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In the charters to the London Compiny the

King of England seems to have lgnored any claim
that the Indlans might have had ta tue lands 1in
the new world. He granted the land as if 1t had
had no inhabitants before the coming of the Engllsh.
The idea among the civillized nations of that tlme
seems to have been that

"the civilization of the BOLl was

an obligation imposed upon man-

kind, and that the human race

could not well subsist, or greatly

multiply, if rude tribes which had

not advanced from the hunter state,

were entitled to claim and retaln gall

the boundless reglons through which

they might wander. If such a people

will usurp more territory than they

can subdue and cultivate, they have

no rlght to complaln, 1f a nation of

cultivators puts in &« claim for a

part, and confines the natives in

narrower limits."!
While this was the view taken by many of the leaders
of the period, others thought that the natives should
be paid for all land taken from them. The Virginia
Coloniats, wlshing to'keep on the good side"of the
Indians, soon after they landed, bought the Island
of Jamestown for a few pleces of copper. This was
the flrst land transfer in the new world after the
arrival of the English. The amounts pald for the

land seem to have been small, but the Indians were



"1and poor" and they were well satisfied with what
they recelived.

Master West through Captain John Smith, in
1609 bought a large area of the country near the
falls of the James for a few pléces of COpperEL He,
by doing this, acknowledged that Powhatan was the
rightful owner of the land. He also agreed to pro-
tect Powhatan's tribe from the otheér warring Indians,

In the first years of the colony the land was
héld by the Company 1n fr<e and common socageé, and
could not be"forbldden to any man.!

Anothér interesting feature of land transfer
took place in 1615. The Indlan towns were suffering
from a scarcity of food, while the English were well
supplled. The Indlans, knowing this, moritgaged large
quantities of their land to the English for corn and
other provislons.

Corporate rights to land were given to an
assoclation of planters in 1617, the rent being paid
in barrels of corn. This move brought about trouble'
a few years later (1619) when Martin's Hundred re-
quested a grant of land. The Hundred asked this land
to take the place of that which they had lost by gift
to another plantation, and to cover the expenses of
settling men on the land.

Four objections were ralsed to this request
by the court of the Company, in a meeting held on
CJuly 21, 1619,



First, "1t was contrary to His Majesty's Letters
Patent." These letters had stated that the land was
to be divided among the adventurers "by money or ser-
vice and to the Planters in person, and was not to
be glven to a corporation for ilts expenses.

Second, "it was repugnant to the standing orders
of the Company." The orders of the Company made no
allowance for private expenses, only for those 1ln-
curred in transporting persons to the colony.

Third, "it falled in the very end it almed at,
for it was not any advancement to the planting of
Martin's Hundred." The benifit from hélding the
land was not from having title to it, but came from
the profit gained by the settling and cultivation.,

No good could possibly come from granting land when
there were no provisions for settling pr cultivating
it.

Fourth, "it was predudicial and that in a high
degree to the general plantatlon and to the strength
place and prosperity of the Colony." By granting largse
tracts to one group, others would be kept out of the
colony, Also, the best land would be taken up by these
plantations and leave only the poorer land for thoss
coning in later. This poorlland would also be far from
the center of the colony, bath from the standpoint of

protection and the soclal life of the community. From



this 1t can be seen that the colony would be hindered
both in its soclal relations and in the wide spread
areas deman@ing protection in times of trouble with
the Indians.

In the same year that the discussion concerning
Martin's Hundred was occupying the timeé of the Court,
the "first division"was made. Throughout the later
part of the records of the London Company &re found
mentions of the granting of 1land to individuels for
service rend:re¢d the colony, but no mention is made of
the actual grant of the land for these services.

Under the "firat division" every settler who came
into the colony before April, 1616 was to recelve
100 acres of land, and,if this was "seated" in the
required time, he was to recelve another hundred acres}—
He was also allowed 100 acres for each share of stock
he held in the London Company. No grantee was allowed
to sell his land for leéss than the value of a share of
stock, then about £12-108., unless he received per-
mission of the company to do so. This rule was passed
by the company because they thought that it was unfalr
to let certain individuals ° . have land for les: than
than it would cost those members who had subscribed
to the stock. All persons who came in after April,
1616 wers to receive fifty acres of land uander the same
conditions as the hundred acre grants. The first

grant on record in the State¢ Land Office is for 200



acres® This grant ls dated January 6, 1621, The
rent 6n this land was to be pald at Jamestown at the
feast of St. Michael, the Archangsl. This rent could
be paid in corn, tobacco, or current Engllsh money.

After 1624 each person paying his own way to the
colony was to receive fifty acrss. He was also allowed
fifty acres for each person he brought with him.

This fifty acres was supposed to coveér the expenses

of travel from England to the colony. The land thue
granted was subject to two conditions; first, 1t nmust
be "seated" within three years after Lthe grant was
made; second, that a "fee rent", later called "quit
rent", of one snilling for each fiTty acres nust be
paid to the Secretary of the Colony at Jamestown. The
térm "ssating" 18 understood to mean that the grantee
must clear a small place iIn the grant, bulld a house,
and plant a few trecs wlithin the required tinme.

The method of acquiring title to land under the
London Company was very complicated. The applicant
muct - flrst present a petition to the Quarter Court in
London requesting the grant of land., This petition was
referred to a standing committee for eéxamination and
consideration. They reported back to the Court and
the final confirnmation took place at a later meeting.
It was thens ent to the Colony, signed by the Gov-
ernor, and by him turned over to the Secretary for

_ 7
recordation. No grant came into effect until it was



Secrelavy'’s
recorded in the Eemmd Offlce. When the Governor

and Council in Virginia made a grant the same pro-
cedure had to be followed before the grantee could
receive the land.

In 1624, when Virginla came under the Crown,
the procedure became mucﬁ simpler. When a person
claimed "headrights", as the land granted for the
transportation of persons to the colony was callsd,
he went before the clerk of the county-in whioh he
reslded and took ocath that he had transported the
nunber of persons whoee names he gave the clerk.
Thc’clcrk certified this 1list and sent it to the
Secretary of the Colony at Jamesrown. From this
certificate the patent or grant was lssued.

In March, 1624 the’Assembly ordered every
planter to have his lands surveyed and the bounds
recordad? If there was any dispute as to the bounds
it was to be referred to the Governor and Council
for settlement. The Council at this time acted
in a triple capacity, e.l., executive, legislative,
and Judicial. The surveyor was to recelive &£10
of tobaccd for every 100 acres surveyed. This fee
was to be paid by the parties disputing the bounds.

An article in the Virginia Historlical Reglster

for 1849 gives a summary of how thls land was laid

off, and explains many things in connection with the



surveying which might be easily misunderstood. The
author, after a brief survey of the early history of

the colany, continues:

"All of our earliest grants for
land are cituated on some water
course. The first clailmant of
lands in any partlcular reglon,
having pitched upon some noto-
rious point on the watercourse
as a beginning of hls Burvey,
the surveyor ran a neridinal
line from thence along the nar-
gin of the watercourse to a
distance on poles equal to one
half the number of acres to
which the clalmant was en-
titled. Thence from elther
extremity of this base llne,
if it was necessary to do so,
the surveyor ran another lline
at right anglcs to the first, to
the dlstance of one statute
mile or 320 poles. These side
lines he marked and the survey
was complete. The same course
was pursued wilith the neXt survey

f land contlguous to the first.
The base of this was established
on some watercourse as before
and from tne farther extremity
of the base line a slde line was
drawn paralell to the marked
8idé line of the contiguous
survey, which side line was also
exvended one mile and marked as
before. Each succeeding survey
was made in the same manner, all
Tronting on the watercourse and
running back one mile. The back
lines of these grants became the
base or side lines for a new
series of grants. The length of
one mile wmas;ygiven to facilitate
the calculatlon of the quantity,
a breadth of one pole with this
glven length would necessarily
include two acres. The compass
used ln the surveys was graduatéd
as a Mariner's Compass, the sub-
divislons being only one fourth



of a point. This caused much
error. Often in running the
side lines of a survey, 1if the
requiréd dlstance fell short of
or extended over any natural
boundary, the back line was ex-
tended or drawn in to include
this boundary, altho the length
of the 1line was supposed to huve
been one mile. The varlations in
the granted acreage of land and
the acbtual acreage, due to survey,
can be accounted for in this
manner."4

The February 1632 Assembly passed an act ordering
every man to "enclose his ground with sufficlient
fences *####upon thelr own perill."!® This scens to
.be the firgt time that the Assembly made any note of
the way in which the owners protected their land, and
1s evidently the result of several dlisputes arising
from the encroachment upon land by people who had no
interest in the sections, but who "liked the looks"
of the ground and decided to acquire i1t for thelr own
use without a grant. Often in surveying a grant the
bounds might overlap, 1n some cases without the
surveyor's knowledge. If the bounds were fenced he
would know he was on a plot that had been granted at
some previous time. He could then change the lines
of the survey and avold a court sult in later years.

The Bland Manuscript gives a brief summary of the
system of granting land, under the date of December,
1633. It states that the "Compa's Governor used to
grant patents here and after the compa. confirmed them,
and after theilr disolution the X, confirms all pat-

ents made in their time agreecable to their laws.
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'When large tracts of land were petitlioned for
and the Gov'r and Councl)were willing to grant it,
they used to recommend it to the King's com'rs. for

w® i

the affairs of the colony for confirmation.
method differs from that of the recognised proced-
ure in that it states that the power of granting
land was in the hands of the Governor before the
cancelation o£ the company's charter, but as has
been stated previously [p. 5] this.was not the case,
Thls method would have placed: an unusual power in
the Governor's hands which could have been used in
any manner he wished, and would certalnly have hin-
dered the proper advancement of the colony.

Great trouble:was taxen by every Assembly dur-
ing thls beriod to protect the orphan's lands. Acts
were passed ordering that no orphan's land should be
taken up or sold untll three years after he had
reached his full age. It was also provided that no
overseer of an orphan's land should rent any part of
it for a longer period than the orphan's minority.

The Assembly of March, 1642/3 in Act XXXIII of
that seeslion, due to the large number of suits that
had been troubling the courts of the colony at that
time, provided for the unintentional settlement of
one person upon anothers landjaﬁhis act states that.
when a person settled upon the luand of another witi-
out knowledge of so doing, and improved the land,

the owner should pay uim for the improvenmenits he



had made, provided they did not amount to more

than the actual value of the land., If, however,

this was the case, twelve sworn persons were to Jjudge
the value of the land. This sum nmust then be paid

by the settler to the original owner of the plot.

Each year the Assembly reenacted all former
acts concerning the surveying of lands and the re-
cordation of the surveys. The Assembly of thls year
[1643] conflrmed all former acts, and added that no
person after the passing of Lhle act could be forced
to resurvey hils land.

In June 1642 the Assembly had granted Sir Willlanm
Berkelcy a section of land and two houses as a "free
and voluntary gift in consideration of many worthy
favors manifested to the colony." The Asserbly of the
following year confirmed the grant iIn order to make
it secure.

The method of acqulring "neadrights" was changed
at this secsszion. Thls act atates that it 1s a re-
enactment of a statute passed in June 1642, but there
seems to be no record of the previous act. The
person desiring land through this meang could go either
to the Governor and Councll and request the grant or
to the Becretary of the colony and show a certificate
from the county court of the county of his residence,
No grant should be made unless an exac. Burvey was
made and recorded in the Secretary's office.

Land on the Rappahannock River had been granted

10



for some years, but the grantee was not allowed to
"take up" this land. He was to hold the grant until
the Assembly ordered the "seating" of that part of the
colony. This step was evidehtly due to fear of
trouble with the Indlans, and the Assembly's know-
ledge that,in case of trouble, the pfOper protection
could not be furnished so remote a settlement.

Much trouble had been caused the colony by per-
sons recelving grants to land, seatlng it, and then
after a few years leaving it unoccupled. In Feb-
ruary 1644/5 after much consid<ration and deliberation
on the subject, the Agsembly declded that any person
leaving a plantation after seating 1t, should forfeit
the gr.nt. Anyone desiring the land should be allowed
to "take 1t up." Any pereon holding land under a
lease and desiring to leave 1t should be allowed to
gell his lease to another party, provided the grantee
had not seated it or would not seat it when the
leeses rellnquisﬁed clalim to 1it. It was also ordered
that any person deserting land should not burn the
buildings he had placed on it, but should lrave them
a3 he had erected them and the colony woulfl glve him
the number of nalls he had used in erecting them.

Much of the land that the English held had been
taken from the Indlans by force, but later possession
was confirmed by treaty. Nicotowance, in 1646,

dgreed, In a conference with' the representatives of

11



the colony to abandon claim to all the country be-
tween the James and the York, and fromthe falls of
the Powhatan to the falls of the Pamunkey. He stlll
held his clalm to the lands lying between the York
and the Rappahannock. IL was considered a felony
for any of the colonlsts to enter into this Indlan
territory without Jjust cause, The Indaln king ac-
knowledged, however, that the land was held under
the authority of the King of England.

A few years later this statute was repealed
and the Engllsh moved to the north side of the York
and Rappahannock. The government gave as & reason
for thid move that the land on which the planters
had settled was not fertile enough for the planting
or had lost its fertility, and that they wanted a more
virgin soil.

The land of the Pamunkey and the Chickahominy
Indians was protected from the intrusion of the
English by & statute passed in 1653. Any one who
had previously seatedfand wlthin this sectlon was
to be removed from it by an order of the Governor
and Councll. The Indians were given the right to
dlspose of parts of thelr land if the Governor and
Council approved of the disposal. The first re-
corded case of this kind is found in the Northampton
records under the date of 1654. This was a conveyance

from the Northampton Indlans to the English of a town

12



in their territory. It was admitted to record and
recorded in the same manner as a deed from one ind-
ividual to another. In a casge of this kind the
acknowledgement of the sale had to be made before

the commlissioners of the county, and, added to this tijeve
must be the permission of the majority of the Indlan
tribe.

The Indlans seemed ready and willing to convey
thelr lands under these conditlons, but after a few
years [1656] the Assembly put restrictlons on these
salés for two reasons. First, that the consideration
in many cases was too small. The Indlans had 1ittle
or no idea of Lhe value of the lund in proportion to
what they recelved for 1it. Second, that the Assembly
nust go to tune trouble of assigning them new land on
which to settle and hunt.

This land problem between the Indians and thé
whites became c£o acule that the Assembly refused, in
March 1857/8, further grants to the English until
cach Indlan tribe had been allowed & proportion of
fifty acres for each bowman ln the tribe, The t0£a1
grant to the tribe was to be In one place and not
scattered throughout the colony. If in any grant
to the Indians was included land that had been pre-
viously granted to & white person, the white owner
was eliher to buy the land from the Indian tribe,

or was to relinquish his claim in favor of the tribe.

13



Much of the land up to thls time was taken
from the Indians either by force or by playing upon
thelr superstition and innocence. Seeing that this
condition must lead to trouble the Assembly, in
1658, passed a statute prohiblting the saleHT Indian
lande, and also prohiblting anyone from settling on
the Indlan lands unless the Governor and Councll had
forst glven permisslon for the actlon. The Indlan
lends could only be conveyed ay & meeting of the
Quarter Court. As the inhabltints of the county
gethered o the sesslons of the Quarter Court this
gave publlicity to %ie sale and there was little
cnance of fraudelant deals. |

The Indians in some instances ahowed thuat they
wisied to move Lo an>ther place, and under these
condlitloas there was no trouble ln conveying the land,
as they usually stated to whom they wished it trans-
fered. In many cases they asked that the land bhe
placed in the hands of the Governor.

In the same year tuere wus a slight change in the
wethod of acquirlng lapsed or deserted lands. o
person could take up this land withou! the permission
of the Governor and Council. The flrst patentee, if
he deserted the land, or his grant lapsed, could take
up the same quantity in sonme other part of tae colony.
The termv"desertcd" or"lapsed" land was applled Lo
any grant that was not planted in the reghired time
of thres years.

4



The meny acts, passed at varlous tlmes, governing
the surveying of land, seem to have been of no use, as
there was still, 1n 1659, much trouble in acquiring a

clear btitle to land. In the March, 1658/9 session the

o

Assembly bLook steps to clear this un by a statut
governing the surveying of land. This act:states that
no surveyor siiould glive a plot [by thls was meant &

or drawlng of the land] of lend to anyone until

platb

’
8ix months after he had surveyed it. In making thic
survéy he was to use due dillgence in seeing thautl he
he was not encroaching upon a formsr survey. Any
pre?lous patentee wac to JdJo all in his power to assist
the surveyor 1n ascertalning the proper bounds for Lhe
land.

The Accomac Indlans, in 1660, petitioned the
Assembly for a fmrthér grant of land and permission
to ralse a barrlier to stop the rapld advance of the
English. The Assembly was not willing to trust the
surveying of this land to an Eastern Shore surveyor,
vecause of his posslble partlality, but appolnted one
from another cection of thk colony. In this grant
the Indians had no power to allenate the lund. The
‘Assembly throughoult this period seems to have tried to
do all it could to assist the Indlans, often giving
then a declsion above the whites., As an example of this,

the case of the Wicocomico Indians and the heirs of

Samuel liathews might be used. In this case the transfer

5



of the land appeared upon record, but it was not
stated whether the land was taken by force or was

the voluntary glft of the Indlans, The Assembly
ordered the helrs to pay to the Indians the equi-
valent of fifty pounds sterling as a conslderatlion

for the land. If this was re¢jected by the Indians,

tiie helrs werc nolt to acqulre title to the land until
the Indians deserted it of their own free will. In
anotiier case, that of the grant of Colonel Fauntleroy
of Rappahannock, the Assembly decemed the consideratlion
was not suffliclent and ordered him to pay an addltional
sum.

The Assembly of March 1661/2 reaffirmed all former
acts concerning land belongling Lo orphans. They added
to these further lnstructlons for the tenants on or-
phan lands. These tenants were to maintaln a £00a
fence about thelr orchard, and to bulld a house and
keep 1t in good repalr. It should be left temantable
at the end of thelr lease. Provlision was also made that
the timber in the lease should not be wasted, or used
in any other manner than on the plantation.

The act following this, concerning the granting
of land, 1s better understood wnen copled from
Hening.

“ACT LXVIII
Grants of Land.
Bee 1t hereby enacted that any person or persons
clayming land as due by 1lmportation of servants
shall first prove theilr title or Jjust right before

the governor and council, or produce certificate
from the county court to the secretarys office

16



before any survey be made or grant admitted 1t
being unreasonable that others furnisht with rights,
should be debarred, by pretence of survey which in
itselfe 1s noe title."

This Assembly also repealed the former act allowing
a patentee, who had desertéd land, to také up & grant
in another part of the colony. It statesithat he had
the advantage of acquiring the land and did not use
it s0 he has forfeited all rights that were allowed him
under the first grant.

In 1661 the Chickahominy Indians were given
permisslion to dispose of thelr lands to the English
provided that each sale recelved the approval of the
majority of the head men of the tribe, and was pub-
lished at a Quarter Court or meeting of the Assembly.

All quit rents, for a long perlod had been due
in money, but for several years the owners had failed
to pay them because of the scarcity of corn, the main
product that could then be turned into money. The
Assembly declded to relieve this condition by allowing
the rent to be pald in tobacco, at the rate of two
pence per pound of tobacco. By the payment of
double rent for the nexé two years all delinguent
rent was cancclled by the Governor.

By an act passed in 1662 the Assembly stated
that the cause of all the trouble between the Indians
ahd the English was the encroachment of the latter
upon thelands of the former.  They decided that the

only soluticon of this was to:follow the same course

17



with all the Indian tribes that they had done with
the Accomacs. After the passage of this act any
conveyance made by the Indians was considered lllegal.
Commissioners were appointed to see that the English
did not encroach upon the grants made to the Indians.
These provisions remained in force until the Indian
War of 1676. At this time it was decided to sell all
these lands for the beneflt of the publicl The Eng-
lish tried to evade the various luaws passed governing
the Indian by securing leases from the tribes for them .
The General Court condemned these arrangements and re-
fused to acknowledge thelr legallty unless they proved
advantageous to the Indlans.

As the Indlan population died out, large trects
of land hecame deserted. These tracts were either
taken up by*the English or by the nelghboring Indian
tribec,

In 1661, due to geveral disputes concerning the
ownershlip and seating of land, the Acsembly pasged an
act stating that any person secating himself upon.
land, thinking 1t his own, but later finding Lt was
not, was to be paid by the owner for all improvements
he had placed upon i1t. If, however, the improvements
amounted to more than the land was worth, the owner
should 8ell the land to him at its value. Many cases
of this kind occurred in the colony from time to time,
due to the inefficiency of the surveyors' instrumsnts.

18



Later in the same sesslon another act was
passed ordering that the bounds of all land be sur-
veyed and marked. These marks were to be renewed every
four ycars. The bounds,as agreed upon by this sur-
vey, were to be conclusive, and no dispute should
arise from them in later years. If there was any
dispute in the present survey two surveyors Bhould
declde the questlon, with the ald of the nelghbors
who knew the surrounding country. The disputing
parties were to share and chare allke in the cost
of the survey.

From the date of the first grant on record [1€20]

' and

throughout the périod to 1666 the terms"seating'
-"planting" had becn used in almost every grant.
These terms had never, asqfar as appears on record,
been defined by the Assembly. In the sesslon of
October, 1666 -the Assembly defined these terms in the
following manner: "Seating" was to bulld upon the land
and keep stock upon 1t for one year. "Planting"
the land was to clear, plant and tend the product
rlented on the ground. No matter how large the grant
only one acre of 1t must be Urcated in thic manner to
cover the clause In the grant, unless otherwlce stated.

Thne following report appearc under date of QOctw
ober 29, 1€88, concerning the granting of land:

"Octobver 29, 1666,
THE nouse met, there was read the result

of the conference between ithne right honorable
the governor and committee of burgesses, Oct-

19



ober 27, 1566, as followeth, vizt.

Then was rcad the petition of lr. Wllllanm
Drum, concerning the land commonly called the
governours land, in the main rescerve, the 29th
of Qctober, 1€66, by the governour and councel,
to the assembly for thelr judgments thercin,
returned thus endorced;

"This petition or one to thls effect was ex-
hibited in June last, to which the house gave
thls answer, vizi."

June 8th, 1666,

"The house humble conceiving the grants of
lands to appertaln only to the governor and
councel(and things thereby wlthout thelr cogniz-
ance) think fit this petitlon be returned to your
honoursg.,"

And now do humbly conceive the same answer be
(suffirient) the result of thelr judgments as

concelving this mattcr to be here coram non Judicec.™

In 1673 the entire colony was granted to the
Lords Culpeper and Arlington. As the discussion on
this grant covered a perlod of scveral yesrn it is
thought btetter to omit 1t at this polnt and mgive the -
whnl? subjzch in a separate article (see Apocndiz,

Often land wan granted by the Gnvernor and Coun-
cil for the good worlk of sone citizen of the colony.

A strange happening in this connectlon appears in

1674 when the Assembly granted, or rather reaffirmed

a Tormer grant, to Sir Willlam Berkley, to 1096

acres ofland Lo be held forever, and gave him a
ninety-nine year lease on seventy acres. The act
granting thls land cbtates that 1t was for the good
service he had rendercd ths ecolony, and the Assembly
had to affirm the grant as the governor was not allaw ed
to give himself land.Usee poge i0]

The Indian troubles, mentioned before, caused the

Assembly, in 1676, to pass an act allowlng seven years
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for the seating of land, instcad of the three years

as was formerly allowed. This act also stated that
settlements on the frontier were to be allowed Seven
years for seating, due to the inaccessibllity of the
frontier counties to t he rest of the colony.

Robert Liny, in April, 1679, complalned to the
Assembly that he had been stopped from fishlng on
water that adjoined his land, and petitioned the Ass-
embly to state how far into the water the grant to
land extended. The Assembly, in answer, stated that
the grant extended to the low water mark, and that no
one should fich within thls 1llne unless ﬁe hed per-
migslon to do 6o from the owner. If anyone was found
fishing within these lines he wac Lo be punished in the
gsame manner as those caught hunting on land wilthott
permisasion, ”

In the gession of 1681 the Assembly took steps
to lay out towns in wvarious parts of the colony. The
buylng and selling of goods imported to the colony or
exported from the colony could only take place at these
towns, under penalty of a heavy fline, 1f the act was
violated. The #gsembly, fearing that some owners
might not wlsh to convey lands for the said towns,
followed a procedurc similulr to condemning it. The
Justlice of the county icssued a warrant to the sheriff
to empanel tweslve men of hils baliwick and have them
Judge the value of the land, taking into consideration

any inconvenlence that the loss of the land might cause
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the owner. This price was then paid the owner,

If he refused the price set, he forfelted the land to
the trusteecs of the town, and received no conslideration
for it. The trustees, as appointed, held the title to
the land,and had the power to convey it to anyone they
wished. |

This Assembly also lald out the bounds of the
Indlan lands on the south side of the James Rlver as
follows: "That a line from the head of the cheife or
principle branch of the black water, to the upper.part
of the o0ld Appamattocks Indian Town fleld, and thence
to the upper end of the Manokin Town be Jjudged # * *
the said bounds."  All patents formerly granted which
" lay in this area were null and vold "as if never granted’

This act also provided for the constructicn of
a road from above the 1nhabltants on the horth-saide
of the &ames River to a’ place above the inhablitants on
the Rappahannock River. No surveys were to be made
beyond this road for three years.

In April 1692 the act governing the seating of
lands was changed slightly. This act stated that lands
added to a patent already granted were not to be for-
felted for want of seating if they were seated within
three years after the passage of the act. All lands
granted after the passage of thls act were to be seated
a8 required by law or were to be forfeited. This act
was brought about by persons receiving large grants of
land, some as great as 10,000 or 15,000 acres, and
seating only a small sectlon of the grant.
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APPENDIX I
The Arlington-Culpeper Grant.'?

In 1673 Charles II granted to Lords Culpeper
and Arlington the country of Virginia, Under this
grant all lands were to escheat to them, instead of
ta the King. They were to receive quit rents and all
other dues, make grants to land, and appoint all
pfficers.

The colonlsts arose against this grant asc it was
contrayry to thelr laws and the charter that had been
granted when they flrst settled the country. The
next year the Assembly voted money to send represent-
. atlves to England to plead agalnst this grant, and to
get the Xing to glve the colony a new charter.

An agrecment could not be reached so a compro-
mise was made. Theﬁiords agreed to rellnquich their
clalm to the land and only receive the quit rents,

Arlingtonllater conveyed his Interest to Cul-

peper, who in turn rellnquished his patent in Tavor

of the King in 1684,

APPENDIXKX II
The Pdtomac~Rappahannock Grant "
A few years before tge Arlington-Culpeper grant
the territorybetwesn the ﬁappahannock and the Po-

tomac was granted to several of the King's friends.

They were to pay as a rent on this land £6 13 s. 4 4.
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and also a part of all gold and silver found in the

region. In 1671 this same territory was granted

to & new group, as the first grantees had died.

They nad the power to dlvide the land into manors

and hold court twice a year. They were not allowed,

nowever, to lnlerfere wlth the grants pfeviously

made in this secltlon. The power over millitary affalrs

and the levying of taxes also remained in the hands of

the Assembly. The proprietors of thils territory

| tried to sell it to the agents of Virginla, but without

success. They later transfered it to Thomas,Lord

Culpeper, who In turn gave 11 to Thomas, Lord Fairfax.
After several years,Lord Falrfax persuaded the

King to include the Shenandoah Velley in hls grant.

To persons already in the territory he gave nlnety-nine

year:leases on Lthe property, with a re<nt of twenty

shillinge arnually for each hundred acres. To

a new celbtler the rent was two shlllingé per year

for each hyndred acres. He was also forced to piy bten

shillings on recclilving his grant.
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REFEREINCES

NCTE-References to the various acts found in Hening
have becen omi“ted, as in each case the yecar of passage
was noted. lany references can also be found in Bruce
and Ingle, Hut in each case these authors refer to

the aforesaid acts of fening.

1-Kent, Commentaries, ITI, sez. 387, quoted in Ingle,

b

Local Inr%iitutions, p. 24,

2-3ruce, Econcmic History, Vol. I, p. 48y

3-Ibid, p. 490

4-Recordc of the London Company, Vol. I, p. 249.

5-Bruce, p. 502

6-Patents, Virglnla Land Office, Vol. I, p. i
T-3ruce, p. 500

8-Hening, Vol, I, p. 123

9-Virginia Historical Yegister, Vol. II, p. 192
10-Hening, Vol, I, p. 176

11-Ivid, p. 532,

12-Ibid, p. 260,

15-Ingle, p. 29. Burk, History of Virginlta, Vol. II
P. 34 of Appendi::.

14-Ingle, p. 31,
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