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The scarci ty of data  relative to the first importa t ions  of catt le into 
Colonial Nor th  America  has lent obscuri ty to one of the most interest ing 
phases of ear ly Amer ican  husbandry.  In  fac t  this pauci ty  and incomplete- 
ness of informat ion dealing with the introduct ion of cattle into what  is now 
the United States of America has led m a n y  authors  in the field of animal  
and da i ry  husbandry  to an almost studied disregard of this p r i m a r y  stage 
in the development  of our nat ional  livestock industry.  When  it  is consid- 
ered tha t  the foundat ions  of cattle husbandry  were laid in every one of the 
thir teen original colonies and in the south and southwestern p a r t  of our  
present  United States before any  appreciable  progress  had been made in the 
systematic improvement  of cattle in Eng land  and Continental  Europe,  the 
question of where our foundat ion animals  came f rom should be of more 
than  passing interest. Allen (2) in 1890 in his work, A m e r i c a n  Catt le ,  
dealt  briefly with colonial cattle importat ions.  Bidwell  and Falconer  (6) in 
1925 and Gray  (25) in 1933 in their  general  histories of agr icul ture  in the 
United States to 1860 have presented a considerable amount  of informat ion  
relative to ear ly importations.  I t  was with the hope of assembling, in one 
body, addit ional  informat ion on the in t roduct ion of cattle into Colonial 
Nor th  America  tha t  this review of l i te ra ture  was under taken.  

I t  is quite appa ren t  tha t  Colonial Americans  were so busy making eco- 
nomic his tory tha t  they failed to write sufficiently about it. Authent ic  
records were, in m a n y  eases, incidental  and are found  in several  fields. 
This has increased the difficulty of present ing da ta  tha t  are both complete 
and accurate. Quotations have been offered f requent ly  in order  tha t  a 
better picture might be had of the actual conditions and circumstances sur- 
rounding many of the colonial cattle raising undertakings. It is hardly 
necessary to point out that this review of literature is incomplete. It is 
offered at this time, however, with the thought that it may be of some 
assistance to the teachers of courses in dairy cattle history. 

]During the period of discovery and colonization there were four possible 
paths of introduction of cattle into what is now the United States of Amer- 
ica. First, from the West Indies to any portion of the Atlantic and Gulf of 
Mexico coast line. Second, from Mexico into southwestern areas and Cali- 
fornia. Third, from the French colonies of the St. Lawrence Valley into 
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the area of the " O l d  Nor thwes t . "  Four th ,  direct ly  f rom the colonizing 
European  nations to the American colonies. Histor ical  evidence supports  
the belief tha t  all of these paths of en t ry  were used. 

INTRODUCTION OF CATTLE BY T H E  SPANISH 

Encouraged by  the glowing repor ts  carr ied back to the Old World by 
Columbus in 1492, the Spanish throne decided to colonize the New World 
at once. To this purpose  Columbus made a second voyage in 1493, carrying 
with him besides colonists, a large var ie ty  of agr icul tura l  seeds and plants, 
and the first shipment  of domestic livestock destined to inhabit  the New 
World. "Bes ides  a few horses for  cavalry  service there were carried for  
breeding purposes mares,  sheep, heifers and other animals. Vegetables, 
wheat, bar ley and other cereals were not forgot ten  nor the vine and f ru i t  
trees. All kinds of tools, too, tha t  would be needed in a colony were in- 
cluded. At  the Canary  Is lands they added to their  stock calves, she-goats, 
ewes, pigs, chickens, seeds of oranges, lemons, and other garden plants, and 
most of all, sugar  c a n e "  (37). I t  was necessary for  Columbus to car ry  
these things to the new lands for, though "gloriously rich in some aspects of 
nature,  the New World  was notably  poor in food plants  and domestic 
an ima l s "  (8). 

Whether  the a t tempts  to develop an animal  indus t ry  in the New World 
were at once successful is not known. Because of the small size of sea-going 
ships dur ing the sixteenth century,  it is ent irely possible that  only a small 
number  of cattle, or more correct ly " n e a t  ca t t l e , "  were brought  over at 
first. As the first shipment  was made up of heifers and calves, it can be 
concluded that  for  the first few years  there could not have been a large 
number  of cattle for  slaughter.  Although we have no information that  
would lead one to believe the Spanish were large consumers of beef or da i ry  
products,  yet  there was an immediate  need for  cattle above the numbers 
taken over, and their  increase. I n  an a t t empt  to fill this need, Columbus, 
in 1494, urged the Spanish King and Queen to authorize contractors to 
deliver to the new count ry  cattle and beasts of burden  annually,  for  which 
they might  be paid  by  giving them Indian  slaves (53). Whether  or not this 
recommendat ion of Columbus '  was adopted and followed to any  great  ex- 
tent, we do not know. By 1512, however, stock-raising had become a fixed 
indus t ry  in the West  Indies (8), and considerable numbers  of cattle were 
being raised. 

The Spanish took cattle f rom one island to another  in the West  Indies 
unti l  they became quite common in the eyes of voyagers  who had  occasion 
to stop f rom time to time. H a k l u y t  (28) in re la t ing the voyage of John  
Hawkins  to the West  Indies in 1565 said " T h e  tenth day  (of March) at 
night  we depar ted  f rom thence (the first island seen) and the fifteenth had 
sight of nine islands, . . . and the sixteenth of an island, called Margari ta ,  
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where wee were enter tayned by  the alcalde, and had both Beeves and sheepe 
given us . . . .  " Dur ing  this same voyage " T h e  sixth of May aforesaide, 
we came to an y land  called Curacao . . . .  I n  this place we had trafigue for  
hides, and found  grea t  refreshing both of beefe, mut ton  and lambs, where 
of there was such plentie, tha t  saving the skinnes, we had the flesh given us 
for  nothing . . . .  " 

" T h e  increase of cattell in this y]and is marveilous, which f rom a doozen 
of each sort  b rought  thi ther  by  the governour,  in 25 years  he had a hundre th  
thousand at  the least & of other cattel  was able to kill wi thout  spoile of the 
increase 1500 yeerely,  which he killeth for  the skinnes, and of the flesh 
sayeth only the tongues, the rest  hee leaveth to the foule to devoure. And  
this I am able to affirme, not onely upon the Governours  own report ,  who 
was first to br ing  the increase thither,  which so remaineth  unto this day, but  
also by  tha t  I saw m y  selfe in one field, where an hundred  oxen lay one by  
another  all whole, saving the skinne and tongue taken away. And  it  is not 
so marveilous a thing why they doe thus cast away the flesh in all the y lands  
of the West  Indies, seeing the land is great,  . . . the people fewe, having 
delicate f rui tes  and  meates ynough besides to feede upon, which they r a the r  
desire, . . . : for  in S. Domingo an y land  called by the finders thereof 
Hispaniola,  is so grea t  a quanti t ie  of cartel, and  such increase thereof tha t  
notwi ths tanding the daily killing of them for  their  hides, it is not possible 
to asswage the number  of them, but  they are devoured by wilde dogs, . . . 
that  they eate and destroy 60,000 a yeere, and  yet  small lacke found  of 
them. ' ' 

These quotations g ive  the impression tha t  the cattle taken by  the Spanish 
adventurers  into the New World  possessions were p r imar i ly  for  the purpose  
of furnishing hides, with beef tongues as a secondary consideration, or what  
might  be te rmed a by~product of the hide-producing industry.  In  fact ,  
hides seem to have been one of the leading expor t  articles, not only of the 
West  Ind ian  Is lands but  of sixteenth century  Mexico. More than one refer-  
ence is made by  H a l k u y t  to the hides produced,  and to the Spanish dairies 
of Mexico. While  these are perhaps  the earliest referencs to dairies in the 
New World,  the places re fe r red  to were p robab ly  not dairies but  cattle 
ranches. Due to the fac t  tha t  dairies existed as agr icul tura l  enterprises  in 
Eng land  at tha t  time, the Engl ish  na r r a t o r  p robab ly  used the t e rm he asso- 
ciated with herds of cattle, without  thought  as to the marketable  p roduc t  
produced. 

In  1572 the cattle business was flourishing in New Spain  (Mexico) and 
it is wri t ten tha t  one man had 20,000 head (27). Hides  were the chief source 
of income, but  a certain amount  of tallow was shipped. Oxen were used at  
this date to haul  goods, some of which was t r anspor ted  700 miles. 

Sir Wal te r  Raleigh 's  expedition, under  Sir  Richard  Grenville, to the 
Atlantic coast of the New Wor ld  s topped at  H a y t i  in 1585 where it  was 
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enter tained by the Spanish (27). " W h i c h  banquet  being ended, the Span- 
ish in recompence of our courtesie, caused a great  herd of white buls and 
kyne to be brought  to gether f rom the mountaines, and appointed for  every 
Gentleman and Captaine that  would ride, a horse ready saddled, and then 
singled out three of the best of them, to bee hunted  by  horsemen af ter  their 
manner  . . . the next  day wee played the Marchants in bargaining with 
them by way of t rucke and exchange of divers of their  commodities, as 
horses, mares, kine, buls, goates, swine, sheepe, bull-hides, sugar, ginger, 
pearle, tabacco, and such like commodities of the I l ands . "  

The reference made by the English visitors regarding the cattle on 
t t ay t i  gives proof tha t  the ea r ly  English colonists had knowledge of the 
West Indies as a source of cattle. The fact  that  this group of colonists pur- 
chased cattle and other classes of livestock on this island may just i fy  the 
statement that  the first livestock brought  to the eastern coast of North 
America by the English was of Spanish origin. As this group of colonists, 
who landed on Roanoke Island, was mysteriously lost, the history of this 
importat ion of livestock must remain unwri t ten  forever. In  1616 the 
English who settled on Summer Isles, or the Bermudas,  purchased cattle 
for  their  plantat ion f rom the Spaniards in the West Indies (50). 

In  1539 cattle were taken from Mexico into the present boundaries of 
the United States (38) and in 1541, 500 cows were taken across the Rio 
Grande by Coronado. As early as 1598 a large number  of cattle, 4,000 in 
fact, was taken f rom New Spain, or Mexico, into what is now New Mexico 
by Don Juan  de Ofiate (20). The town of Santa Fe  was established in 1609 
and the cattle business was planted firmly in that  section of the country. 
In  1769 cattle were taken from Mexico into what is now the state of Cali- 
fornia, by Serra  and Portol~ (31), and these were the nuclei for  large herds 
that  showed the influence of Spanish ancestry for  many, many years. 

I t  seems evident that  by this time the cattle had become so numerous in 
the Spanish possessions in the New World  they had no monetary  value 
except as a source of hides and perhaps as a means of sport. This, of course, 
was exclusive of their  value as beasts of burden. No references have been 
found that  would indicate that  the Spanish in the West Indies were users 
of dai ry  products  or eaters of beef, although they seemed to esteem the flesh 
of swine, and kept  large droves of them. From the Cabeca (33) description 
of the American bison and a comparison with the Spanish cattle of that  day, 
the lat ter  must have been ra ther  large animals with long, heavy horns, and 
comparatively coarse flesh. 

Cattle were taken into Flor ida  by the Spaniards about the time the first 
permanent  settlements were effected. In  volume one of the Colonial Rec- 
ords of Spanish F lor ida  (14) much evidence is presented concerning the 
first importations of cattle into Florida.  These cattle were shipped from 
the Spanish islands of the West Indies, and apparent ly  were kept on islands 
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along the coast of Florida.  This was necessary because of the difficulties 
which arose with the Indians.  Since these islands were not very  productive,  
and since hostile nat ives prevented  extensive crop cultivation, the raising 
of cattle was a difficult task. I t  was not unt i l  conditions permi t ted  the pro- 
duction of cattle on the mainland tha t  the cattle popula t ion reached signifi- 
cant numbers.  

I t  is evident tha t  among the inducements offered the colonists was the 
promise of livestock, for  in 1576 dissatisfied colonists who wished to re tu rn  
to Spain claimed tha t  they had not been given the catt le of all kinds that  
had been promised them, including " T w e l v e  head with  the bu l l . "  Tha t  the 
catt le were taken into F lor ida  previously,  however, there can be no doubt  
as the following evidence which grew out of an investigation made in Madrid  
by Licent iate  Gamboa on mat te rs  concerning F lo r ida  will show. 

" O n  being asked what  kinds of cattle, large and small, the said Adelan- 
tado b rought  to the said province, and how he divided it up, to whom he 
gave it, and under  what  conditions: this witness said tha t  he remembers  
tha t  the first year  he brought  a certain number  of cows, mares, hogs and 
goats, and he thinks there were sheep likewise; whereof the goats and sheep 
were eaten and consumed, and the Ind ians  killed the hogs. "He also knows 
and saw tha t  the said cows and all of the mares  were consumed and eaten 
by  the soldiers and  the other people without  anyth ing  remain ing ;  and this 
witness knows and saw tha t  a f t e rwards  the said Adelantado again  b rough t  
to the said count ry  a quant i ty  of cows and hogs, and  he knows not  how 
m a n y ;  and they mult ipl ied and there was stock rais ing in the land, espe- 
cially in hogs ."  The date of this inqui ry  was F e b r u a r y  5, 1573. This wit- 
ness had gone to F lor ida  six years  before, and if cattle were taken at  tha t  
t ime the approximate  date would have been 1567. 

A second witness who claimed to have gone f rom Spain  to F lor ida  in 
1566 testified as follows: " A t  the beginning, which was about  two years  
a f te r  this witness went there, as m a n y  as twenty  horses and mares  were 
brought,  and twelve cows, f o r t y  hogs, t h i r ty  goats and  a few sheep, which 
were all consumed and eaten because of the famine  and  want  tha t  occurred ; 
and the Indians  killed the hogs. Af t e rward  the said Adelantado again 
stocked the land, with eighty cows, one hundred  hogs, and  another  hundred  
in Santa  Elena, and about  twenty  goats;  which was all for  the Adelantado,  
and none of it  had been dis t r ibuted ; at  least this witness does not know i t . "  

Another  witness who had gone to F lor ida  about  1566 testified as follows : 
" A s  soon as he a r r ived  in the land, he saw there cows, mares,  goats, hogs 
and sheep ; bu t  tha t  he does not know the number,  not  how they were appor-  
tioned, fu r the r  than  that,  in the strai ts  they were in, everyth ing was eaten, 
and the Indians  killed and ate the hogs . "  

Since m a n y  of the first colonists were placed in or about  the fo r t  on the 
island of Santa  Elena  they complained b i t t e r ly  because of the lack of agri- 
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cultural  possibilities, and the extreme difficulties in growing livestock. Even 
at St. Augustine the fa rming opportunit ies were limited, pa r t ly  because of 
the insects and par t ly  because of a scarcity of suitable feed. 

When one witness was "Asked  if there are in the country  any cattle and 
vegetables wherewith the said people can sustain themselves, he said that  in 
St. Augustine there were left  fifteen or sixteen mares and ten or twelve 
cows; that  the said cattle cannot sustain themselves because the mosquitoes 
eat them and the Indians kill them ; . . . "  

F rom these testimonials it  is evident tha t  the establishment of the cattle 
indust ry  in Flor ida  was accompanied by  many  difficulties. 

The cattle brought  into Flor ida  were, without doubt, f rom the Spanish 
West Indies. With  an abundance of cheap cattle so close at hand it would 
have been out  of the question to ship them f rom more distant points. Cattle 
f rom the West  Indies also found their way into South Carolina (25). 

The influence of the cattle of Spanish origin on the characteristics of the 
cattle of Southern United States has never been appreciated ful ly  by most 
students of livestock history in this country.  When it is remembered, how- 
ever, that  all of the first cattle introduced into the southwest, and into Louisi- 
ana and Florida,  were of Spanish origin and that  large numbers of this type 
of cattle were introduced into practically every coastal colony, it must  be 
admit ted that  the early influence of Spanish cattle was indeed great. One 
of the main reasons why native cattle in the South differ somewhat in con- 
formation and ut i l i ty  f rom those in the North  may be a t t r ibuted to the 
original Spanish cattle in the southern par t  of the United States. The 
large numbers of cattle found in Florida in the early pa r t  of the eighteenth 
century as pointed out by Gray  (25) lend fu r t h e r  weight to the belief that 
Spanish cattle contributed an influence to our present  day cattle that  should 
not be minimized. 

INTRODUCTION OF CATTLE BY THE FRENCH 

The French,  who made their first permanent  settlements along the St. 
Lawrence, brought  cattle to the American Continent as early as the middle 
of the sixteenth century.  Cartier,  when he sailed on his second voyage to 
the New w o r l d  in 1541, had with him cattle, goats, hogs and other beasts. 
These were taken for  breeding purposes in the new count ry  (21). While 
this may have been the first introduction of cattle into the St. Lawrence 
watershed, yet  it is apparent ly  a fact  tha t  cattle were taken into that  par t  
of the world even before Cart ier  made his second voyage. When Sir Hum- 
phrey  Gilbert  reached St. Johns, Newfoundland,  in August  1583 he learned 
f rom a native of Por tugal  tha t  over fo r ty  years before some Portuguese had 
placed on Sable Island both neat cattle and swine for  breeding purposes, 
and that  these animals had increased great ly  in numbers. The informing 
Portuguese claimed to have been present  when this project  was accom- 
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plished (21). Other historians (45, 54) have mentioned these cattle but  
their  explanations are that  these cattle had escaped f rom a wrecked Spanish 
or Portuguese ship. I t  is entirely possible tha t  these animals may  have been 
placed on Sable Island by the Portuguese since their  presence there would 
constitute a distinct aid, f rom the standpoint  of food, to Portuguese fishing 
vessels. Pa rkman  (45), however, cites evidence that  " i n  1518 the Baron de 
L~ry made an abortive a t tempt  at settlement on Sable Island, where the 
cattle left  by him remained and multiplied. ~' 

In  regard to these same cattle on Sable Island Governor Winthrop  of 
P lymouth  (54) recorded on June  24, 1635, the following interesting ac- 
count:  "Mr .  Graves in the James,  and Mr. Hodges in the Rebecka,  set sail 
for  the Isle of Sable for  sea-horse (which are there in great  numbers)  and 
wild cows. Mr. John  Rose, being cast ashore there in the (Mary and Jane)  
two years since, and making a small pinnace of the wreck of his ship, sailed 
thence to the French  upon the main, being th i r ty  leagues off, by whom he 
was detained prisoner, and forced to pilot them to the island, where they 
had great  store of sea-horse teeth, and cattle, and store (of) black foxes;  
and they left  seventeen men upon the island to inhabit  it . . . .  He  saw 
about eight hundred  cattle, small and great, and many  foxes, whereof some 
were perfect  b lack."  On August  26 of the same year  Winthrop  wrote:  
" T h e y  re turned  from their  voyage. They found upon the island sixteen 
Frenchmen,  who had wintered there . . . .  They had also killed many  of the 
cattle, so as they found not above one hundred  forty,  and but  two or three 
calves. ' ' 

The French  came to North America pr imar i ly  to trade. Trapping  for  
furs  and t rading with the Indians proved so remunerat ive that  a permanent  
type of agricul ture had little appeal. Fo r  several years the cattle tha t  were 
kept  supplied only some of the necessities of diet and had little commercial 
importance. Later,  with the coming of the Jesuits, who had visions of a 
more self-sufficing New France,  more at tention was given to agricul ture and 
stock-raising. 

The first cattle brought  into Canada by  the French  probably were of the 
type common to Br i t tany,  for  Cart ier  sailed f rom that  region of France  
(45). Sanders (49) has wri t ten that  " i n  1620 a few cattle were landed at 
Quebec, and in 1665 Messers. Tracet  and de Courcelle brought  f rom France  
a small shipment described as black and brindle in color. These early selec- 
tions were f rom Bri t tany,  Normandy,  and probably f rom the Island of 
Jersey,  and their  descendants to this day are not unlike the darker  Jerseys 
in color ing."  The present French-Canadian breed of cattle undoubtedly  
descended f rom the French types brought  over by the early colonists. 

The Jesuits, and the colonists who followed the paths of the religious 
trai l  blazers, brought  cattle f rom the St. Lawrence Valley into the middle 
west. This did not occur unti l  many  years af ter  the English and Spanish 



136 G.A. BOWDING 

had brought  cattle to the Atlant ic  seaboard, bu t  as foundat ion animals they 
exerted an influence on the ear ly cattle of our present  cornbelt  area. Park-  
man (44) presents evidence which indicates tha t  as early as 1649 the French  
had  "fowls ,  swine, and even ca t t l e "  at  Sainte Marie near  the waters  of 
Georgian Bay. Colonization occurred later  at  Detroit ,  and the area round 
about  became populated,  first by  dependent  Indians,  followed by  traders,  
and later  by  f a rmers  and stock raisers. Carr ie r  (13) points out tha t  cattle 
were taken to Kaskaskia  in 1712, and tha t  Charlevoix, in 1721 found thriv- 
ing sett lements at  these places with droves of " b l a c k  ca t t le . "  

The first catt le tha t  were taken into the lower Mississippi Val ley by  the 
French  were, in most cases, of Spanish origin. In  1701 Ibervil le  s topped at 
San Domingo and took on horses, cattle and swine for  the new colony (Mo- 
bile) in Louisiana (29). On his first t r ip  he had  brought  " a  small number  
of bulls, cows, hogs, poul t ry,  and t u r k e y "  (32). In  1703 four  oxen were 
sent for  in H a v a n a  (36). In  1704 there were 9 oxen, 14 cows and four  bulls, 
and  by 1708 there were 50 cows in milk, 40 calves, four  bulls and  8 oxen 
(29). Cattle increased slowly in the French  colony and m a n y  efforts were 
made, some which were successful, to obtain cattle f rom the Spanish islands 
near  by. B y  1724 there were 1100 cows, and 300 bulls in the colony (36), 
and by  1746 it was est imated there were 10,000 head of cattle in Louisiana 
(25). Here  again the heavy influence of Spanish cattle in Colonial America 
mus t  be acknowledged. 

Hami l ton  in his book Colonial  Mobile  (29) has assembled much inter- 
esting informat ion  relative to the cattle populat ion in the vicini ty of that  
city. Fo r  example, he notes tha t  in 1766 " t h e r e  are f rom the highest to the 
lowest, on the east side of the Bay  of Mobile, seventeen plantat ions,  thir ty-  
nine white men who can bear  arms, th i r ty- two negroes of which twenty-nine 
are men grown, twenty-one women and children. I n  all, 124 souls and 2280 
head of ca t t l e . "  In  another  place he records tha t  a man  wri t ing f rom 
Mobile in 1812 s tated tha t  he has " a b o u t  30 head of cattle and hundreds  of 
hogs, the hogs wi ld . "  He  also wrote that  the cattle and hogs did well on 
his land with no expense. In  1814 when Andrew Jackson took over the 
t e r r i to ry  in the vicini ty  of Mobile Bay, " T h e r e  were a grea t  m a n y  cattle 
east of the bay, the p rope r ty  of the Mobil ians."  This was the same area in 
which the census of 1766 revealed 2280 head of cattle. In  the hundred 
years  since Ibervil le  first took cattle into tha t  t e r r i to ry  they had indeed 
made a very  great  increase. Similar  development  in cattle raising had 
taken place throughout  the Gulf  area before it became a pa r t  of the United 
States. 

I N T R O D U C T I O N  OF CATTLE BY T H E  D U T C H  

While the English were colonizing Virginia  and Massachusetts, and the 
Spanish were founding sett lements in F lor ida  and at Santa  Fe, the Dutch 
had  not been idle. I n  1609 they established a t rad ing  post on the present  
site of Albany  and b y  1621 the sett lement on Manha t t an  was started. 
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F o u r  years  elapsed before cattle were imported,  but  in Na r r a t i ve s  of 
N e w  N e t h e r l a n d s  (52) it is s ta ted tha t  in November  1625 a ship arr ived,  
and a f t e r  unloading passengers " t h e  cattle carr ied th i ther  were removed 
upwards  to a convenient place abounding with grass and pasture.  Only 
two animals  died on the passage. This gave grea t  sat isfaction to the 
freighter ,  who had managed  the t ranspor ta t ion  so n e a t l y . "  

The success of the first sh ipment  of cattle led to fu r the r  development  
along this line and by  1626 the colony had " inc reased  to two hundred  souls ; 
and a f te rwards  some ships, one with horses, the other with cows, and the 
third with hay ;  two months a f te rwards  a fly-boat was equipped to ca r ry  
sheep, hogs, wagons, ploughs and all other implements  of husbandry.  These 
cattle were, on their  arrival ,  first landed on Nu t  Is land,  three miles up the 
river, where they remained a day or two ."  These cattle were taken la ter  to 
hlanhatas.  " B e i n g  pu t  out to pas ture  here, they  throve well, but  af ter-  
wards ful l  twenty  in all died . . . .  Bu t  they went  in the middle of Septem- 
ber to meadow grass, as good and as long as could be des i red"  (52). By  
this same author i ty  it was pointed out tha t  the West  Ind ia  Company of New 
Nether lands  agreed to t r anspor t  cattle free of charge for  those pat rons  
who were founding colonies. 

The few details available relative to the importa t ions  of cattle into New 
Nether lands  might  indicate tha t  relat ively few were impor ted  direct ly f rom 
Holland.  On the other hand the importa t ions  of these animals  m a y  have 
been such a common occurrence tha t  they did not elicit comment  f rom the 
Dutch historians. Nevertheless, cattle p layed an impor tan t  role in the 
agr icul ture  of New Netherlands.  

Under  the ear ly  Dutch system of colonial agr icul ture  " t h e  Company  
furnished the f a r m e r  a house, f a r m i ng  implements  and  tools, four  horses 
together  with four  cows, sheep and pigs in proport ion,  the usuf ruc t  and 
en joyment  of which the husbandman should have dur ing  six years, and on 
the expirat ion thereof, r e tu rn  the number  of catt le received. The entire 
increase remained with the fa rmer .  The f a r m e r  was bound to pay  year ly  
100 gui lders  and 80 pounds of bu t te r  ren t  for  the cleared land and bow- 
ve r i e "  (43). Here  we see the strong influence of the homeland occupations 
guiding the colonists in the choice of a livelihood and a medium of exchange. 
In  Virginia  tobacco was used for  money. I n  New Eng land  debts could be 
paid in te rms of cattle. To the da i ry-minded Dutch,  however, the giving 
up  of their  cows was like surrender ing  ownership of the mine f rom which 
the gold is taken;  and so they kept  the cows and paid  their  rentals  with 
butter.  

Abou t  1640 a war  broke out with the Indians.  Before  this conflict 
ended the Dutch had  lost a great  m a n y  of their  cattle at the hands of the 
Indians,  and it was several years  before they recovered f rom this loss. In  
1650 a resolution by  the States General  forbade  the exporta t ion of cows 
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f rom the colony except by  permission of the Council. I n  tha t  same year, 
however, Cornelis van  Tienhoven, secretary of the colony wrote (presum- 
ably in Hol land)  "Ca t t l e ,  such as horses, cows, hogs need not  be sent f rom 
this place, in consequence of the great  expense, as they can be got at a 
reasonable price f rom the Dutch, and pr inc ipal ly  among the English, who 
have p len ty  of t h e m "  (43). This would indicate at least a par t ia l  recovery 
f rom the losses suffered dur ing  the Ind ian  war,  and it  would also point  defi- 
ni tely to the fac t  tha t  the Dutch and English were on t rad ing  terms. 

" P r i o r  to the end of the Dutch regime, Long Is land  had been settled 
ra ther  extensively with Engl ish  fa rmers  f rom New Eng land  and had become 
quite heavi ly stocked with cattle. Johnson gives 1640 as the date of the 
beginning of the English sett lements on Long Island, but  tha t  was the date 
a church was organized. There were appa ren t ly  individual  settlers there a 
few years  ea r l i e r "  (13). This author i ty  does not give the source f rom which 
the cattle came. They may  have been f rom New Eng land  or Virginia,  or 
they may  have been purchased f rom the Dutch at New Amste rdam ; for it is 
known tha t  the Dutch and English carried on inter-colonial commerce (9). 
Denton (17), however, states " T h e  Is land is p lent i ful ly  stored with all 
sorts of Engl ish ca t t l e "  and this would lead one to believe tha t  most of the 
cattle were purchased f rom the English colonies. 

The growing tendency of the English cattle to dominate,  even within 
what  the Dutch considered their  own boundaries,  is shown in a repor t  of 
the conditions existing in 1649 within the Dutch limits as f a r  Eas t  as Stam- 
ford. " . . .  their  cattle, including cows and horses, are computed at th i r ty  
thousand;  their  goats and hogs cannot  be stated . . . .  " Also, "F lush ing ,  
which is a handsome village and tolerably stocked with cat t le;  the four th  
and last  isheemstee, which is superior  to all the rest, for  it is very  rich in 
ca t t l e "  (43). A reason for  the t rend towards English catt le is contained 
in this p a r a g r a p h  f rom a report ,  wri t ten in 1649, on conditions in New 
Netherland.  " T h e  domestic cattle are here in size and other respects about 
the same as in Netherland,  but  the English cows and swine thr ive and feed 
best, yea, appea r  to be bet ter  suited to this country  than  those f rom Hol- 
l and;  they require also less trouble, expense and attention, for  it is not nec- 
essary to look so much a f t e r  the inferior  stock, such as swine, in winter  ; but  
if done in some sort, whenever there is deep snow, t 'wi l l  be so much the 
better.  Milch cows, also are much less trouble than in Holland,  for, most of 
the time, or when necessity demands, a little hay is only occasionally thrown 
to t h e m "  (43). 

The influence of Dutch  cattle in New Jersey  is indicated by  the follow- 
ing quotation. " W h e n  the English gained control in 1665 and undertook 
systematical ly  to settle tha t  pa r t  of America,  Eas t  J e r s ey  was a l ready 
stocked with excellent horses and cattle, the original breeds coming f rom 
Hol land  and Sweden. I t  was early discovered that  the improved animals 
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f rom the continent did not s tand the adverse conditions of those ear ly days as 
well as did the less improved English breeds. Fo r  tha t  reason m a n y  animals 
were purchased  in New Eng land  and brought  to New Jersey.  The crossing 
of the two strains gave a good general  purpose  b r e e d "  (13). Here  is a 
direct inference tha t  the cattle of Hol land  and Sweden were of higher 
qual i ty  and accustomed to bet ter  t r ea tmen t  than  the Engl ish  cattle. I t  is 
infer red  also tha t  of all the different nationali t ies tha t  colonized on the North  
Amer ican  continent the Dutch were superior  in the field of animal  hus- 
bandry .  The English coming into New Jersey  were willing to lose the 
higher product ion possibilities of the Dutch cattle ra ther  than  improve their  
own husbandry  practices to the point  where the Dutch  cattle might  have 
compensated them for  their  efforts. A t  such a price was a low level of pro- 
duction purchased as a foundat ion for  m a n y  generations of Amer ican  da i ry  
catt le! Tha t  the good qualities of the Dutch  and Swedish cattle were not 
all lost, however, is carr ied in the following description of the cattle belong- 
ing to John  B a r t r a m  about  1750 as it was recorded by Wil l iam Dar l ing ton  
(16). " H i s  cows were then re tu rn ing  home, deep-bellied, short-legged, 
having udders  ready to burs t ;  seeking, with seeming toil, to be delivered 
f rom the great  exuberance they conta ined ."  

I t  is unlikely that  any  cattle were impor ted  direct ly f rom Eng land  as a 
basis for  the ear ly animal  husbandry  of New Jersey.  

I M P O R T A T I O N S  BY T H E  SWEDES 

Sweden 's  only a t t empt  at  colonization on the Atlant ic  coast was in 1638 
(24). Bu t  it  was not unt i l  1640 tha t  immigrants  f rom Stockholm ar r ived  
with " ca t t l e  and implements  of h u s b a n d r y "  (23). They settled in what  is 
now the state of Delaware. Previous  to this, in 1631, a Dutch  ship, with 
colonists and cattle, had ar r ived on the Delaware r iver  and  a set t lement was 
established, but  it was destroyed by the Indians.  La te r  cattle were impor ted  
f rom New Amste rdam and near-by te r r i to ry  and it is quite possible tha t  
cattle were purchased f rom the Engl ish  in Virginia.  A t  least this was sug- 
gested in the repor t  of Governor Rising in ]654 (41). Al though the Swed- 
ish influence as a colonial power lasted but  a short  t ime the influence of 
Swedish cattle was felt  for  a great  m a n y  years. The people who came later  
into what  is now Pennsylvania  were glad to obtain good cattle f rom the 
Delaware Counties. 

INTRODUCTION OF CATTLE BY T H E  E N G L I S H  

Although the quest for  gold was the p r i m a r y  st imulus for  Engl ish and 
Dutch explorat ions in the New World,  they were willing to accept rich, pro- 
ductive land as a substi tute for  the precious metal. Af te r  the realization 
dawned tha t  gold could not be dug out of every hill of the western hemi- 
sphere, groups in these respective countries tu rned  their  thoughts  to the 
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serious consideration of colonization. Sweden, who wanted a home-made 
market  for  manufac tured  products, also decided to t ry  her hand at coloniza- 
tion. So, at  the beginning of the seventeenth century we find the zone of 
exploration, conquest and colonization shift ing from the tor r id  to the tem- 
perate  zone, and the white heat of the gold quest giving way to deliberate 
plans for  the expansion of empires. 

The first English colony was founded in 1607 at  Jamestown in the present 
state of Virginia. By 1609 the colony was fair ly  well stocked with poultry,  
swine and sheep, and a few horses had been brought  over. According to 
Captain John  Smith (50) it  was not unti l  May 10, 1611, however, that  cattle 
were first brought  over f rom England. He also states that  the next  year, 
1612, six ships bringing 100 " k y n e "  with other cattle arr ived about the first 
day of August.  While May 10, 1611, is the first date mentioned by  Smith 
for  the landing of cattle, Lord  Delaware (47), who left  the colony before the 
arr ival  of the ships on May 10 of that  year  stated in his Relat ion that  " T h e  
cattell a lready there are much encreased, and thrive exceedingly with the 
pasture of that  Count ry :  The Kine all this last Winter ,  though the ground 
was covered most with snow, and the season sharpe, lived without other feed- 
ing than the grasse they found, with which they prospered well, and many 
of them readie to fall  with Calve; Milke, being a great  nourishment and 
refreshing to our people, serving also (in occasion) as well for  Physicke 
as for  Food, so that  it is no way to be doubted, but  when it shall please 
God that  Sir  Thomas Dale, and Sir Thomas Gates, shall arive in Virginia 
with their  Ex t r ao rd ina ry  supply of one hundred Kine and two hundred 
swine . . . .  ~ ' 

There seems to be a discrepancy of one year ' s  time between Smith and 
other chroniclers as to the exact date of the arr ival  of the first importation 
of domestic cattle into Virginia. I t  is possible that  Delaware could have 
been mistaken were it not for  the date of publication of his paper. Smith 
may also have been in er ror  as to the date of the arr ival  of the six ships 
with 100 kine. He gives this date as August  1, 1612, while the records of 
Delaware (47), Hamor  (30), and William Simmonds (40) indicate the date 
to have been 1611. Since these last three authorities wrote independently 
it is na tura l  to conclude that  they had the date listed correctly. I f  Delaware 
was correct in his statement that  cattle were in Virginia before 1611 then 
we must conclude that  the first importat ion was made in 1610. 

Here  it  should be pointed out that  there is some difficulty in distinguish- 
ing cattle f rom other domestic animals, when one is gleaning information 
f rom available l i terature.  The terms " c a t t l e , "  "cattell," or " c a t t e l "  were 
quite often used by early writers to include all kinds of domestic fa rm ani- 
mals. Those of the bovine  species were distinguished, quite often, f rom the 
others by the terms " n e a t , "  " h o r n e d , "  or " k y n e . "  

The fact  that  the first colonists valued their  animals highly is indicated 
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by the fact  that  they made careful  prepara t ion  for their security and pro- 
tection (50). The first cow stable was erected in Virginia in 1611 at the 
direction of Governor Dale (11). 

Under  the rule of Governor Dale the colony was brought  to a fa i r  degree 
of prosperity.  In  order to encourage the immigration of colonists certain 
very  definite inducements were extended. Hamor  (30) wrote regarding 
each colonist: "he shall be furnished with necessary tooles of all sorts, and 
for  his bet ter  subsistence he shall have Poul t ry ,  and swine, and if he deserve 
it, a Goate or two, perhaps a cow given h im . "  Although this livestock was 
loaned and not " g i v e n , "  this liberal policy on the par t  of Governor Dale 
was conducive to the rapid increase of livestock in Virginia, and the large 
number of domestic animals available was one of the chief inducements to 
families to come to America (1). That  the preservation of the livestock 
was of greatest  concern to the Plantat ion is shown in one of the provisions 
of the Martial  Code enforced by  Governor Dale. " N o  man shall dare  to 
kill or destroy any bull, cow, calf e, mare, horse, colt, goate, swine, c0cke, 
henne, chicken, dogge, turkie, or any tame cattle or Pou l t ry  of what con- 
dition s o e v e r . . . "  (11). 

Li t t le  is wri t ten about the special uses of cattle dur ing the early days of 
"the Virginia Plantations. I t  is known, however, tha t  they were used as 
d ra f t  animals, for  in 1614 Hamor  (30) indulged in the hope that  the follow- 
ing year  three or four  plows would be set to work, there being a sufficient 
number  of steers at that  time to draw them. Smith (50) in 1619 wrote of 
the need for  men who could build and make carts and plows, and for  skillful 
men who could t ra in  cattle to draw them. Mention is also made of the fact  
that  in 1622 Captain Nuse shared with the starving members of the Colony 
his own port ion of milk and rice, indicating the use of milk as a food for  
adults as well as for  children. 

In  spite of the great interest in livestock, however, cattle seem to have 
multiplied slowly. By 1616 there was a total of only 144 head of cows, 
heifers, heifer  calves, steers and bulls in Virginia (48) and in 1617 the 
number  had decreased to 128. Arga]l, the Governor, sought to obtain an 
ample supply of winter  feed for  the livestock by prohibit ing the use of hay 
in the prepara t ion  of tobacco for  sale. When Argal l  fled the colony in 
March, 1619, however, all the public livestock had been killed except six 
goats; and when Sir George ¥ e a r d l e y  took charge he had to make provision 
for  supplying newcomers with cattle. In  1619 Sir Edwin Sandys proposed 
to the Virginia Company of London that  20 heifers be sent over, at a f re ight  
cost of ten pounds per heifer, to the colony for  every 100 tenants. This 
would have amounted to 60 head in that  year  (1). On June  25, 1619, a 
shipment of corn (probably not  Zea mays) and cattle was landed safely. 
By  1620 the total number  of cattle in Virginia was estimated at 500 head. 
The twenty-second of November, 1621, a ship arrived from Ire land with 
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people, provisions, and catt le;  and it is recorded in that  year  tha t  80 head 
of cattle were brought  into Virginia (50). 

There is much confusion as to the number of shipments of cattle leaving 
England  and the number  arr iving in the colony. Losses of ships and of 
cattle were not unusual  in those days and it is not  possible to determine the 
exact number of cattle imported. F rom 1619 to 1622 there was a great  deal 
of interest  in the export  cattle business to the colony. While it  is noted that 
the Company required that  ca t t l e  should be fine and spring f rom English 
breeds, yet  it is a fact  that  many of the cattle came into Virginia f rom Ire- 
]and. Only female cattle were wanted at this time as there was a sufficient 
number  of steers and bulls in the colony. A cow was valued in the colony 
at 15 pounds Sterling, and it cost 10 to 12 pounds Sterling to ship a heifer 
f rom England to Virginia. I t  is interesting to note that  it  cost only two 
pounds less to br ing over a heifer  than to bring over a man (11). 

Whether  by  importations or by good husbandry,  or a combination of 
the two, the number  of cattle in Virginia had increased to 2000 by 1627. 
This estimate by  Captain John  Smith (50) included cows, bulls and oxen, 
and in 1629 this same author i ty  recorded that  in this year  several people 
estimated the cattle populat ion at about 5000 "kine, calves, oxen and bulls ."  
As late as 1629, however, the Council of Virginia ordered that  no healthy 
female cattle be killed unless they were non-breeders (26). 

We may conclude that  af ter  about 1630 there were few importations of 
cattle into Virginia, except perhaps the occasional purchase of an outstand- 
ing breeding animal. This conclusion is based on the fact  that  by 1633 the 
youthfu l  P lymouth  colony in New England was buying cattle f rom the Vir- 
ginians (18). Governor Winthrop  of the Massachusetts Bay colony (54) 
recorded on August  3, 1636, that  "Samue l  Mavarick, who had been in Vir- 
ginia near twelve months, now re turned with two pinnaces, and brought 
some fourteen heifers, and about eighty goats ."  This is only one of many 
cases where definite records exist of exportations of cattle f rom Virginia. 
In  1631 it was ordered that  each 20th calf, pig and kid should be given as a 
t i the to the religious minister (26). In  1649 there were 30,000 " h e a d  of 
Cattell, and an infinite number  of Hogges ,"  in Virginia (12) and in 1655 
cattle were so plent iful  that  one cow was being offered as a bounty to the 
Indians for  the bringing in of lots of eight each of wolf heads (26). 

Smith (50) recorded that  by 1629 there was a tendency to change from 
tobacco culture to a pastoral type of agriculture. " James town is yet  their 
chiefe seat, most of the wood destroyed, little corne there planted, but  all 
converted into pasture and gardens . . . .  Here  most of their  cattle doe feed, 
their  Owners being . . . about their  plantations . . . .  Here  in the winter 
they have hay for  their  cattell : but  in other places they browze upon wood, 
and the great  huskes of their  corne, with some corne in them doth keepe them 
well. ' ' 
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Due to the difficulty of fencing, a large number  of cattle ran  at  large and 
became wild. These cattle, however, could not  be hunted without  a license. 
Because of the range conditions existing, little provision was made for  winter  
feeding and dur ing  the winter  of 1673 it was est imated tha t  50,000 cattle 
perished because of the severi ty of the weather  (11). 

Al though the first cattle taken into Virginia  were under  the strict  super- 
vision of the Company one should not be led to believe tha t  the raising of 
cattle was ent irely a public trust.  As plantat ions increased in number,  
pr iva te  herds came into being and increased both in number  and size; and 
while it is est imated tha t  the number  of wild cattle, some of which were ear 
marked  or branded,  exceeded the number  of tame cattle, ye t  there were 
several large herds kept  in inclosures, and a few contained over 100 head 
each (11). F r o m  this t ime fo rward  the increase in the number  of cattle in 
Virginia continued unti l  the beginning of the Revolu t ionary  War.  

The P lymouth  Colony, al though founded in 1620, did not impor t  any 
" n e a t "  cattle unti l  four  years  later. We have Governor  B r a d f o r d ' s  state- 
ment  (9) tha t  in 1624 " M r .  Winslow came over, and brought  a pe r ty  good 
supply,  and the ship came on fishing, a thing fa ta l l  to this plantation.  He  
brought  3 heifers and a bull, the first beginning of any  cattle of tha t  kind 
in the land . . . .  " Fau lkne r  (22) in commenting on this said "cattle were 
brought  in as ear ly as 1624 and formed the basis of r ap id ly  increasing herds  
and successful da i ry ing . "  Brad fo rd  (9) records fu r the r  tha t  in 1625 the 
factors  of the colony f rom Plymouth,  England,  sent a shipment  of cattle, 
cloth and other goods, in the custody of Mr. Aller ton and Mr. Winslow, who 
were to sell them at  their  discretion. He  fu r the r  comments  tha t  " t h e  cattle 
were the best goods, for  the other being ven tured  ware, were nei ther  at  the 
best (some of them) nor  at  the best p r ices . "  

The idealistic system upon  which the P lymouth  Colony was founded did 
not funct ion to the satisfaction of the colonists and in 1627 it  was decided 
that  goods and p rope r ty  should be divided among the members.  " A n d  
first accordingly the few cattle which they had were divided, which arose to 
this propor t ion  ; a cow to 6, persons or shares, and 2 goats to the same, which 
were first equalized for  age and goodness, and then lotted fo r ;  . . . "  (9). 

Capta in  John  Smith (50) in commenting upon the founding of Salem, 
Massachusetts, in 1629 wrote:  " I n  the yeare  1629, about  March, six good 
ships are gone with 350 men, women and chi ldren:  . . . Also 150 head of 
cattell, as horses, mares, and neat  beasts;  41 goats . . . .  " In  discussing the 
islands at  the mouth of the Charles River, Smith  s ta ted:  " I n  the Isles you 
may  keepe you r  hogs, horse, cattell, conies or pou l t ry  and  secure fo r  little 
or no th ing . "  Thus did the colonists utilize this provision of na ture  to fence 
their  livestock. He  also recorded tha t  in the summer  of 1630 another  ship 
ar r ived with twenty  " c a t t e l l "  and fo r ty  or f if ty passengers. Bradford  
mentions a shipment  of " k a t t l e "  brought  over by  Mr. Aller ton and Mr. 
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Hatherby in 1630 and sold. A ship, the White  Angel arrived at Sauco June 
27, 1631, with "cows, goats, and hogs, and many provisions" (54). The 
record shows also that on July fourteenth of the same year ~he Friendship, 
of Barnstable, arrived at Plymouth and landed "e ight  heifers, a calf and 
five sheep." She had been at sea eleven weeks. On July  22 the White  
Angel that had arrived at Sauco nearly a month before landed 21 heifers 
at Plymouth. 

Cattle importations hit a full stride in the 1630's, and the following are 
only a few of the recordings by Winthrop (54) relative to the bringing in 
of cattle. October 29, 1630; Mr. Goffe's ship "brought  out twenty-eight 
heifers, but brought but seventeen alive." 

June 12, 1632; The James arrived from London. "She  brought sixty- 
one heifers and lost fo r ty . "  

May, 1633; the William and Jane arrived . . . with thirty passengers 
and ten cows or more."  

Ju ly  24, 1633 ; " A  ship arrived from Weymouth, with about eighty pas- 
sengers and twelve kine . . . .  " 

September 4, 1633; "The  Bird arrived bringing some cattle." 
October 10, 1633; The James arrived at Salem, "having been but eight 

weeks between Gravesend and Salem." She brought some sixty cattle. 
I t  should not be supposed that the importation of cattle was without 

hazards. For example, Winthrop (54), reported the arrival of the May- 
flower and the Whale at Charles Town harbor, Ju ly  1, 1630, with most of 
their cattle dead. The Handmaid arriving at Plymouth, October 29, 1630, 
lost 10 of 28 cows. The following are also reported by Winthrop : 

October 29, 1630. Mr. Goffe's ship "brought  out twenty-eight heifers, 
but brought but seventeen alive." 

September 6, 1630. "The  wolves did much hurt  to calves and swine 
between Charles River and Mistick." 

September 30, 1630. "The  wolves killed six calves at Salem." 
June 12, 1632. The James arrives from London. "She  brought sixty- 

one heifers and lost fo r ty . "  
On the other hand a few ships made the crossing without the loss of a 

single animal. 
Winthrop (54) recorded at least 12 ships that brought cattle to the 

Massachusetts colonies during the years 1630-32. During 1633-34 at least 
270 head of cattle were imported. He also reported the arrival of a ship 
from Texel, North Holland, in 1635 that brought 63 heifers. 

I t  is interesting to note this early importation of Dutch cattle into the 
English colonies. I t  is reasonable to assume that the cattle introduced from 
Holland were similar to the ancestors of our present-day Holstein-Friesians. 
I t  is also interesting to speculate as to the possible relationship of the cattle 
of those early importations to our present breeds. One should bear in mind 
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that  those early importat ions took place almost 250 years  before the estab- 
l ishment of any  of the regis t ry  associations for  the maintenance of pure  
breeds of da i ry  cattle in the Uni ted States. We must  go back to the t ime 
when cattle were designated as " b l a c k , "  " h o r n e d , "  " h o r n l e s s , "  " sho r t -  
ho rned , "  "midd l e  ho rned , "  or " l o n g  h o r n e d "  (3, 10, 15, 55). As these 
designations mean litt le to us to-day it is necessary for  us to associate the 
cattle with the area f rom which they were shipped. Such a method is both 
reasonable and helpful.  

I t  is logical to assume tha t  cattle shipped f rom P lymouth  and  Barnstable  
came f rom the surrounding Devonshire area. In  this area the Devon breed 
of cattle was developed. As there is no record of any  mass movement  of 
cattle to or f rom Devonshire dur ing  or following the colonization of Nor th  
America it  may  be concluded tha t  the first cattle b rought  to the New 
England  colonies were of an inheri tance similar  to the Devon breed that  
was la ter  developed and improved in Devonshire. The fac t  tha t  Devon 
cattle have always been ra the r  popu la r  in the New Eng land  States adds 
fu r the r  to the belief that  the first cattle impor ted  were of the Devon type. 

The cattle that  were shipped to the New Eng land  colonies f rom Virginia  
probably  were of mixed origin. The first cattle b rought  to Virginia  were 
of Engl ish origin. A little la ter  I r i sh  cattle of superior  qual i ty  were brought  
in;  and still later, when t rade  routes via the West  Indies were established, 
Spanish cattle were impor ted  by the Virginians.  The result  of import ing 
f rom these various sources is presented well by Bruce (11) who, in wri t ing 
of the Virginia  cattle as they appeared  in the seventeenth century,  said, 
" f r o m  the var ie ty  of colors dist inguishing the horned cattle entered in the 
appraisements ,  it would be in fe r red  tha t  there were no distinct breeds in the 
colony, the original ones having become by  repeated crossings so confused in 
blood as to represent  no separate  types  except in an ext remely modified 
f o r m . "  F r o m  this s ta tement  it is reasonable to conclude tha t  the cattle 
shipped f rom Virginia  into the Massachusetts colonies were of mixed inheri- 
tance and  were, quite likely, infer ior  to the cattle impor ted  f rom Devonshire 
and Holland.  

Win th rop  (54) recorded a shipment  of cattle f rom Ipswich, and they 
were, no doubt, of the Essex and  Suffolk type. H e  also noted a shipment  
f rom Gravesend and Southampton,  and thus Hampsh i r e  and Ken t  made 
their contributions. 

As the populat ion of Massachusetts grew in numbers  and ~the herds  in- 
creased it became necessary for  each man  to enlarge his land holdings to 
take care of his livestock. " A n d  no man  thought  he could live, except he 
had catt le and  a great  deal of g roand  to keep them;  all s t r iv ing to increase 
their  s tocks"  (9). The Governor  of P lymouth  wrote in 1638, " I t  pleased 
God, in these times, so to bless the cun t ry  with such access and confluance 
of people into it, as it  was therby  much inriched, and catle of all kinds stood 
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at  a high rate  for  diverce years  to-gether. Kine were sold at 20 li and some 
at 25 li. a peace, yea, sometimes at  28 li. A cow-calfe usual ly at  10 li. A 
milch goate at  3 li, and some at  4 li. A n d  femall  kids a t  30 s. and often at 
40 s. a peece. By which means the anciente planters  which had any  stock 
begane to grow in their  es ta ts ."  Similar  conditions prevai led in the Mas- 
sachusetts Bay  colony also, and in 1633, in wri t ing of conditions Governor 
Win th rop  (54) said:  " T h e y  spent  much in tobacco and strong waters  , etc., 
which was a great  wealth to the commonwealth,  which, by  reason of so many  
foreign commodities expended, could not  have subsisted to this time, but  
tha t  it was supplied by  the cattle and corn, which was sold to new comers at  
ve ry  dear  rates, viz., corn a t  six shillings the bushel, a cow at  £20, - -yea  some 
at  £24, some at  £26,- -a  mare  at £35, an ewe goat at 3 or £4; and yet  many  
cattle were every year  brought  out of England,  and some f rom Vi rg in ia . "  
On November  17, 1636, he again wrote tha t  "ca t t l e  were grown to high 
ra tes  ; - - a  good cow, £25 or £30; a pa i r  of bulls or oxen, £40. Corn was now 
at  5 s the bushel, . . . "  

People continued to flow into New Eng land  steadily and Winthrop  
recorded tha t  in 1638 at  least 3,000 people came over to the Massachusetts 
B a y  Colony. The importa t ion and raising of cattle brought  p rosper i ty  to a 
height  previously unknown in tha t  p a r t  of the New World.  

The law of supply  and demand recognizes no terr i tor ia l  integri ty,  how- 
ever, and we find tha t  as a result  of the great  st imulus to stock raising an 
over-supply of cattle soon was in evidence. I t  m a y  be tha t  cows being 
priced f rom 25 to 28 pounds per  head a t t rac ted  shipments  f rom across the 
ocean, as we know it did f rom Virginia.  And  so we read in Governor  Brad- 
f o rd ' s  His to ry  of the P lymouth  P lan ta t ion  (9) tha t  in 1640 m a n y  began to 
fea r  a drop in the price of cattle. " A n d  this was not a value fea re ;  for  
they fell indeede . . . and that  so suddenly,  as a cowe that  but  a month 
before was worth 20 li., and would so have passed in any  payments ,  fell 
now to 5 li. and would yield no more ; and a goate tha t  wente at  3 li., or 50 s. 
would not yield but  8. or 10 s. at  most. all men feared a fall  of cattle, but  
it was thought  it would be by degrees;  and not f rom the highest pi tch at 
once to the lowest, as it did, which was great ly  to the damage of many,  and 
the undoing of some."  The same conditions prevai led throughout  the Mas- 
sachusetts Colonies (54). 

This crash ended the commercial  shipments of cattle f rom England  to 
the colonies in New England.  Their  l owva lue  in the colonies was not equal 
to the cost of shipping cows f rom England  to America.  When prices recov- 
ered the New Eng land  demand was supplied f rom other colonies. By  1645 
cows were selling a t  30 pounds sterl ing and many  were shipped f rom Vir- 
ginia to the English colonies to the nor th  (7). 

Because of the compara t ive ly  late dates of the colonization of Maryland  
and Pennsylvania  there is little question but  tha t  they obtained their  cattle 
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f rom their  neighbors to the east or to the south. Carr ier  (13) says, " T h e  
agr icu l tura l  foundat ion laid by  the ear ly  Dutch  and Swedish settlers in New 
Jersey,  New York  and Delaware was of grea t  value to P e n n ' s  followers. 
Here  were excellent d r a f t  horses, oxen, Da i ry  cows and swine in numbers  
to supply  all newcomers who possessed the necessary means to buy  t h e m . "  
Cornelius Bon wrote in 1684, " I  have a cow which gives p len ty  of m i l k "  
(35) indicat ing the availabil i ty of good cows. Wil l iam Penn  wrote in 1681 
that  newcomers " m a y  as soon as they come buy  cows more or less, as they 
want, or are able, which are to be had at easy r a t e s "  (41). 

Rhode Is land and Connecticut  both probably  obtained their  first cattle 
f rom the neighboring English or Dutch colonists. There is no doubt  of this 
in the case of Connecticut, and little doubt  in the case of Rhode Island. 

Al though both the Dutch and the Engl ish  had established forts  or t rad-  
ing posts on the Conliecticut River  at an earlier date, the first real effort to 
found  a pe rmanen t  set t lement was made in 1635. John  Win th rop  recorded 
(54) tha t  on October 15, 1635, " a b o u t  s ixty men, women and little children, 
went by land towards Connecticut with their  cows, horses and swine, and, 
a f te r  a tedious and difficult journey,  ar r ived safely t he re . "  This is sub- 
s tant ia ted by Johns ton  (34) who writes tha t  " I n  October of the same year  
(1635) a p a r t y  of sixty persons, including women and children, largely  f rom 
Newton, made the overland In:arch and  settled where H a r t f o r d  now stands. 
Their  journey  was begun so late tha t  the winter  overtook them before they 
reached the river," and, as they brought  their  cattle with them, they found  
great  difficulty in get t ing everything across the r iver  by  means of r a f t s . "  
In  W i n t h r o p ' s  his tory under  the date of Apr i l  1, 1636, the following state- 
ment  is found : '! Those of Dorchester,  who had  removed their  cattle to Con- 
necticut  before winter, lost the grea ter  p a r t  of them this win ter ;  yet  some, 
which came late, and could not be pu t  over the river, lived very  well all the 
winter  without  any  hay. The people also were put  to grea t  strai ts  for  want  
of provisions. They ate acorns, and  malt,  and  grains. They  lost near  
£2,000 worth of ca t t l e . "  There  is a fu r the r  s ta tement  recorded on 1Y[ay 15, 
1636, to the effect that  " M r .  Hooker,  pas tor  of the church of Newtown, and  
most of his congregation, went  to Connecticut. His  wife was carr ied in a 
horse l i t ter ;  and they drove one hundred  and s ixty cattle, and fed of their  
milk by  the w a y . "  

Less has been found relative to the in t roduct ion of cattle into Rhode 
Island.  According to Carr ier  (13), among the ear ly settlers were men of 
means who possessed livestock. In  all probabi l i ty  some of these men went 
f rom the Massachusetts colonies and took catt le with them. Because of the 
strong feeling in Massachusetts against  the Rhode Is land group, however, 
there was little commerce between them. I t  is ent i re ly possible tha t  catt le 
were obtained f rom Virginia,  or f rom the Dutch  in the near-by colony of 
New Netherland.  The fact  that  the da i ry  catt le of Rhode Is land received 
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more than  local notice at  a very  ear ly date as being of very  super ior  quality, 
would indicate a s trong infusion of the Dutch cattle characteristics. In  
fact,  before breeds of cattle were established in this count ry  the " Rhode  
Is land  Cow"  was well known as an excellent producer.  The but te r  and 
cheese produced in tha t  colony became known throughout  the world and 
was an impor tan t  i tem in the extra- terr i tor ia l  t rade of the colony. Will iam 
Douglass (19), in commenting upon the da i ry  indus t ry  of Rhode Is land in 
the middle of the eighteenth century  states : " T h e  most considerable fa rms  
are in the Nar raganse t  Country.  Their  highest Da i ry  of one F a r m ;  com- 

mun ibus  annis milks about  110 cows, cuts about  200 Load of Hay ,  makes 
about  13,000 wt. of Cheese, besides Bu t t e r ;  and sells off considerably in 
Calves and fa t t ed  Bullocks. A f a r m er  f rom 73 milch Cows in five Months 
made about  10,000 wt. of Cheese ; besides Cheese in a Season, one Cow yields 
one F i rk in  of Butter ,  70 to 80 wt. In  good Land  they reckon a f te r  the rate 
of 2 Acres for  a milch Cow."  While the " R h o d e  Is land C o w "  does not 
exist as a breed at  the present  t ime she was the foundat ion of the commercial 
da i ry  cows, and contr ibuted much to the profitableness of the da i ry  industry  
in the New Eng land  States. 

According to Pir t le  (46) the e a r l y " N e w  Hampsh i re  cattle were f rom the 
' l a rge  yel low'  Danish ca t t l e . "  Allen (2) has pointed out tha t  in 1631, 
1632 and 1633 Capta in  John  Mason impor ted  cattle f rom D enmark  for  the 
Danish colonists in New Hampshi re .  

Nor th  Carolina was settled largely by people who left  other English 
colonies in search of religious freedom, cheap land or securi ty f rom persecu- 
tion (4). 

The first a t t empt  at  organized colonization was made in 1660 when a 
stock Company sent people f rom New England  who settled near  the mouth 
of what  is now known as the Cape Fea r  River. These people had  English 
Cattle on their  plantat ions (42). The set t lement was la ter  abandoned and 
a port ion of the cattle probably  was left  there. In  1664 an expedition was 
financed by people of Barbados,  and a eolony was established a t  Charles 
Town. Some cattle were raised here also but  the enterprise failed. Whether  
these settlers took cattle into Carol ina or appropr ia ted  those a l ready there 
is a question tha t  may  be debated. They found  cattle there, however, as is 
shown in this na r ra t ive  of the first impression obtained upon ar r iva l  in 1664. 

" W e  viewed the Cape-land, and judged it  to be little worth, the Woods 
of it shrubby and low, the Land  sandy and bar ren  ; in some places Grass and 
Rushes, and in other places nothing but  clear sand;  a place fitter to starve 
Cattel in our judgment ,  than  to keep them alive;  yet  the Indians,  as we 
unders tand,  keep the Engl ish  Cattle down there,  and suffer them not to go 
off the said Cape, as we suppose, because the Count rey- Indians  shall have no 
p a r t  with them, and as we think, are fallen out about them, who shall have 
the greatest  share. They brought  aboard our Ship very  good and fa t  Beef 
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several times, which they could afford very  reasonable;  . . . .  " And  as a 
forecast  of their  own feelings at a la ter  date they found  a discouraging note 
which they answered thus-- -"  Whereas  there was a Wr i t i ng  left  in a Post  a t  
the Point  of Cape Fa i r  River, by  those New England-men tha t  left  Cattel  
with the Indians  there, the Contents whereof tended . . . to the disparage- 
ment  of the Land  . . . "  (39). 

Tha t  the land did have livestock possibilities, however, is indicated by  
the descript ion wri t ten in 1666 by Rober t  Horne.  " T h e  Marshes and 
Meadows are very  large f rom 1500 to 3000 Acres, and upwards ,  are excellent 
food for  Cattle, and will bear  any  Grain  being p repa red ;  some Cattle both 
great  and small, which live well all the Winter ,  and keep their  f a t  without  
Fodde r ;  . . . .  " But  Cattle were not to be had easily as is indicated by  
this selection f rom a let ter  wr i t ten  by  Governor Sayle and  Council (39), 
Sept. 9th, 1670. 

" W e e  have received some cowes and hoggs f rom Virginia,  but  at an imod- 
erate rate,  considering the smalnesse of their  growth . . . .  I f  yor  Honors  
had a small stoke in Bermuda  f rom thence m a y  be t r anspor ted  to this place a 
very  good breed of large Cowes, Hoggs and Sheep at  f a r r  easier r a t e s . "  
Definite progress was made, however, and H e n r y  Brayne  stated, in a let ter  
to Lord  Ashley, dated November  9, 1670, tha t  he had "6  head of Cattle that  
my  people have milk enough twice a day  and tha t  he had  " t h e r e  alsoe 7 
hoggs ,"  three sheep, 6 geese, 8 turkeys  and twelve chickens (51). 

By  1622 the Carolinas were becoming " C a t t l e  C o u n t r y "  and dai ry ing 
was not  unknown. 

In  Thomas Ashe 's  description of Carolina in 1682 he wrote " T h e  great  
encrease of their  Cattel  is ra ther  to be admired  than  believed ; not more than  
six or seven years  past  the Count ry  was almost desti tute of Cows, Hogs and 
Sheep, now they have m a n y  thousand H e a d . "  And  he also wrote tha t  " T h e  
Cows the Year  round brouzing on the sweet Leaves growing on the Trees and 
Bushes, or on the Wholesome Herbage  growing unde rnea th ;  They usual ly  
call them home in the Evening  for. their  Milk, and to keep them f rom run- 
ning w i l d "  (39). 

In  the same publication, in Wilson 's  account of Carolina in 1682 we find 
that  " N e a t  Cattle thrive and increase here exceedingly, there being part icu-  
lar  P lan te rs  tha t  have a l ready seven or eight hundred  head, and will in a few 
years  in all probabil i ty,  have as m a n y  thousands, unless they sell some 
p a r t ;  . . . "  

Because of the low cost of product ion due to year  a round  pas ture  it was 
the expression of Wilson tha t  " m a n y  judicious Persons th ink tha t  Caro- 
lina will be able to supply  those Nor thern  Collonys, with salted Beef  for  
their  Shipping,  cheaper than  they themselves with what  is bred amongst  
them ; for,  considering tha t  all the Woods in Carolina afford good Pasturage,  
and the small Rent  tha t  is pa id  to the Lords  Propr ie tors  for  Land,  an Ox is 
raised at  almost as little expence in Carolina as a Hen  is in E n g l a n d . "  
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Archadle  (39) was also enthusiastic about  the livestock possibilities of 
the Carolinas for  he wrote t h a t "  so advantageously  is the Count ry  scituated, 
tha t  there is little or no need of Provid ing  Fodder  for  Cattle in the Winte r  ; 
so that  a Cow is grassed near  as cheap as a Sheep here in England  . . . .  " 

The place of Cattle and livestock and dai ry  products  in the economy of 
the Carolinas is set fo r th  in the letters of Thomas Newe (39) wri t ten in 1682. 

"Seve ra l l  in the Count ry  have great  stocks of Cattle and they sell so well 
to new comers tha t  they care not for  killing, which is the reason provision 
is so dear  in the Town, whilst they in the Count ry  are furnished with Veni- 
son, fish, and fowle, by  the Indians  for  trifles, and they that  unders tand  it 
make as good bu t te r  and cheese as most in E n g l a n d . "  And  in speaking of 
the circumstances of the first settlers who came to the Carolinas, Newe con- 
t inued " f e w  of them having wherewithall  to purchase  a Cow, the first stock 
whereof they were furnished with, f rom Bermudas  and New England,  f rom 
the la t ter  of which they  had their  horses which are not  so good as those in 
England,  but  by reason of their  scarci ty much dearer,  an  ord inary  Colt at  
3 years  old being valued at  15 or 16 lis. as they are scarce, so there is but 
little use of them yet, all Planta t ions  being seated on the Rivers, they can 
go to and fro by  Canoo, or Boat  as well and as soon as they can ride, the 
horses here like the Indians  and m a n y  of the Engl ish  do t ravai l  without 
shoes. Now each fami ly  ha th  got a stock of Hogs and  Cows, which when 
once a little more encreased, they m a y  send of to the Is lands cheaper than 
any  other place can, by  reason of its propinqui ty ,  which t rade alone will 
make it f a r  more considerable than  either Virginia,  Maryland,  Pensilvania, 
and those other places to the North  of u s . "  

By 1728 cattle were apparen t ly  plent iful  near  the Virginia-Carol ina line 
for  they were found roaming at  large and subsisting on na tu ra l  feeds 
throughout  the winter  season (4). 

South Carolina was colonized for  the p r i m a r y  purpose of producing 
t ropical  and semi-tropical plants  of economic value. The ideal grazing con- 
ditions and the ext remely light winters obtaining in tha t  area, however, 
caused cattle raising to become the pr incipal  occupation at an ear ly  date. 
Cattle were purchased f rom Barbados,  the Bermudas,  Virginia and New 
York. The cattle f rom Virginia  were small and high in price. Those f rom 
New York  were large and very  heavy milkers, and the colonists prefer red  
them to the cattle f rom Virginia or Barbados.  As an indication of the 
development of the cattle indust ry  Governor Nicholson of Mary land  in 1695 
spoke of the " v a s t  flocks of ca t t l e "  in the Carolinas, and Nairne wrote that  
South Carolina had more ~' black ca t t l e "  than any other Engl ish colony (25). 

The continuous reference to black cattle by  m a n y  of G ray ' s  authorit ies 
(25) has led him to the conclusion tha t  most of the southern cattle of colonial 
and post-Revolut ionary days were black and descendants of the ear ly Span- 
ish cattle. I f  this is true, the foundat ion for  our southern cattle probably  
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had few of the qualities so great ly  desired in a da i ry  animal. This may  
explain in pa r t  the low production of the average cow of the southeastern 
par t  of the country.  

I t  is entirely possible, however, tha t  Gray was mistaken when he con- 
cluded, because of the numerous references to "b lack  cat t le ,"  that  most of 
the cattle of colonial America were black in color. A more plausible ex- 
planation of the term "b lack  ca t t l e"  is contained in the following statement 
by Cadwallader John  Bates (5) who, because of his famil iar i ty  with the 
history of livestock improvement,  may be accepted as a good authori ty.  
"So  prevalent  was the black colour in the North of England  and the South 
of Scotland that  bulls, co~Ts, and oxen were given the generic name of 'black 
cattle. '  Originally the Scottish thieves appear  to have called the 'black 
catt le '  they were driving off, their  'blackmail '  or 'b lack-rent ' ;  the terms 
being af terwards  applied to the money paid them for  foregoing these exac- 
tions in k ine . "  Because the designation " black ca t t l e"  was in such common 
usage in England  during the seventeenth century  it is quite possible tha t  
the term was not t ru ly  descriptive of the color of the American cattle popu- 
lation of that  day. That  the greater  port ion of the cattle in the southeastern 
par t  of the Colonial North America was of Spanish origin can scarcely be 
questioned, but  to say that  they were black is perhaps imposing upon the 
available historical evidence. 

According to Carrier  (13) the foundat ion cattle of Georgia were pur- 
chased in South Carolina. I t  is quite probable also that  cattle f rom Flor ida  
found their  way into Georgia. 

SUlYIMARY 

The data contained in the l i terature reviewed, points to the fact  tha t  
cattle were imported directly to Virginia, Massachusetts, New York, New 
Hampshire,  Delaware, and possibly southern New Jersey,  f rom the coloniz- 
ing European  countries. Many cattle, however, were brought  into the south- 
west, the Gulf  area, Flor ida and the southeast f rom the Spanish possessions 
in the West Indies and from Mexico. I t  also appears that  many cattle con- 
taining at least some Spanish inheritance were shipped into Virginia, Dela- 
ware, New Jersey, and Massachusetts. 

The initial mass importat ions of cattle f rom Europe  into the North  
American colonies ceased about 1640. F r o m that  date to the American 
Revolution the cattle needs of the colonies were taken care of through inter- 
colonial trade, or through t rade with the Spanish colonies in the Western 
Hemisphere. A few cattle f rom the F rench  Colonies in the St. Lawrence 
River Valley found their  way into the "Old  Northwes t . "  

The cattle improvement era did not  s tar t  in England  unti l  many  years 
a f te r  the initial period of importat ions into America had closed, and in 
America there was no basic work in cattle improvement during that  period. 
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A m e r i c a n  breeders  wai ted  for  the E n g l i s h  a n d  E u r o p e a n  s tockmen to sup- 
p ly  the super io r  b reed ing  stock which was so necessary  in  g r a d i n g  up  the 
common catt le  t ha t  by  1800 had  increased to several  mi l l ion  head. 

F r o m  1640 to 1800 there  was on ly  an  occasional a n i m a l  impor t ed  and  the 
on ly  rea l  poss ibi l i ty  for  gene ra l  i m p r o v e m e n t  of the mi lch  cows lay  in  selec- 
t ion  f rom w i t h i n  the ex is t ing  cat t le  popu la t ion .  

F r o m  1800 to 1860 there  were few a t t emp t s  to pro tec t  the " p u r i t y "  of 
the i.mproved cat t le  which were be ing  impor t ed  f rom t ime to time. The 
efforts made  in  the pas t  80 years  to improve  cat t le  i n  genera l ,  a nd  par t icu-  
l a r l y  da i ry  cattle, have no t  been sufficient to e l imina te  all  of the inf luence 
of the cat t le  t ha t  were b red  in  Amer i ca  for  the first 250 years.  To be con- 
v inced  of this  fac t  one needs  on ly  to t r ave l  t h rough  the sou theas te rn  pa r t  of 
the U n i t e d  S t a t e s - - t h e  oldest  cat t le  c o u n t r y  in  our  na t ion .  
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