
MR. PITTMAN ON JOHN PORTER
AND THEJCARY REBELLION

His Lecture Before the Summer School on a Very

Interesting Epoch in North Carolina

History.
The address delivered by Mr. Thomas

M. Pittman, of Henderson, before the
teachers at the Summer School on Friday

last on “John Porter and the Cary Re-

la llion” was such a valuable contribution
to North Carolina history, and presented

the subject in such a new and original

light that we publish herewith the full
text of the address:

Mr. Bryce, the English statesman,

was a speaker at the International Con-

gress of Historical Sciences, held at

Rome in April of this year. “He said at

the outset that there had been so little
real teaching of history in the English

universities that he hardly needed to

speak of it. Within the memory of men
now living one university had only one
professor of history, who was expected to

teach both natural history and human
history combined.”

There may be some satisfaction in

knowing that past neglect in this par-

ticular is not peculiar to ourselves; but

there is no excuse for further indiffer-
ence. There must be a certain sense of,
shame in knowing that there is no ade- J
quate history of North Carolina for the

library and no school history of the State
upon the list of books required to be
taught in our public* schools. For this

last there is no excuse. There is at least
one primary history of real excellence,
and one or more school histories in manu-

script ready to be published when the
school authorities say the word.

It would be interesting to inquire why
our history has not been written Cer-
tainly not for lack of events worthy to i
be noted—Bancroft bears witness that
“No on** of the early colonies possessed
a larger experience than Carolina; the
disputes of a thousand years were crowd-
ed into a generation.” The, absence of
careful preliminary studies will explain j
in put. Ludicrous and almost sensation-
al prominence given to comparatively un-
important matters is further responsible
for the condition. Take, for instance, the

Roanoke Island settlement. In recent!
treatment of this event, all sense of His-j
torical perspective has been ignored. It;
has been called the foundation of our re-j
ligion and the basis of our civilization; |
that citizen and official of the State who j
holds first place in the affections of our
people, is credited as saying in a recent
address, that our capital was named after
Sir Walter Raleigh because he had done
so much for the State. Yet the facts re-
main, that Raleigh never saw* our shores;
there is no mark of his mind or his hand
upon our institutions; and the Roanoke
settlement, which was only an incident of:
English exploration and adventure, dis- 1
appeared more than half a century before
the California settlement and never touch-
ed the real life of the State at any point ;

unless, indeed the Croatans embrace the;
lost colony, and even their influence upon
the State has not been conspicuous.

The stories of Virginia Dare, Flora Me-'
Donald and Esther Wake have a delight-
ful flavor and enliven some pages of per-
haps otherwise dull history; they are part
of the sentimental, perhaps romantic his-
tory of the State. Let us cherish and
preserve such things lor wh it they are.
But we have had events and movements
in which “the disputes of a thousand
years were crowded into a generation,”
and convulsions that wrought out results
of deep and lasting significance. These
make history. We will consider one such
today in a discussion of John Porter and
the Cary Rebellion.

Bancroft, discussing the details of our
Charter, says: “Nothing was neglected
but the interests of the English sovereign

and the rights of the colonists.”
The King came to his own in 1729 when

„ Carolina became a royal province.
The colonists came to their own in 1782

when **Our Glorious Revolution” closed
in the acknowledgement of American In-
dependence, after a long and bitter strug-
gle. That struggle did not begin with
the War of the Revolution. That war
was its culmination. It began with the
first infraction of the people’s rights and
their protest against it. The men of the
Revolution were not those of ’75 only,
but all who through the early days of
our history asserted the doctrines of civil
and religious liberty, and taught men to

maintain them- These were also men of
the Revolution, —even fathers of the Re-
volution and fathers of Liberty! And
the enemies of liberty were not merely
those who cried “rebel” and “traitor” to
the men of '75, but all who, by trick, and
fraud, and contrivance, and management

and force sought so fix upon the early
settlers froms of government contrary to
the genius of a free people; and set them-
selves to traduce and degrade those who
opposed their wicked schemes.

Civil commotions were not unusual in
Carolina. Many of them had their origin
in England, just as the one we consider
today was the outgrowth of political
movements in the mother country, which
are necessary to be considered for a clear
understanding of our subject.

Possibly the greatest political question
that ever stiri*ed England has been and
is the relation of Church and State.
Happily, this is for us a question of the

past and possesses only a curious inter-
est, except as it clears the mists from
much that is obscure and pei*plexing in
our history. As early as 2 Hen. IV., the
lirst penal statute was passed in England,
against “teachers of erroneous opinions
contrary to the faith and blesse*’ deter-
minations of the Holy Church.’ Under
this the “diocesan alone might c nviet of
heretical tenets; and, the she iffe xvas
bound ex-officio to commit the unhappy

victim to the flames, without waiting for
the consent of the crown.” The church-

es of Rome and England successively en-
joyed the advantages of discriminating
legislation until the time of Cromwell and

the Commonwealth, w*hen, for a period

there was but slight tolerance for either.
Upon the restoration of Charles 11., there
was well-founded apprehension of religi-
ous persecution. Dread and fear were in
the hearts of the people who had given
support and countenance to the Common-
wealth. These expectations were in a
measure realized. Os course the Church
of England was re-established as the State

Church. The Corporation and Test Acts
were passed with the designed to exclude
non-Conformists from office.

About this time the King gave to eight

of his favorites the great territory of
Carolina and invested them with royal

privileges and powers of government.

Archdale, a proprietor, after he had been
Governor, says of this grant: “The char-
ter generally as in other charters, agrees
in Royal Privileges and Powers, but
especially at that time it had an over-
plus power to grant Liberty of Con-
science, although at home was a hot per-
secuting time.”

The Lords Proprietors were men of
affairs and entirely familiar with the
situation in England. It was evidence
of their sagacity to procure the clause
authorizing them to grant liberty of con-
science, through which they could make
strongest appeals to both the fears and
hopes of men, who were to be induced to
leave their homes for the unknown ex-
periences of a wild and unsettled country.
A few weeks after the grant we find Sir
John Collector! writing to the Duke of
Albemarle: “The persons that at present
design thither expect liberty of con-
science and without that will not goe.”
Two months later the Lords Proprietors
offered as an inducement for settlers: “We
will grant in as ample manner as the un-
dertakers shall desire liberty of con-
science in all religious or spiritual things
and to be kepi inviolably with them we
having power in our charter so to do.”
A little later in the Fundamental Consti-
tutions of 1669, they state among other
reasons for granting religious liberty
“that civil peace may be maintained
amidst the diversity of opinions, and our
agreement and compact with all men may
be duly and faithfully observed.” So it
is clear that men were induced to escape
the “hot persecuting time at home” by
assurances of religious liberty, guaran-

teed by the agreement and compact of
the Loi'ds Proprietors, under authority
of their charter.

Drawn by these and other inducements,
and by the natural attractions of the
country, settlers had located to the num-
ber of some 5,000 in North Carolina, and
about a like number in South Carolina,
by the close of the 17th century. During
the forty years that followed the or-
ganization of Carolina there had been lit-
tle if any interference with the religious

observances of the people. In fact, satis-
fied with the liberty assured to them by
the terms of their settlement, the people
seemed to trouble themselves little about
religion in any form. The majority were
at least nominally dissenters of whom the
greater number were Quakers, who were

also first to organize and were most ac-
tive and influential. But a change was
now about to be introduced through the
politics of the mother country. Up to
that time church politics in England did
not greatly affect the course of events in,
the colony. The inclination of Charles 11. |
to Rome moderated in a measure the
effective aggressiveness of the State
church. James 11., as an out and out
Romanist, sought security for his own |
communion by a show of tolerance tow- 1
ards dissenters. He sought their co-op-

eration for the conflict which was inevit-
able from the fear and hostility bf the

British towards the Catholic* church.,
Their patriotism, however, was superior
to considerations of personal ease and se-
curity, and they aligned themselves with
the forces that brought William and Mary
to the throne. "William was a Calvinist
and a Presbyterian. He ali*eady believed
in religious liberty. This with the grati-

tude of the church people to the dissent-
ers, for their late friendly course made
possible the Toleration Act which was
passed during the first year of William
and Mary, 1689.

The death of Mary in 1694, without is-
sue, was the signal for new activity in
church polities. The Tories were high-
churchmen and intolerant. Princess Anne
upon whom the succession to the crown
had been limited, was of tneir party.
The Whigs were generally low-church and
inclined to tolerance.

At the beginning of the 18th eentui*y
William’s health was so broken, as to

assure the early close of his feign. The
Tories and high-churehmen resented the
presence of dissenters in the Commons
and in municipal posts, who qualified,
notwithstanding the Corporation Act, by
occasionally partaking of the sacrament
in the Church of England. Upon the
accession of Queen Anne an attempt was
made to strengthen the Corporation Act,
by a new test act against “occasional
conformity.” This passed the Commons,
but failed in the Lords, which was still
held by the Whigs.

And now, after so long a time we come
to Carolina. Loi*d Granville was a pro-
prietor and palatine of Carolina, a" Tory

and high-churchman. He had been zeal-
ous for promoting the bill against “oeea-
-.ional conformity.” He was an avowed
and open enemy of dissenters and it is
said had been removed from a high posi-
tion because of the bitterness of his
speeches against them. He determined
“that though the Tories at home could not
exclude all who were not churchmen from
the Commons in Parliament, he at least
would make the attempt to do so in
Carolina.” The effort was made through
Governor Sir Nathaniel Johnson in South
Carolina, and his deputy, Robert Daniel,
of North Carolina.

An act was passed in South Carolina
and ratified May 6, 1704, which required
“that every person thereafter chosen a
member of the Commons House should
receive the sacrament of the Lord’s Sup-
per according to rites and usage of the
Church of England in some public church
upon the Lord’s Day. commonly called
Sunday, and should deliver to the Speak-
er a certificate of his having done so un-
der the hand of a minister, or make proof
by two creditable witnesses,”

There has been hardly a question but
the act was passed by trickery, if not bv
actual fraud. The minister of St. Phil-
lips declared that eleven of the members
<if the Commons that passed the act, the
vote was 12 to 11—seven being absent,
‘‘were never known to have received the

saci’ament of the- Lord’s Supper, though

for live years past he had administered
it in his church at least six times a year.”

A recent historian of South Cai’olina
says: “Os these measures, which caused
so much contention aixd discussion at

home and in'England, the first, that re-
quiring conformity with the Chuich of
England on the part of the electors ot
the Commons, was a measure originating
in the polities of the mother country, but
readily adopted by the churchmen in
Carolina to wrest and secure control of
the province from the dissenters. During
the last fifteen years there is little doubt
but that the dissenters had been a ma-
jority in the colony, and were the richest
and soberest among them.”

The Lords Proprietors ratified the act,
or rather Lord Granville did, be repre-
senting four of the proprietors at the
time and being in control. He refused
to hear counsel, though it was requested
by Mr. Boon, the representative of the
dissenters, succeeding Mr. Ash, who had
died. Mr. Boon now appealed to the
House of Lords, who voted an address to
the Queen, stating that the act “is found-
ed upon falsity in matter of fact, is re-
pugnant to the laws of England, contrary
to the charter granted to the Proprietors
of that colony, is an encouragement to
Atheism and Irreligion, destructive to
trade and tends to the depopulating and
ruining of the Province.” The Queen and
her counsellors concurred in this view, de-
clared the acts null and void, and the
Lords Proprietors were required to re-
peal the same, and did so, glad to escape
so well, lor both the Attorney General
and Solicitor General had advised that the
act was such a violation of the law of
England as worked a forfeiture of the
charter

The South Carolina act has been dis-
cussed at such length because the North
Carolina act passed about the same time 1
is not preserved. Both were the out-
come ot the same policy and indeed of the
same instructions. Governor Daniel, of
North Carolina, was but the deputy of Sir
Nathaniel Johnson, who exercised the Gov-
ernorship in person in South Carolina, and
is known to have been in close .sympathy
with his church Views. Occasional refer-
ences to the North Carolina act indicate
its conformity with the South Carolina
acts. Pollock speaks of the law “made
in Colonel Daniel’s time before mention-
ed, which requires all persons in any place
of trust or profit to qualify themselves
as the law requires.” Glover in a letter
to the Bishop of London **ends “a copy
of the act passed here relating to the
church in which he says: “There is one
great error, which was not in my power
to prevent, viz: the subjecting the clergy
to be judged by laymen.” This apology
follows the condemnation of a like pro
vision in one of the South Carolina acts,

which so seriously involved the proprie-
tors.

The movement had begun in North Car-
olina under Governor Henderson Walker
in 1701, when as Mr. Gordon wrote the
Secretary “At last after many attempts,
the churchmen carried an act, but by
one or two votes, called. ‘The Vestry Act,'
by which twelve vestrymen are to be cho-
sen in every precinct, who, have power
to build a church in each, and to raise
money from the inhabitants for that pun-
pose, with a sum not exceeding thirty
pounds for a minister. You \yifl bear in
mind that at this time the population
did not exceed 5,000, not more than a
third of them adherents of the Church of
England. There were seven precincts and
one small town of twelve houses. The
province in population and wealth would
not equal one of our thrifty towns of to-
day, say Statesville or Rocky Mount. This
law which would be hard and oppressive
now, was by no means agreeable to the
!struggling settlers of that early day, and
two years later w*e find Governor Walker
railing against the Quakers, saying they'
"have declared their design of making,
void the act lor establishing the church.”

\As Uncle Remus might say, “Both sides
put on their spurrers.”
' Mr. Gordon xyrites: The church party
thought they had now made a good step
and therefore designed to improve it to
the advantage of i*eligion and setting such
a regular church discipline as the lords
proprietors were obliged by their charter
to countenance and encourage; but herein
they met with constant opposition from
the Quakers; who, still being powerful in
the council, numerous in the assembly,
and restless in their endeavors spared
neither pains nor expense to haive the act
repealed or altered.”

The first step in the designed improve-
ment was to eliminate the chief opposi-
tion, to-wit, the Quakers. After the dis-
approval of the South Carolina acts, that
of Nortli Carolina is lost to sight. It is

not even brought forward in the records,
and a new contrivance was needed. An
excuse was found in the new oaths coming
in place of those abrogated upon the ac-
cession of Queen Anne. The Quakers as
always before declined to take t.he oath.
Two results followed. They were dismissed
from office in the Council, the Assembly
and the Courts of Justice. 2. A law
was passed by the General Assembly so
expurgated, that “none should have any

office or place of trust without taking
the said oaths.” In other words the law
was put in operation against the Quakers
before its enactment, and then it w*as
enacted into a law, when they could not
vote and defeat it.

The charter provided that the laws be
enacted “of and with the advice, assent
and approbation of the freeman of the
said province, or of the greater part of
them, or of their delegates or deputies.”

It next provided that the colonists and
their children shall “be in all things held,
treated and reputed as the leige faithful
subjects of us and our heirs and successors,
born within this our kingdom.”

The Lord Proprietors in their call for set
tiers had declared “We will grant in as
ample manner as the undertakers shall
desire liberty of conscience in all religious
find spiritual things and to be kept ra-
Iviolably with them.”

Yet these “freemen, of the said prov-
ince;” these “leige faithful subjects;’’
these beneficiaries of the inviolable com-
pact of the Lords Proprietors are exclud-
ed from office and place of trust, —from
the rights of citizenship; laws are thrust
upon them not of their making-, nor of
the making of the majority of the free-
man of the province in person, or by
deputy or delegate, laying heavy and op-
pressive taxes upon them—all without
their “advice, assent or approbation” even
contrary thereto, because of their re-
ligious principles. Still fearful of the pow-
er and light of these freemen, a further
penal act w*as passed “that whoever
should promote his ow n election, or sit and
act, not qualifying himself first by tak-
ing the oaths, shall forfeit five pounds.”
Gen. McCrady, the historian of South
Carolina says, “There was no precedent at
home (England) * * * for the strin-
gent measures by which the churchmen
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in Carolina were out stripping the Tories
in England, in their efforts to exclude
the dissenters from participation in the
government.” It is something dreadful to
imagine what would have happened furth-
er to the poor dissenters, if those church-
men had succeeded in setting their “reg-
ular church discipline” as proposed.

Further, this exclusion was in violation
of the rights of these people as well es-
tablished for many years. As early as
1679, the Instructions to Governor John
Haflvey said: “But in case any man for
religion’s sake be not free to swear alle-
giance to the King, then shall he subscribe
the same in a book for that case provided
which shall be deemed the same as swear-
ing.” Such was the law* and practice in
North Carolina until the very time of this
exclusion. The instructions to Gov. John-
son expressly included “Instructions to our
Former Governors.” his law the Quakers
obeyed to the letter. Pollock bears testi-
mony that “Col. Cary, Mr. Porter * * *

took the oaths according to law. But the
Quakers would show themselves singular,
coming to the table in the Council with
their hats on, laid their hands on the book
and repeating the words of the oath ex-
cept the word swear, which they would
not pronounce, but the word Declare in-
stead thereof, and then having their ex-
planation of the sense and meaning in
which they took it, entered underneath
they signed it without kissing the book.”

The contest had begun in earnest. Com-
plaint was made against Gov. Daniel to
Kir Nathaniel Johnson in South Carolina
with such success that he was removed
and Col. Thomas Cary sent out in his
room. Col. Cary was a Carolina merchant
of some property, and the son-in-law of

Gov. Archdale, the Quaker proprietor.
Shortly before this appointment he was
Register of the Admiralty Court at
Charleston. He was most likely an ad-

herent of the Church of England, and, at

that time, fresh from the presence and
association with Gov. Johnson, in sym-

pathy with the effort to establish the
Church of England.

Upon his arrival the Quakers again
sought places in the Assembly and Courts.
He also tendered the oaths they had form-
erly refused. They again declined them
and were again dismissed. It was at this
time the law* imposing the five pounds
penalty was passed. “This, says Gordon,

so nettled the Quakers that in the year

1706 they sent one Mr. John Porter to
England with fresh grievances and new
complaints ta the Lords Proprietors, who,

by his cunning management, and the help

of Mr. Archdale, a Quaker proprietor, ob-
tained a new commission, by virtue where-
of Sir Nathaniel Johnson’s power in that
province was suspended, Col. Cary re-
moved, and several new deputations, sent

by the proprietors, with power to choose
a president among themselves.”

Porter has been called the “cleverest
politician” in North Carolina. He knew

that previous changes had worked but lit-
tle good to the popular party, and seems
to have devised a plan to test the next
man before he should be confirmed in
power. He got together the new depu-
ties without having a meeting of the
Council as a body, and chose William
Glover as president of the Council and

therefore ex oilicio Governor, displacing
Cary. But he with tlie infatuation mat
possessed the oificials of the day, pur-
sued, we are told by Gordon “tnat same
mctnod as their former Governors dm. ”

1 hereupon a meeting was held of all the

Council, who declared tne election oi

Clover illegal and re-elected Cary, Glover

and Councillor Pollock alone protesting, it

was a great puzzle to the church politician
of that day tnat the popular party sliouia
be dissatisfied with a change of adminis-

tration witnout a change of policy also.
Doubtless Porter had been ab.e to bring
news lrom England which satisfied Cary

that the church-party could not expect

iurttter support lrom the proprietors ai

that tune. Indeed we learn lrom Bol-

lock's Letter-book, that the Porter ele-
ment claimed in the Council that the new
commission brought over by him revved
the penal and disabling acts therefore
passed m North Carolina, and this con-

tention seems to have been accepted by all

the Council except Glover and Pollock.
At this period the church party were

tun oi venom towards me Quakers auu
the popular party. Even as Tacitus wru
iiiio oi the early Christians describes their
“iioctrines us savage and snainsi ul wneu
they breathed the very spirit of peace

and purity; and charged mem with oe-

mg animated with haired oi then* kind,
when their central tenet was an universal
charity,” so the High-cuurch Tories lound

uo imputation too foul ior the peacelui

loiks we call Quakers, 'ignorant,” “ob-

stinate,” “wicked,” “pernicious,” are
common words applied to them. Gov.

Walker writes, it mere “is not put a stop

to their growth, we snail me most part
* * * become heathen.” Another speaks
of “Quakers, Atheists Deists and other

evil disposed persons.” Indeed their rail-
ing against them was only limited by the
terms of reproach in the English tongue
which were at their cuimaud. And all

because Freedom could not live under
the laws sought to be established m North

Carolina and the popular party were mi'

Freedom.
A SONG OF FREEDOM.

Freedom spake to the GreekS of old
When the Persian hosts rolled on,

And their answer was stern Thermopylae
And the plains of Marathon

And Leonidas and his Spartan few
Still make us glow and thrill,

And the (very name of Salamis
Can move us strangely still.

Freedom spake to the fierce old Scots
When bid to bow* the knee,

And fheir answer was Bruce and Bannock-

burn,
Arid fighting from sea to sea.

And still the name of Wallace wight

And the death he died that day

Breathe upon Scotland the sacred light

That never fades away.

Thus Freedom speaks to all and each,
And her touch is a touch of fire,

And the brave still listen with head erect
Though she points to block and pyre,

And their answer is still the prison s gloom

And the battlefield’s red gore,

And the name they hear of Rebel!

Fool!”
Which brave men ever bore.

What the Carolina dissenters might have
experienced but for their timely resist-
ance to unlawful impositions may be

easily imagined from the experience ot

their London brethren, a little later. In

1748 the corporation of London made a

by-law, with a view as they ajleged, of

procuring fit and able persons to serve
the office of sheriff of said corporation;

imposing a fine of t° ur hundred pounds

and twenty marks upon eveiy person, who,
being nominated by the Lord Mayor, de-

clined standing the election (of the Com-
mons hall); and six hundred pounds upon

every one who, being elected (by the ( om-

! mons hall) refused to serve the office,
which fines they appropriated to
defraying the expenses of build-
ing the Mansion house. Many dis-
senters were nominated and elect-
ad to the office who were incapable of

seliving, because of the Corporation act,

one who was blind, another who was
bed-ridden. Fines were collected to the
amount of fifteen thousand pounds. The

matter was finally contested and me case
of Allen Evans was prosecuted through the

lower courts to the House ot Lords, where
the by-law was finally declared void on
motion of Lord. Mansfild who supported
his motion by an argument worthy to
rank among the great orations of his-
tory. Glover refused to yield, and for a
time there was a dual government. In
1703, however, in order to end the strife
and settle the government it was agreed
to submit their respective claims, to a
new Assembly, for which boin issued writs
of election. It met in October, seated the
Cary delegates from Chowan, whose elec-
tion was contested, chose Edward Moseley
Speaker and recognized Cary as Presi-
dent. Cary had two of the Albemarle
precincts and all of Bath, giving him a
clear majority without the Chowan dele-
gates.

Glover again refused to yield, claiming
that the members had not qualified ac-
cording to law and therefore ho was not
bound by anything it did. There was
some difficulty and Glover fled the State,
taking refuge in Virginia. Before mat-
ters had quieted Edward Hyde, a kinsman
of the Queen came to the province in the
summer of 1710. He claimed to have been
sent as deptuy to Gov. Tynte, but owing
to that gentleman’s death iie had no com-
mission and could get none. He had let-
ters supporting his claim and the coun-
cil hoping to end the confusion, elected
him its president, ignoring the fact that
not being a member of that body he was
ineligible to the office. All might halve
gone well at this juncture, but Hyde called
an Assembly favorable to himself. This
contained members who wished to pay off
old scores against the Cary party and be-
gan to enact hostile legislation, renewing
the old controversies. A fine of one hun-
dred pounds was imposed on all officers
who refused to qualify themselves accord-
ing to the strictness of the laws of Great
(Britain now in force. Also that all such
laws made for the establishment of the
church as well as the laws granting indul-
gence to the Protestant dissenters * * *

are and shall be in force.” This led to a
further appeal to arms. Hyde called on
Gov. Spotswood, of Virginia, for aid, and
the war was ended through his armed in-
tervention. Cary and others were arrested
and sent to England for a trial which was
never had. The only witness sent against
him was Mr. Tobias Knight, Secretary of
the Province. Some years larer while
occupying the same office under Gov. Eden
he attracted some attention by furnishing
a place of storage for the stolen goods of
the pirate Teach. A little thing that lias
since thrown some shadow on his reputa-
tion. Gov. Hyde wrote that he would
take care that Knight be fully prepared,
and his Council asked that they might
have time to furnish evidence. Later
the Lords of Trade wrote the Earl of Dart-
mouth: “We have received no affidavits
or other proofs against any of the per-
sons concerned.” A year later the Lords
Proprietors of Carolina, were called sharp-
ly to task by the Crown in this letter:

“My Lords: Her Majesty is very much
surprised to find that several of her sub-
jects have lately been sent here in cus-
tody, without any evidence of then-
crimes * * * And therefore we are
commanded to signify Her Majesty’s pleas-
ure, that your Lordships give direction
to the Governor that he do upon any
occasion send any of her subjects hither
as prisoners, without good proof first
made of the crime, and that proof trans-
mitted along with the prisoner.”

We might close here our story of the
first battle in the long struggle that cul-
minated in the American Revolution and
Independence, but for one phase of the
subject, which greatly concerns us, be-
cause it involves the good name of one
to whom North Carolina owes much.

In 1711, and just at the close of the con-
flict we have been speaking of, there was
a great uprising of the Tuscaroras and
the bloodiest Indian massacre known in
this colony. The enemies of the popular
party at once charged Cary w ith respon
sibility for the outbreak, and that, one of
the Porters visited the Indians and instiga-
ted the act. It was a terrible charge and
ought not to halve been made uuless sup-
ported by strong evidence. It was not
an uncommon expedient of desperate men
to destroy their enemies in colonial times.
An Indian uprising was the one thing most
dreaded by the early settlers, and their
sure and bitter resentment would rest
upon any man or party responsible lor
such a dreadful calamity.

Gov. Spotswood, of Virginia, seems to
be the author of the charge. He wrote
to the Council of Trade “There have been
several affidavits sent hither to prove
that Mr. Porter, one of Mr. Cary's pre-
tended council, was with the Tuscarora In-
dians endeavoring by promises of great
rewards to engage them to cut off ail
the inhabitants of that part of Carolina
that adhered to Mr. Hyde. The Indians
own that the proposal was accepted by
(heir young men.” He wrote substantially
the same to Lord Dartmouth.

Martin in his History of North Caro-
lina says that after the defeat of Cary,
“They returned on board, and tlieir chief
sought a safe retreat in the swamps of
Tar river, where he raised his standard
and attempted to bring the Tuscarora In-
dians into an alliance. For this pur-
pose he dispatched Edward Porter, one
of his Council, who endeavored by promi-
ses of great rewards to induce them to
cut off the inhabitants of that part of
the State which adhered to Hyde.”

Dr. Hawks says: “Cary and John Por-
ter may be considered the responsible au-
thors of the dreadful Indian war begun
in 1711, the true historic cause w*e ap-
prehend to have been the instigation of
Cary and Porter inviting the Red Men
to take advantage of feuds and divisions
among their white neighbors utterly to
exterminate them.”

Prof. W- C. Allen in his North Carolina
History Stories has gone a little beyond
any of his predecessors in making John

contemptible to North Carolina
readers. He calls him the “Albemarle
Boss” and a “very shrewd, but bad man,”
and again “John Porter was one of the
men who encouraged the people to resist
the governors that were sent to North
Carolina. He did this without waiting to

see whether the laws were right or
wrong.” “In fact he complained louder
than anybody else, and tried to make the
people think it was a dreat.,ul thing to
take an oath.” He describes Porter as
going to the Indians and trying to rule
(hem after he had been driven away from
the Chowan settlement, and after being
with them a while trying to persuade
them to begin a war against the settlers.

j The basis of all these ever-enlarging
statements are the letters of Spotswood
that affidavits had been sent to him charg-
ing that Mr. Porter was with the Indians

trying to engage them to cut oil' Hyde s

i adherents. Not one new authority or
, reason lias been advanced in support of
! the charge since the day Spotswood wrote.
| its strength has been gamed ~y iteration,

jit is the old story f the calf path:

j “One day, through the primeval wood,
| A calf walked home, as good calves should;
* ißut made a trail all bent askew,

A crooked trail as all calves do.

Since then two hundred years have fled,
And, 1 infer, the calf is dead.
And from that day o’er hill and glade
Through those old woods a path was

made;

And many men wound in and out,

and dodged, and turned, and bent about
And uttered words of righteous wrath

Because ’twas such a crooked path.

This forest path became a lane,
Tiiat bent, and turned, and turned again;
This crooked lane became a road,
Where many a poor horse with his load
Toiled on beneath the burning sun,
And travelled some three nines in one.
And thus, a century and a half
Tney trod m the footsteps of that calf.

The years passed on in swiftness fleet,
The road became a village street;
And this, before men were aware,
A city’s crowded thoroughfare,
And soon the central street was this
Os a renowned metropolis.
And men two centuries and a half
Trod in the footsteps of that calf.

Each day a hundred thousand rout
Followed the zigzag calf about;
And o’er this crooked journey went
The traffic of a continent.
A hundred thousand men were led
By one calf near three centuries dead.
They followed still his crooked way.
And lost one hundred years a day;
For such reverence is lent
To well established precedent.

Men are prone to go it blind
Along the calf paths of the mind.
And work away from sun to sun
To do what othel* men have done.
They follow in the beaten track.
And out, and in, and forth, and back.
And still their devious course pursue,
To keep the path that others do.
But how the wise old wood gods laugh
Who saw* the first primeval calf;

Let us examine those charges: And first,
of those against whom they are made —

those people who call themselves Friends
have a consistent record for peace. Never
before the period of our inquiry have
they shown a martial spirit, nor ever since
that time. During these disturbances one
man of that section was found to have
taken arms. He was cited before the
meeting and dealt with for violating their
principles. Such is their record. It has
been open to the world.

John Porter is not so well known. The

man’s character and position have not

•been considered in making up the verdict.
He has been damned and then ignored.

We know him as the third John Por-
ter. He may be the fourth. In 1663 John
Porter was a member of the Hou.--e ot
Burgesses of Virginia, from Lower Nor-
folk county. John Hill, the sheriff of Nor-

folk county, reported to the House that

he was “loving to the Quakers” and stood
well affected to them and was so far an
Anabaptist as to be against the baptizing
of children. He wr as tried on September
12, 1663, and refusing to take the oath of

supremacy was expelled from the House.
The second John, close kinsman of the

first, was justice of the country court and

high-sheriff of Virginia. In November,

1663, he attended a Quaker meeting for
which he was fined 200 pounds of tobacco.
Ten days later he attended another meet-
ing, for which he was fined 500 pound**
of tobacco. It being the second Offence.
On December 15, he attended a third
meeting. For this, on February 14, 1664,
he was ordered to l>e >ent out of the
colony. It is likely that he first went

to Maryland and thence to North Caro-
lina, where we know him as John Porter.
Sr. He died soon after the Cary trou-
bles.

The third John, son of the last named,

and leader in the Carv movements was
forty-one years old when sent to Eng-
land with the complaints of the popular

party.
He was a lawyer in good practice and

had been Attorney General of the pro-

vince some years earlier. Like his life-
long friend, Edward Moseley, he was pro-

bably a churchman of moderate views,
and certainly an intense Democrat. He

was a man of eminent abilities and after

the Cary troubles wes a member of the

Assembly and a vestryman.
His social position was unsurpassed.

He married the daughter of Governor
Alexander Lillington, and by that’mar-
riage became connected with Governor
Henderson Walker, Samuel Swann and
Edward Moseley, who married sisters of
his wife.

His sister, Sarah, married John Lil-
lington and was tlie mother of General
Alexander Lillington, of the Revolution.

His daughter married Maurice Moore,
son of Governor James Moore, of South
Carolina, and grandson of Sir John
Yeamans, who came to North Carolina to
assist in the Indian war which we have
just discussed. Their children were Judge
Maurice Moore, General James Moore and
a daughter, Rebecca, who became the
wife of General John Ashe. The Hon.
George Davis makes this marriage of
Maurice Moore the occasion of a fine bit
of sarcasm at the expense of some his-
torians: “And so the proud and sensi-
tive soldier and gentleman who first came
to North Carolina to avenge the blood of
her people so pitilessly shed, supple-
mented his work by marrying the daugh-
ter of this ‘disgrace to humanity,’ who
was the ‘responsible author of the dread-
ful Indian war.’ So history pretends.”

His son John married a daughter of
Col. Maurice Moore by another marriage
and Mary Porter, the daughter of that
marrmge became the wife of Governor
Samuel Ashe, and the mother of Colonel
Samuel Ashe and Col. John Baptists.
Ashe, who was elected Governor, but
died before his terra commenced-

John Porter has left no word of vindi-
cation for himself. There was no need
that he should do so in his day. He died
as he had lived possessed of the confidence
and esteem of his people. Men do not
gather figs of thistles. His posterity have
served the State worthily in every gen-
eration from his day to ours, and in them
he has left us

—“a heritage
Os finer truth than written word could

hold.”
And now very brielly a few reasons why

‘(Continued on Page Sixteen.)
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