area or areas that underwent new settling, and
at the turn of the nineteenth century, the pattern of behavior
that dominated vigorous, extensive landscape building was what
we now call the Upland South.

Definition of processes. The exact details of how culture

changes properly Ties in the sphere of anthropology, and
geographical studies cannot be held at fault for not presuming
to trespass that field.(49) The geographical question is one
of areal association, why things are found together on the
surface of the earth. It suffices for the geographer to
identify the distributions of associated phenomena and to point
to the processes that account for their association on the
earth's surface. The pattern that dominated a million square
miles during the half-century that straddled 1800 has been
identified and verified. The cultural geographic process that
accounts for it is diffusion of a preadapted pattern. Further
analysis of the process of preadaptation shows it to consist of
little more than capabilities given opportunity. As such, the
event of the Upland South's preemption of the 01d West is best
seen in terms of historical theory; that is, as a succession of
non-recurring events the tangible results of which associate
how and where they do merely because of the unique
accommodation of minimal demands. Things (Tog  houses,
courthouse squares, and such) are where they are because they
can be. The mysteries supposed to surround the "frontier
process" vanish when the event is viewed from "the other end"
of history, from the time before it happened.(50) From that
position in time, we see many possible outcomes, many of our
forebears intending many different actions. The ones that
actually survived, however, were those among the current
Seaboard ideas that were in practice able to endure the
different opportunities of the Big Countries to the west.
Things are where they are because they can be.

The problem of culture hearths. Like all other regions,

culture hearths, Tacking substantive existence, have no power
to engender. It only seems that way when we acquire the habit
of viewing aggregates as beings.(51) The utility of the
culture hearth, in this instance, that of the Upland South in
southeast Pennsylvania and the western parts of Virginia and
Carolina, lies in its having been the antecedent home of both
the people and customs that were Tater to spread across the 01d
WHest. It has already been shown to have been a socially
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integrated region and one that held all crucial traits - among
many others - that later served to enable pioneers to preempt
the wooded eastern Unijted States.(52) It was the nursery of
Little Countries from which only some of the forms "escaped" to
spread over a hospitable land. The hearth remains, in any
case, the zone within which all of the important traits already
existed 1in associated complexes on the eve of the Tleap
westward.

Role of prior British experience. It has been the immemorial

habit of cultural geographers to look ever eastward to find the
reasons for things that came to mark the American landscape.
By long standing custom cultural geographers have presumed that
diffusion accounts for much of the areal association of
cultural phenomena. Only the particular historic workings of
the actors in particular places needs, it is commonly felt, to
be discovered. The difficulties surrounding the glance across
the Atlantic, however, are two. First, the New World is in
fact new. Few American vernacular forms have simple, direct
homologues in the mother country.(53) Despite the landing of
selected European forms, these forms generally underwent
transformations during and just after the Atlantic passage, a
change that differed greatly according to the time, element,
source country, destination, and class of the carrier. The
matter is far too complex to permit casual handling; it
requires separate, disciplined inquiry. Second, European
scholars who might have been expected to provide the requisite
scholarly treatments of the European cultural landscape simply
do not bring the same questions to the facts that their
American colleagues ask. Few Europeans have tried to examine
the New World dispositions of their own countries' culture
elements.(54) Conversely, few American students have spent
their travel time in Europe looking for the material that
interests cultural geographers.{55) Similar statements pertain
to Africa and Asia.{56) Until this work is done, we must
simply affirm that, by and Tlarge, the elements that make up
early American landscapes come from the 01d World.

The connection between the culture and landscape. How one

analyzes the reTationship between culture and landscape
depends, of course, wupon one's philosophical disposition.
There exists, however, a <classic question 1in ©philosophy
embracing the relation between culture and landscape. The
question deals with the relation between ideas and actions.
Its analysis requires an ample literature (57); suffice it to
say that,they belong to the same category of existence. Ideas
and actions both require the active participation of the will,
acting in the light of experience and in terms of conventions
acquired from one's fellows. The will may be oriented toward
any number of ultimate objects, the orientation 1largely
determining what one seeks through ideas and his actions.
Similarly, culture relates to Tandscape in that both belong to
the same category, that of aggregate expressions of the joint
operations of separate wills, again in the light of experience
and convention. Inasmuch as the antecedent landscape (actually,
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the jitems in one's surroundings with which he is able to
dnteract) limits opportunity even while offering it, we can see
that the environs of human action also play a role in the
formation of the subsequent landscape. The resultant cultural
landscape is a matter of rhetoric, a tangible expression of
what its occupants believe ought to be, or what they, do with
their inherent power to act within the limits of available
options.{(58) Thus, neither a landscape nor a culture is a
thing that, in the classical sense of the word, has a nature.
Lacking this, neither can be a direct instigator of other
things, but instead remains nothing more than a transient
aggregate. That noted, however, we must also say that these
two aggregates carry within them a collection of much of the
experience of humankind. To examine culture, landscape, and
culttural landscape is to examine accumulated experience and
utterances concerning right and wrong, good and bad, beautiful
and ugly, and all such matters as concern man the
expressionist. The frontier of 1775 to 1825 was the zone
preempted by people who were active, vigorous, up-to-date
enlistees in the great adventure of the day, that they laboured
under cosmological models no less than did any ancient or
tribal people, but that the new model was one of a semi-secular
civil society. We will further see that the experience
recorded in the early nineteenth century landscape of Louisiana
and Mississippi, rather than being peculiar, was in general the
experience of the whole frontier region of that time.
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