










































































































































































































































































































































































MATTAPONI INDIAN TRIBE
PETITION FOR FEDERAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Section IV, Part B

B. Criterion (b): Distinct Community

This section of the Narrative Petition for Federal Acknowledgment of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe presents
evidence demonstrating that the Tribe meets criterion 25 CFR 83.11 (b), the Distinct Community criterion,
for every decade from 1900 to the present.

Criterion (b) requires that:

The petitioner comprises a distinct community and demonstrates that it existed as a community from
1900 until the present. Distinct community means an entity with consistent interactions and significant
social relationships within its membership and whose members are differentiated from and distinct
from nonmembers. Distinct community must be understood flexibly in the context of the history,
geography, culture, and social organization of the entity. The petitioner may demonstrate that it meets
this criterion by providing evidence for known adult members or by providing evidence of relationships
of a reliable, statistically significant sample of known adult members.

(1) The petitioner may demonstrate that it meets this criterion at a given point in time by some
combination of two or more of the following forms of evidence or by other evidence to show that
a significant and meaningful portion of the petitioner's members constituted a distinct community
at a given point in time:

(1) Rates or patterns of known marriages within the entity, or, as may be culturally required,
known patterned out-marriages;

(i1) Social relationships connecting individual members;

(i11) Rates or patterns of informal social interaction that exist broadly among the members of
the entity;

(iv) Shared or cooperative labor or other economic activity among members;
(v) Strong patterns of discrimination or other social distinctions by non-members;
(vi) Shared sacred or secular ritual activity;

(vii) Cultural patterns shared among a portion of the entity that are different from those of the
non-Indian populations with whom it interacts. These patterns must function as more than
a symbolic identification of the group as Indian. They may include, but are not limited
to, language, kinship organization or system, religious beliefs or practices, and
ceremonies;

(viii) The persistence of a collective identity continuously over a period of more than 50 years,
notwithstanding any absence of or changes in name;

(ix) Land set aside by a State for the petitioner, or collective ancestors of the petitioner, that
was actively used by the community for that time period;

(x) Children of members from a geographic area were placed m Indian boarding schools or
other Indian educational institutions, to the extent that supporting evidence documents
the community claimed; or

(x1) A demonstration of political influence under the criterion in §33.11(c)(1) will be evidence
for demonstrating distinct community for that same time period.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-1
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(2) The petitioner will be considered to have provided more than sufficient evidence to demonstrate
distinct community and political authority under §83.11(c) at a given point in time if the evidence
demonstrates any one of the following:

(i) More than 50 percent of the members reside in a geographical area exclusively or almost
exclusively composed of members of the entity, and the balance of the entity maintains
consistent interaction with some members residing in that area;

(i1) At least 50 percent of the members of the entity were married to other members of the
entity;

(iii) At least 50 percent of the entity members maintain distinct cultural patterns such as, but
not imited to, language, kinship system, religious beliefs and practices, or ceremonies;

(iv) There are distinct community social institutions encompassing at least 50 percent of the
members, such as kinship organizations, formal or informal economic cooperation, or
religious organizations; or

(v) The petitioner has met the criterion in §83.11(c) using evidence described
§83.11(c)(2).

The narrative petition demonstrates that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills criterion (b) from 1900 to the
present. Evidence is organized into seven sections focused on twenty-year spans of time from 1900 to the
present. Each 20-year section is divided into thematic subsections, as applicable, including: Compumnity
Snapshot, Geographic Situation, Community Ties, Community Institutions and Organizations, Community
Activities, Distinction and Discrimination, and Indian Schooling.

Each subsection corresponds to one or more elements of criterion 83.11 (b), as described below, though the
evidence should not be interpreted as limited to the elements of criterion (b) specified in the narrative.
Moreover, inclusion of evidence in one subsection does not preclude the relevance of the evidence to other
criteria under 25 CFR § 83.11. While every effort has been made to reduce repetition to facilitate review,
however, evidence that is strong for more than one subsection of the criterion may appear in more than one
evidentiary table. Additionally, the breadth and depth of evidence presented demonstrates that the
Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills the crossover provisions contained in criterion 83.11 (c¢), and thus the Tribe
must be considered to have fulfilled the requirements of criterion §3.11 () for all periods.

Community Snapshotf. This subsection outlines the Mattaponi Indian community during the period,
presenting a list of all known Mattaponi individuals alive during the period as demonstrated in the
documentary record. Community Snapshots were generated through the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker
database, which is available for review by OF A staff.

Geographic Situation. This subsection presents evidence of geographic clustering on tribal lands and in
other areas and demonstrates the Tribe’s situation on “land set aside by a State™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ix)), and
residence “in a geographical area exclusively or almost exclusively composed™ of tribal members (83.11
(b)(2)(1)). Such geographic clustering strengthens the social cohesion that is indicated throughout criterion
(b). For example, close geographic proximity correlates with the existence of “social relationships
connecting individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)), “informal social interaction™ (83.11 (b)(1)(iii)), and
“shared or cooperative labor™ (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)).

! Tt should be noted that the land in question was set aside by the Crown for the use of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe during the
colonial period. The Commonwealth of Virginia assumed trust responsibility for the lands at the advent of the United States.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-2
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Community Ties. This subsection presents information on marriage and birth events during the period.
This section provides evidence of the Tribe’s “rates or patterns of known marriages within the entity™ (83.11
(b)(1)(1) and (b)}2)(i1)). and “social relationships connecting individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1).
Furthermore, this section demonstrates the continuing existence of the “rates or patterns of informal social

interaction™ (83.11 (b)(1)(1i1)) that form the foundation for formal social relations.

Community Institutions and Organizations. This subsection presents evidence of the religious, economic,
governmental, and educational institutions that connect members of the Mattaponi community. While the
tribal government constitutes a central tribal institution for the Mattaponi community, its relevance to
criterion (b) is only addressed briefly in this subsection as it is more fully discussed in the narrative sections
dealing with criterion 83.11 (c), Political Influence or Authority. The evidence provided in this subsection
demonstrates the existence of “distinct community social institutions™ (83.11 (b)(2)(iv)), as well as “social
relationships connecting individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)), “shared or cooperative labor™ (83.11 (b)(1)
(iv)), “shared sacred or secular ritual activity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)), and “persistence of a collective identity™
(83.11 (b)(1)(viii)). Moreover, this subsection of the narrative demonstrates the continuing existence of the
“rates or patterns of informal social interaction™ (83.11 (b)(1)(in)) that form the foundation of and result
from more formalized community institutions.

Community Activities. This subsection presents evidence of activities within the Mattaponi tribal
community. It consists of brief descriptions of the informal and formal activities engaged in by Tribal
Members, including: tribal events, formal and informal representation of the Tribe, informal economic
cooperation, and ongoing patterns of historical and cultural preservation and outreach.® This subsection
provides evidence of the existence of “social relationships connecting individual members™ (83.11
(b)(1)(i1)), “shared or cooperative labor™ (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)), “social distinction™ ({83.11 (b)(1)(v)), “shared
sacred or secular ritual activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(v1)), “cultural patterns™ (83.11 (b)(1)(vii)), “persistence of a
collective identity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)), and the existence of “distinct community social institutions™ (83.11

(b)(2)(iv)).

Distinction and Discrimination. This subsection demonstrates how the Mattaponi Indian Tribe has engaged
in distinct cultural practices and been the subject of discrimination rooted in the Tribe’s Indian status. The
materials presented demonstrate the Tribe’s experience of “strong patterns of discrimination and other
patterns of distinction by non-members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(v)), the persistence of “shared sacred or secular ritual
activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)), “cultural patterns shared among a portion of the entity,” (83.11 (b)(1)(vii)),
“collective identity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)), and “distinct cultural patterns™ (83.11 (b)(2)(i11)).

Indian Schooling. This subsection presents evidence, as applicable, of tribal members” attendance at Indian
Schools and other Indian educational institutions and programs, including boarding and tribal schools. The
material presented in this section demonstrates that “children of members from a geographic area were
placed in Indian boarding schools or other Indian educational institutions™ (83.11 (b)(1)(x)). Additionally,
evidence presented in this section demonstrates that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe maintained “social
relationships connecting individual members (83.11 (b)(1)(ii)), “informal social interaction (83.11
(b)(1)(111)), “strong patterns of discrimination and other patterns of distinction by non-members™ (83.11
(b)(1)(v)), “distinct community social institutions™ (83.11 (b)(2)(iv)).

? Please note that in some cases, the birth certificates of individuals known to have been born on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation
state they were born in King William County, which surrounds the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. In these cases, the petition
narrative and Family Tree Maker database cite the source that specifies a birth took place on the reservation in addition to the birth
certificate.

? These patterns were established since at least the late 1800s, and arguably since the Tribe presented its first Anmual Tribute in
fulfillment of the Tribe’s Treaty with Great Britain in 1646 and have continued to the present.
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1. Criterion (b): 1900 to 1919

Introduction

Between 1900 and 1919, sources confirm that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe has comprised a distinct
community “with consistent interactions and significant social relationship within its membership™ over
time and therefore fulfills Criterion (b) of 25 CFR 83.11. Examples include “rates or patterns of known
marriages within the entity, or...patterned out-marriages™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i)), primarily with members of other
Virginia Indian communities. The community also demonstrated “social relationships connecting
individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)) and “patterns informal social interaction that exist broadly among
the members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii1)), which arise from and were reinforced by central community institutions
such as the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church and the Mattaponi Indian School. Social relationships were
also evidenced by participation in community and intertribal events, such as the annual Chickahominy
Indian Tribe fish fry and tribal weddings. The Tribe exhibited “cooperative labor” (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)), which
is reflected in cooperation of community members in community events like the Tribute or in service to
community institutions like the school. “Social distinctions by non-members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(v)) are also
documented in this period, including journalists and anthropelogists who clearly delineate the Mattaponi
Indian Tribe as distinct from other surrounding communities. Furthermore, the Mattaponi community
regularly engaged in “shared...ritual activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)) during this time as attendees of the
Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church, which is one of several “cultural patterns shared among a portion of the
entity that are different from those of the non-Indian populations with whom it interacts™ (83.11 (b)(1)(vi1)).
Other examples of non-Indian cultural patterns and the “persistence of a collective identity continuously
over a period of more than 50 years™ (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)) include participation in the annual tax tribute to
the governor of Virginia and continued commitment to the reservation, both of which date to the colonial
period. Finally, for the Mattaponi community., many of these social activities and cultural patterns center
on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation, which is “land set aside by a State for the petitioner...that was actively
used by the community for that time period” (83.11 (b)(1)(ix)).

This period also includes substantial evidence that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills Criterion 83.11 (b)(2).
This includes significant numbers of tribal members who resided on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation
(83.11 (b)(2)(1)), engaged in in-marriage and patterned out-marriage (83.11(b)(2)(i1)), maintained distinct
cultural patterns (83.11(b)(2)(iii)), and retained distinct social and cultural institutions (83.11(b)(2)(ii1)).
Such evidence fulfills the crossover provision in 25 CFR 83.11 (c)(2)(i1), and thus has “provided sufficient
evidence of political influence or authority” for the same period.

Generational Snapshot

In the period from 1900 to 1919, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe was made up of ~115 known community
members. These included the direct descendants of the Historical Indian Tribe in Section II: Historical
Mattapom Indian Tribe. The core community consisted of those individuals who continued to live on the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation. In this period, researchers estimated the resident population of the Mattaponi
Indian Reservation at around 40 individuals a number which accords with census enumeration that show
approximately 50 individuals living on the reservation.! Family groupings at this time included but were
not Iimited to the following surnames: Allmond, Custalow, Langston, Key, Tupponce, and Major. The table
below containg the list of all known Mattaponi individuals living in this period.

! Anthropologist James Mooney reported in 1907 that the Mattaponi “number|ed] about 40 souls.” His mumbers appear to be an
underestimate resulting from the interplay of Mooney’s focus on the reservation and dependance on informants as well as the
increasing mobility of the Tribe during this period. See: Mooney, James, “The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present." dmerican
Anthropologist 9, no. 1 (January- March 1907): 129-152 [PDF 3-24].
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Table B1-1. Generational Snapshot, 1900-1919: Known Community Individuals, 1900-1919°
Known Community Members, 1900 to 1919

? Commumnity Members include all Mattaponi individuals known to be alive during this period. This data was generated from the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker database. Names marked

with an * (asterisk) denote members with descendants on the current tribal roll.

* This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage.
4 This individual shows up on the 1870 census in the Mattaponi tribal commumnity and has Mattaponi lineage.
* This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage.
® This individual shows up on the 1870 census in the Mattaponi tribal commumnity and has Mattaponi lineage.
7 This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal commumnity and has Mattaponi lineage.
% This individual shows up on the 1870 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage.
¢ This individual shows up onthe 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage.

They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.
They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

10 This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.
1 s o Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married [N RN (Chickahominy) and relocated to the Chickahominy tribal community. Their

descendants are affiliated with the Chickahormny Indian Tribe.

2 N o5 o Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | IR | Chickahominy) and relocated to the Chickahominy tribal community. Their

descendants are affiliated with the Chickahominy Indian Tribe.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment
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Known Community Members, 1900 to 1919

" I - 2 Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | . rclocated to the Pamunkey Indian Reservation. Their descendants are affiliated
with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.

" I s o Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married [ <1l relocated to the Upper Mattaponi Tribal Community. Their
descendants are affiliated with the Upper Mattapom Indian Tribe.

" s @ Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | -1 relocated to the Panminkey Indian Reservation. Their descendants are affiliated with
the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-6
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Geographic Situation

The Mattaponi community remained centered on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation in King William
County, Virginia, throughout the period from 1900 to 1919. Tribal members appeared together on special
Indian Schedules in 1900 and 1910, which demonstrate continuous geographic clustering of Mattaponi
houscholds. Additionally, off-reservation tribal members continued to settle near the reservation. For
example, is noted as living on “*Sixteen acres lying near Indian Town on the Mattaponi
River,” in a deed held at the King William County Courthouse.'

1900 U.S. Decennial Census: King William County, West Point Magisterial District

In the 1900 census, enumerators recorded Mattaponi ancestors on the Indian Population Schedules, naming
their tribe as “Mattaponi’ and their subsection of the West Point Magisterial District as “Mattaponi Indian
Town.” Census information demonstrates that fishing and farming remained core economic practices for
tribal members during this period, indicating the continuation of shared cultural patterns within the
community and providing the opportunity for regular formal and informal social interaction. The census
does include non-Indian spouses and Indian spouses from other tribes; where possible we have included
information on non-Mattaponi spouses’ community affiliations, which often indicate intertribal out-
marriage patterns.

The “Special Inquiries Relating to Indians™ section specifies most Mattaponi households were considered
“not taxed” by the enumerators.'”” Enumerators also answered the census query “Was citizenship acquired
through allotment?’® in the affirmative for the entire Mattaponi Indian Reservation. Such responses were
likely elicited from community members who were referring to the tribal practice of allotting reservation
lands to individual families,' rather than the federal policy of allotment aimed to break up communally
held tribal lands into individual property and transition tribal members into citizenship, which the Census
Bureau aimed to track with this query.

Table B1-2. Geographic Situation, 1900-1919: United States Census, 1900°°
U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0044
Indian Population Schedule
Mattaponi Indian Town

HH | Name Household Sex | Race @ Age Occupation
Title
| N [lcad M | Indian 33 | Fisherman
] Wife F | Indian 27

16 Deed between | = I - |0 /un: 1904, Deed Book g King William Courthouse, King William
County, VA.

7 Enumerators instructions stated: “An Indian is to be considered ‘taxed’ if he or she is detached from his or her tribe and living
among white people as an individual, and as such subject to taxation, whether he or she actually pays taxes or not; also if he or she
is living with his or her tribe but has received an allotment of land, and thereby has acquired citizenship; in either of these two case
the answer to this inquiry is “Yes.” An Indian on a reservation, without an allotment, or roaming over unsettled territory, is
considered ‘not taxed,” and for such Indians the answer to this inquiry is ‘No.”” (“Twelth [sie; Twelfth] Census of the U.S. (1900):
Special Inquiries Relating to Indians (Data Collection Sheet)”, Census Records, American Indians in the Federal Decennial Census

1790-1930, National  Archives and Records  Administration , Washington D.C.  (Online  Records),
hittps://www.archives. gov/research/census/mative-americans/'1 790-1930 html)
18 Thid.

19 Land allotment constitutes a central aspect of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s exercise of political authority, as discussed further in
the narrative section responding to Criterion (¢).

.S, Federal Census: Virginia, King William, West Point, 0044, Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900, MF T623 R1241714,
Records of the Bureau of the Census, National Archives and Records Admimistration, Washington D.C.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-7
Criterion (b): 1900 to 1919



MATTAPONI INDIAN TRIBE
PETITION FOR FEDERAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Section IV, Part B

1.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0044
Indian Population Schedule
Mattaponi Indian Town

HH | Name Household Sex | Race @ Age Occupation
Title
Daughter F Indian @ ©
Son M Indian | 7
Son M Indian | 4
Son M Indian 3
Daughter F Indian = 312
2 Head M Indian | 37 Fisherman
Wife F Indian | 26
Daughter F Indian @ 6
Daughter F Indian | 3
Daughter F Indian @ 2
Son M Indian | 912
3 Head M Indian | 38 Fisherman
Wife F Indian @ 26
Son M Indian | 11
Son M Indian | 8
Son M Indian | 7
Son M Indian | 2
4 Head F Indian | 45 Dress Maker
5 Head M Indian = 54 Farmer
Wife F Indian | 45
Son M Indian @ 19 Day Laborer
Daughter F Indian @ 19 Servant
Son M Indian @ 16 Day Laborer
Daughter F Indian | 15
Daughter F Indian | 13
Son M Indian | 11
Son M Indian | 9
Son M Indian @ 6
Son M Indian | 4
Daughter F Indian | 312
6 Head F Indian = 50
Son M Indian @ 19 Fisherman
None M Indian = 67
7 Head F Indian | 60
Son M Indian | 28 Teamster
Son M Indian @ 26 Teamster
Daughter F Indian @ 22 Dress Maker
Son M Indian = 20 Day Laborer
67 Son M Indian @ 17 Day Laborer
Daughter F Indian | 11

“1 Tt appears that the emumerator repeated | "> m: when, based on the listed household title, gender, and age,
they should have writtcr
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0044
Indian Population Schedule
Mattaponi Indian Town
Household Sex | Race @ Age Occupation
Title

Son M Indian @ 8

Head M Indian | 58 Fisherman
Wife F Indian | 55

Daughter F Indian | 11

Daughter F Indian = 7

Head M Indian | 66 Shoemaker
Son M Indian | 28 Day Laborer
None F Indian @ 14

1910 U.S. Decennial Census: King William County, West Point Magisterial District

In the 1910 census, Mattaponi ancestors appear on the Indian Population Schedules living adjacent to each
other on a form entitled: “Name of Indian Reservation: Mattaponi™ located in the West Point District.
Several houscholds include large extended families and houschold occupations include traditional
economic pursuits of farming, fishing, and hunting which demonstrate the existence of distinct cultural
patterns shared among members of the Tribe. In this year, the “Special Inquiries Relating to Indians™ section
was incomplete, enumerating only a small percentage of individuals named in the main body of the census
schedule. For those who are included on the Indian Schedule, the census enumerator was inconsistent in
their approach to naming the Tribe, referring to known Mattaponi ancestors as belonging to the
“Pocahontas™ or “Powhatan” Tribe and not indicating allotment status. Where the enumerator recorded tax
status, all but one Mattaponi ancestor is listed as taxed.

Table B1-3. Geographic Situation, 1900-1919: United States Census, 1910. -
U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0047
Indian Population Schedule
Reservation: Mattaponi

HH Name Household Title = Sex | Race Age | Occupation

4 Head M Indian 64 Farmer
Wife F Indian 57
Daughter F Indian 29
Son M Indian 26 Farmer
Daughter F Indian 24 Board

House

Daughter F Indian 2 Servant
Son M Indian 20 Teamster
Son M Indian 18 Farmer
Son M Indian 16 Farmer
Son M Indian 14 Farmer

2 Asstatedina 1942 Affidavit explaining [ -2 c<. I i 2[filiated with the Pamunkey
Indian Tribe | Lincage Affidavit, 1 January 1942, I Frvetc Collection).
231910 U.S. Federal Census: Virginia, King William, West Point, 0047, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910, MF T624 R
1633, Records of the Bureau of the Census, National Archives and Records Administration, Washington D.C.
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0047
Indian Population Schedule
Reservation: Mattaponi

HH | Name

107
11

Household Title
Daughter
Head

Wife
Son
Son
Son

Daughter
Daughter
Son
Head
Wife
Daughter
Son

Son
Daughter
Daughter
Daughter
Daughter
Son

Daughter

[ Granddaughter]
Head

Wife

Daughter
Daughter

Son

Son

Son

Son

Son

Son
Mother-in-Law
Head

Wife
Son
Son
Son
Son

N
&
[l

Z'ﬂ

ZHEE B REEEEFE

L=

Race
Indian
Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indian

b s Oy ) N

212

50
34
16
14
10

212

50
50

43
21
16
13

Occupation

Fisherman

Farmer

Farmer

Fish &
Hunter

Fish & Hunt
Fish & Hunt

#* Census takers appear to have skipped numbers in their assignments of household numbers, as these households

appear consecutively on the original schedule.
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0047
Indian Population Schedule
Reservation: Mattaponi

HH Name Household Title | Sex | Race Age | Occupation
Daughter F Indian 8
12 Head F Indian 39 Laborer
Daughter F Indian 18
Son M | Indian 11
Daughter F Indian 6
Son M | Indian 1012
Grandson M | Indian 212
[granddaughter] | [F]
Son-in-law M Indian 25 Farming
13 Head F Indian 40 Farmer
Daughter F Indian 18
8 Head F Indian 65 Farmer
Daughter F Indian 16 Servant
Companion M | Mu 10
[Mulatto]
9 Head F Indian 59 Farmer
Son M | Indian 38 Farmer
Son M | Indian 30 Farmer
Daughter F Indian 31
San M | Indian 28 Farmer
Son M | Indian 19 Farmer
Daughter-in-law | F Indian 36
Daughter-in-law | F Indian 24 Farmer
Daughter-in-law | F Indian 20 Farmer
Granddaughter F Indian .
Granddaughter F Indian 2
Grandson M | Indian 1
Granddaughter F Indian 342
Companion F Indian 15
10 Head M | Indian 36
Wife F Indian 24
Daughter F Indian s
13 Head F Indian 60 Farming
Daughter F Indian 36 Washing
Son M | Indian 30 Wood Cutter
Granddaughter F Indian 17 Seamstress
Grandson M | Indian 15 Cut wood
Granddaughter F Indian 13
Grandson M | Indian 7
% was a member of the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe and was married to | [ has

MIR ancestors, but we don't have the full linkage to the Mattaponi Indian Tribe. Their descendants went on to be active in the
Upper Mattapori Indian Tribe.

% This individual was not affiliated with the Mattaponi Indian Tribe. He lived as a “companion”™ in one of the households on the
Reservation.
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0047
Indian Population Schedule
Reservation: Mattaponi
HH  Name Household Title | Sex | Race Age | Occupation

I Grandson M Indin 2
[Granddaughter] | [F]

Mooney Census, {1901

Anthropologist James Mooney visited Virginia in “1899 and again in 1901, summarizing his findings in
an article for the Smithsonian’s Burcau of Ethnography which was published in 1907.%” At which time he
reported on the Mattaponi community:

The present Mattapony are chiefly an offshoot from the Pamunkey. They have state
recognition as a tribe, without citizenship or taxes, and have a small reservation of some
50 acres, with larger personal holdings, on the south bank of Mattapony river, King
William county, about 10 miles distant from White House. They live principally by
lumbering and farming, and have no chief or council, but combine their affairs with the
Pamunkey. They number about 40 souls.*®

It's unclear whether Mooney spoke directly with the Mattaponi to gather this information, but it seems
unlikely as evidence demonstrates that the Tribe functioned as an autonomous political authority much
ecarlier than 1900* and the reservation community, per the 1900 census, was larger than that identified by
Mooney. It seems more likely that Mooney relied on Pamunkey informants such as Terril Bradby to prepare
the census. Mooney’s census, replicated in the table below, was compiled in 1901 “in conference by the
principal men of each band, and may therefore be considered as an official statement of their membership
as recognized by themselves.” The census focuses solely on reservation residents and excludes tribal
members living off the reservation either in King William County of further afield.*® Each familial entry
includes the name of the head of household, along with abbreviations for mother (m), wife (w), child or
children (c), grandchildren (gre), grandson (grs), brother (b), and sister (sr).**

Table B 1-4. Geographic Situation, 1900-1919: Mooney Census, 1901.
1901
The Mattapony
Transcription Familial References®

¥ James Mooney, “The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present,” American Anthropologist 9, no. 1 (January- March 1907): 145

[PDF 19]. James Mooney (1861-1921) was an anthropologist who worked as an ethnologist for the Bureau of American Ethnology

and was a founding member of the American Anthropological Association (AAA). For more information, see his obituary published

by AAA in dmerican Anthropologist (1922).

% Mooney, The Powhatan Confederacy, 148.

%% Previous tribal chiefs were mentioned in 1863, 1877, ¢. 1889, and 1890 (Wells, Henry H., “Correspondence, King WM County

April 18, 1868,” Executive Papers 1868-1869 (Library of Virginia, Accession 43756, Box 1, Folder 2), [PDF 4]; 1877 James L.

Kemper, Executive Papers, Library of Virginia, Accession Number 43755, Box 4, Folder 8; Mooney, James, James Mooney:

Virginia Circulars B.A.E. Ms. #2190, Manuscript 2190, National Anthropological Archives, Smithsonian Institution, National

Anthropological Archives, Washington, D.C., [PDF 23]); The Circulars collected by Mooney include one from

(ikely N iccntifying I 2: the Chief of Mattapori at the turn of the century [Mooney, Virginia Circulars|.
identifies himself as Chief'in the following: | tc - King William County Chancery Causes 1878-

1909, Library of Virginia, King William County Circuit Court, Richmond, Virgima, PDF Page 160.

* Census data for 1900, held in the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker database, shows members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe living

throughout King William County and in enclaves in Richmond and Pennsylvania. See Community Ties for more information. The

Family Tree Maker database is also available for review.

3 Mooney, The Powhatan Confederacy, 147.

32 Famnilial References provided here are based upon the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker Database.
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1901
The Mattapony
[ REuKREY Head of Household: |
Wife:
Children

1 Unk. Child*”

I 6 Head of Houschold: IEG—
Mother: |

Brothers:

and | ¢; also married d with 1 ¢ [7] in Head of Household:

|

Child:
Daughter: [ °|*

— Head of Household: [N

I 2 c Head of Household: |

Children: [

2

—
I - o 5 Head of Houschold: |GG

Wite: I -
Children:

Philadelphia

[ —— Head of Houschold: I
Husband:

|
B - and 3 c Head of Household: |
Wite: I

m‘

B white), 1 cin Texas Head of Household: |
Child: Unknown

B | ¢ @nd nephew in Baltimore Head of Household: |

3 While Mooney notes 3 children, census records cited in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database show the family was made up
of 2 children.

* While Mooney notes 6 brothers, vital records cited in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database show the farmily was made up of
4 Brothers and 2 Sisters.

% Mooney notes | daughter; however, | B had 2 daughters that fits that description during that time period based on
census and vital records cited in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database. Mooney also notes that Allmond’s daughter had one
child; however, the presumed daughter this document is referring to had 3 children at this time based on census and vital records
cited in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database.

¥ Records in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database show that the family at this time was made up of himself
and consisted of 1 child residing at his residence. The additional child may have been the child of a family member living with
them at the time.

%7 The petitioner is unable to corroborate Mooney’s assertion that | 1ved on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation at this
time.
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1901
The Mattapony
Child
Nephew: Unknown

-8 Head of Household: |

Additional Geographic Evidence

The Mattaponi Indian Reservation was well documented by outside observers during this period, including
in scholarly and popular publications which described the location of the reservation and identified its
residents as the Mattaponi tribal community. The table below summarizes evidence documenting the
geographic situation of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe from 1900 to 1919.

Table B1-5. Geographic Situation, 1900-1919: Additional Geographic Evidence.

Date Excerpt

June 10, 1904 This Deed, made this 10% day of June in the year 1904 between Isaac Diggs Special
Commissioner of the Circuit Court of King William County, Virginia, of the first part
and I, ' the County of King
William, party of the second part [... ] the said Isaac Diggs was directed to make,
execute, acknowledge and deliver unto the said | = deccd conveying
with special warranty the above designated land to wit: Sixteen acres lying near Indian
Town on the Mattaponi River in the West Point Magisterial district in King William
County Virginia. [ ... *®

1907 Mattapony [sic; Mattaponi]. [... | [Jefferson’s population estimates] however, are
probably too low, as the name is still preserved by about 45 persons of mixed blood on a
small state reservation on the s. side of Mattapony [ sic; Mattaponi] r., in King William
co. These survivors are closely related to the Pamunkey, whose reservation is only 10 m.
distant. %

1907 They have state recognition as a tribe, without citizenship or taxes, and have a small
reservation of some 50 acres, with larger personal holdings, on the south bank of
Mattapony [sic, Mattaponi] river King William county, about 10 miles distant from
White House. !

1912 REV. J. OGLE WARFIELD, of the University of Pennsylvania, who for some time past
has been interested in the Algonquian Indians of Virginia, visited this summer the
remnant of the Nansemond near Portsmouth, the Chickahominy on the river of the same
name, the Pamunkey on Pamunkey reservation, the Mattapony [sic; Mattaponi] on a
small reservation on Mattapony [sic; Mattaponi] river, a detached branch of the latter

3% The petitioner is unable to corroborate Mooney’s assertion that | 1ived on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation at
this time.

% Deed betweer N = I < (0. 1904, Deed Book i King William Courthouse, King William
County, VA.

40 Hodge, Frederick Webb, Handbook of American Indians North of Mexico, Part 2, Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin 30,
(Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution, 1910}, 822 [PDF 837].

4 Mooney, James, "The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present," dmerican Anthropologist 9,no. 1 (January- March 1907); 129-
152. Other evidence in this time period makes clear that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe contimied to function under a formal tribal
government, independent of the Pamunkey, led by its own Tribal Council. Examples include but are not limited to: Letter from the
Secretary of the Governor to 6 April 1918, Governor Davis, Westmorland, Executive Papers, Accession
21567a, State Government Records Collection, Library of Virginia, Richmond, Virginia, Box 23, Folder 11, PDF Page 9; Anmuial
Report of the Attorney General to the Governor of Virginia for the Year 1918, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom, Superintendent
of Public Printing, 1919, PDF Pages 88-89.
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Date Excerpt
near Adamstown, and a remnant of the Powhatan (7) in Essex county, about ten miles
from the Rappahannock river.#?

November 19, 1914 Perpetuating a time-honored custom, the Indians of the Mattaponi Tribe, whose
reservation is at Sweet Hall [... ] wished him individually and the Mattaponis collectively
much joy, and inquired solicitously after the health and prosperity of the Indians of the
Sweet Hall Reservation. [...]*

November 19, 1914 Last night Mr. Forward sent the following letter of thanks to the Indian chief.

Chic
Mattaponi Tribe,

R F.D., Sweet Hall, Va.

June 28,1916 [...] The board of authorized Superintendent Stearnes to employ a teacher to conduct a
school the coming session for the Mattaponi Indians on their Reservation in King
William County. [... |*

July 11, 1916 A county officer of King William, the chieftains told Mr. Hart, had served warning on
the Indians that he would see to it that the tribesmen were not permitted to hunt off their
reservations without the license required of the white inhabitants.

August 19, 1917 Are Indians who pay no taxes, who have no votes, liable for military duty? That question
has been raised here by the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Indians, living a few miles below
this city. They say that they do not pay any taxes, they do not vote, they do not serve on
Juries, are not recognized as citizens of the state and they live on a reservation assigned
to them years and years ago.”’

December 8, 1917 The treaty-abiding Mattaponi Indians, who still retain their tribal organization, dwelling
on a reservation in King William County. [... ]*

June 2, 1918 Mrs. Lucy Dudley attended and assisted in a religious meeting with the Indians in the
Mattaponi reservation, in King William County, last Sunday.*

October 15, 1918 October 15, 1918.
From: The Adjutant General of Va.
To: The Provost Marshal General
Subject: Classification of Mattaponi Indians.
1. The Tribe of Mattaponi Indians in this State live within a Reservation of eight hundred
acres, three hundred acres only of which are tillable. There are one hundred and twenty-
seven people in the Tribe™ [ ... ]

1919 From the information before me it appears that the Mattaponi tribe of Indians is a branch
of the Pamunkey tribe; that this tribe has a reservation in King William county, which

# Hrdlicka, Ales, James Mooney, and W. D. W., "Anthropologic Miscellanea," American Anthropologist 14, no. 4 (October —
December 1912): 695-713 [PDF 2-20].

43 Staff, “Mattaponi Braves Send Game to Big White Chief,” Richmond Times Dispateh (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914.

4 Staff, “Chief Custalow Pays His Tribute,” The Richmond Virginian (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914,

4 Staff, “Observe January 14 as Maury Day.” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 28, 1916.

46 Staft, “Big Smoke of 1916 Made Heap Bad Law-Indian Chief Appeal to Great White Father Against New Game Act,” Richmond
Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), July 11, 1916.

4 Staff, “Indians Think They Are Exempt from War Duty,” The Sunday Star (Washington D.C.), August 19, 1917,

% Staff, “Mattaponis Pay Tribute,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 8, 1917.

49 Staff, “West Point,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 2, 1918.

M Letter from J. Stern to Provost Marshal General, October 15, 1918, Letter Series: Virginia Adjutant General to Provost Marshal
General, State Files, 1917-1918, Box 297, National Archives and Records Administration, College Park, Maryland, PDF Page 9.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-15
Criterion (b): 1900 to 1919



MATTAPONI INDIAN TRIBE
PETITION FOR FEDERAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Section IV, Part B

Date Excerpt
resides about seventy members of the tribe. They maintain a separate government, and
have their own code of laws enforced by their own authorities.®!

Conclusion

The geographic clustering of Mattaponi people is created by and helps to further solidify “social
relationships connecting individual members™ (25 CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(i1)), “rates or patterns of informal
social interaction that exist broadly among the members of the entity” (25 CFR 83.11 (b){(1)(ii1)), and
“shared or cooperative labor or other economic activity among members” (25 CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(iv)). The
recognition of the Mattaponi Indian Town as a reservation demonstrates that authorities continued to
acknowledge that the Tribe had “land set aside by a State™ that was being utilized during this period (25
CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(ix)). The geographic evidence from this period, including the formal enumeration of
census takers and observations of outside scholars, demonstrates that a significant portion of known
Mattaponi ancestors lived “in a geographical area exclusively or almost exclusively composed of members
of the entity...” (25 CFR 83.11 (b)(2)(i)).

Community Ties

The Mattaponi Indian Tribe maintained ties internally and with other Virginia Indian communities
throughout this period. The tables below summarize the number of intratribal, intertribal, and non-Indian
unions entered by known Mattaponi community members; the dates and locations of known marriage
events in the community; and community members appearing in the documentary record for the first time
during this period, mcluding births.*

Marriage patterns in this period indicate strong intertribal cohesion, with 35% of marriages occurring
between Mattaponi citizens and ~59% of marriages consisting of patterned intermarriage with other tribal
populations. With one exception, these Mattaponi individuals married members of other Virginia
Algonquian tribes (Pamunkey, Chickahominy, and Upper Mattaponi).

Table B 1-6. Community Ties, 1900-1919: Conmnunity Unions. 3

Total Known Intratribal Unions Intertribal Unions Non-Indian Unions
Unions Unions Percentage Unions Percentage Unions Percentage
17 6 35% 10 59% 1 6%

Endogamy and patterned exogamy rates enhanced social connection within the Tribe and reinforced its
linkages with Powhatan Algonquian groups in Virginia. From 1900 to 1919, Mattaponi community
members married other tribal members in 6 instances and married with the members of other Indian
communities in 10, including unions to Pamunkey, Chickahominy, and Rappahannock individuals.

N Annual Report of the Attorney General to the Governor of Virginia for the Year 1918, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom,
Superintendent of Public Printing, 1919, p. 86 [PDF p. 88].

2 Please note that in some cases, the birth certificates of individuals known to have been born on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation
state they were bormn in King William County, which surrounds the Reservation. In these cases, the petition narrative and Family
Tree Maker database cite the source that specifies a birth took place on the Reservation in addition to the birth certificate.

* This data was generated from the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker database and supporting documentation can be reviewed as a part
of that database.
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Table B1-7. Community Ties, 1900-1919: Marriage Events. a4
Intratribal Unions Date Event Location

April 19, 19093 King William, VA
January 27, 1915 Wakema, VA
November 11, 1914%7 King William, VA

Oy s ) —

Intertribal Unions Date Event Location

7 Tuly 04, 1901% Hanover, VA

3 April 24, 19025 King William, VA
9 April 27, 1906%° New Kent, VA

10 May 27, 19078 King William, VA
11 December 04, 1907¢2 King William, VA
1S March 04, 19089 Riverview, VA

13 October 09, 1912¢ Wakema, VA

14 March 25, 191455 Lester Manor, VA
15 November 15, 1915% King William, VA

> All data is based on the Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s Family Tree Maker Database and associated vital records. Please note: While
every effort has been made to identify the tribal affiliation of spouses, in some cases the Tribe does not have documentation to
substantiate spousal affiliation. In these cases, the individual has been treated as Non-Indian until such documentation is available.
* Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Certificate, King William County, | N

*¢ Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, |

>’ Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage License, King William County, |

* Staff, “Another Indian Wedding,” The Richmond Times (Richmond, VA), Iune 29, 1901.
% Virginia Marriage Records (Commenwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, |

|

Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Register, New Kent County. ||
. 8ee also: Staff, “Real Indian Wedding,” Martinsburg Statesman-

Demeocrat (Martinsburg, West Virgima), May 04, 1906.
8 Virginia Marriage Records (Commeonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, [

|

€ Ancestry.com record for |- [accessed on 6/12/2023] See Also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National
Archives and Records Administration), 1910, Virginia, King William County, West Point Magisterial District 0046, Pamunkie
Reservation., I

® Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, |

L |
 Virginia Marriage Records (Commeonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage License, King William County, |

|

Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, | N

% Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, |
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No Date Event Location
17 _ 190868 Phlladelphla’ PA

The number of individuals born into the community provides additional evidence for social ties within the
Mattaponi Indian Tribe. The table below lists ~48 known births within the Mattaponi community during
this period. The birth certificates and census records cited below detail the years of birth for Mattaponi
children, illustrating the lines of descent within the Tribe between 1900 and 1919. Because during this
period few community members would have given birth in hospital, this information relies on census
location as a suggestion of where the birth took place. Regardless, location on a census suggests the
geographic clustering of the community.

Table B1-8. Community Ties, 1900-1919: Birth Events.
Parents Total
5

Year @ Event Location
1913 | Mattaponi Indian
1915 | Reservation®
1916

1918

1919

1908 | Mattaponi Indian

1909 Reservation™

c1915

1917

1915 | Pamunkey Indian

1916 | Reservation™

1919

1909 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation™

Individuals

1903 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation™

&7 Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, | N

]
% Ancestry.com Record for |- [2ccessed on 6/12/2023] See alse: US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National
Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia Ward 20, Philadelphia Magisterial District 0465, il

!! US Decenmial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Admimistration), 1920, Virginia, King William County,
West Point, Magisterial District 0056, Mattapom Indian Town, Sheet 8B, House 151, Lines 75-79.

70 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Virginia, King William County,
West Point, Magisterial District 0056, Mattapom Indian Town, Sheet 8B, House 155, Lines 91-94.

i and his family are listed as Pamunkey alongside a number of other Pamunkey families, in what is
presumed to be the census pages enmumerating the Pamunkey Indian Reservation (US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National
Archives and Records Admimstration), 1930, Virginia, King William County, West Point Magisterial District 0007, West Point,

! US Decenmial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Admimstration), 1910, Virginia, King William County,
West Point District 0047, Mattapomi, Sheet 14A, House 9, Line 5.
73 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1910, Virginia, King William County,
West Point District 0047, Mattaponi, Sheet 14A, House 9, Line 13.
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Parents Total
3

Year | Event Location
1910 | Mattaponi Indian
1916 Reservation™
1919

1903 | Mattaponi Indian
1908 Reservation”

Individuals

)

%)

1910 | Richmond, VA™
1912
1916

~1

1900 | Mattaponi Indian
1902 Reservation™
1908

1908

1909

1910

1912

~1

1900 | Mattaponi Indian
1903 Reservation®
1905

1907

1908

1910

1913

1902 | Mattaponi Indian
1903 Reservation™
1904

o0

1906
1907
1910
1916
1918

™ US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 0056, Mattaponi Indian Town, Sheet 8B, House 153, Lines 84-86.

™ This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal cormmunity and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also
affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

76 This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also
affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

" US Decermial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1910, Virginia, King William County,
West Point District 0047, Mattapom, Sheet 32B, House 13, Lines 27-28.

78 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Richmond, Richmond Clay
Ward, Henrico County, Magisterial District 0082, Sheet 2A, House 3118, Lines 22-24.

7 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Virginia, King William County,
West Point, Magisterial District 0056, Mattaponi Indian Town, Sheet 8B, House 148, Line 52-58.

8 US Decermial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 0056, Mattaponi Indian Town, Sheet 8A, House 147, Lines 42-48.

“ I - Do - S <lso: US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives
and Records Administration), 1910, Virginia, King Wiliam County, West Point District 0047, Mattaponi, || N
I US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1920, Virginia, King William

County, West Point Magisterial District 0056, Mattaponi Indian T own, |
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Parents Total Year Event Location
1 1915 | King William,
V ASZ
1 1900 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation®
2 1902 | Mattaponi Indian

1904 Reservation®

Conclusion

Marriage patterns within the Mattaponi Indian Tribe between 1900 and 1919 demonstrate “rates or patterns
of known marriages within the entity, or, as may be culturally required, known patterned out-marriages™
(25 CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(i)). This marriage pattern is also indicative of the presences of strong “social
relationships connecting individual members™ (25 CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(i1)) and “rates or patterns of informal
social interaction that exist broadly among the members of the entity” (25 CFR 83.11 (b)(1)(ii1)) that form
the basis for and result from a high percentage of intra- and intertribal unions.

Community Institutions and Oreanizations

Members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe remained connected during this period through religious, economic,
governmental, and educational institutions. Especially critical during this period were participation in the
Virginia Indian Baptist community and the creation of a dedicated school for Mattaponi children on the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation. One of the enduring tribal institutions during this period was the tribal
government, whose activities regularly enriched the lives of tribal members both on and off the reservation.
This institution is described in detail in Section I'V, Part C of this petition.

Religious Institutions

In the early twentieth century church congregations in Virginia were segregated by race, with black and
Indian communities having created their own independent institutions in the aftermath of the Civil War.
The neighboring Pamunkey Indian Tribe formed Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church in 1865, which the
Mattaponi community attended. * Mattaponi members constituted a distinct group within that congregation,
presumably traveling together to attend.® A pastor began offering separate services on the Mattaponi

¥ Virginia Birth Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Birth Certificate, King William County, | -

|

% US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1900, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 0044, Mattapom Indian Town, Sheet 1B, House 5, Line 32.

% US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration, 1910, Virginia, King William County,
West Point District 0047, Mattapom, Sheet 13A, House 11, Lines 7-8.

8 “Churches were the first institution in Virginia to be segregated by race. For example, where Colosse Baptist church had been
attended by whites, blacks, and Indians before the war, in 1865 it became a white church and the blacks and Indians formed their
own separate congregations. Thus Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church, founded in 18635, is the oldest Indian church in Virgimia. As
the other tribes took formal shape—the Mattaponis by law and the citizen Indians by charter of incorporation—a tribal church
would become their first group institution.” See: Rountree, Helen C. Pocahontas's People: The Powhatan Indians of Virginia
through Four Centuries, 1st ed. Norman, Oklahoma: The University of Oklahoma Press, 1990.

86 Tn 1932, the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church was formally organized as part of the Dover Baptist Association. In the same year,
the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church recorded 16 letters of dismissal and a membership loss of 13. These numbers are indicative
of a distinet Mattaponi community within the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church that departed to organize the Mattaponi Indian
Baptist Church. See Also: “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1927-32,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.). Library
of Virginia, Richmond, Virginia.; “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1933-35,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.),
Library of Virginia, Richmond, VA.
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Indian Reservation in 1914.¥ The table below summarizes the community events, including funerals
(October 31, 1900) and marriages (e.g., March 29, 1907) performed at the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church,
illustrating its role as a central intertribal institution during this period. Documentation of these events also
includes a reference to the Mattaponi Cemetery (October 31, 1900) which was and remains a distinctive
gpiritual and historical center for the Mattaponi community.

Table B 1-9. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1900-1919: Religious Institutions.

Date Excerpt

October 31, 1900 The funeral services of Otto T. Langston | vho died at his residence, on the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation, suddenly Friday, after an illness of only one day, took place
Saturday at 12:30 from the Pamunkey Baptist church, of which the deceased was a
consistent member. Deceased was in his 20th year and was a son of John H. and Mary E.
Langston I o the Indian Reservation. The interment
was in the Mattaponi Cemetery, the service being conducted by his pastor, Rev. P. E.
Throckmorton.®®

April 27, 1906 Osborne's New Kent, was the scene vesterday of a pretty Indian wedding.
The contracting parties were Wallace Allmond | -
Mattaponi living on the Pamunkey reservation in King William county, and Miss Mary
Florence Bradby, an hereditary princess of the Chickahominy tribe.
The ceremony was performed by Rev. P.E. Throckmorton, of Richmond, pastor of the
Indian Baptist church.”®

March 29, 1907 William Ernest Collins, of the Pamunkey tribe, and Miss Minerva Tuppence | R
I ©f the Mattaponis, were united in marriage last night in
the parlors of the Rev. P. E. Throckmorton, pastor of the Pamunkey Indian church, in
Hopkins street, Fulton *°

c. 1916 When he was 18, Custalow | i ccnized the first
church on the reservation, and served as clerk and superintendent of the Mattaponi Sunday
School. Soon afterwards he was licensed to preach by the reservation church.®

Mattaponi Indian Reservation School

Another significant community institution was the Mattaponi Indian School. The school was established in
1917 following a movement within the community to create educational opportunitics for the approximately
30 children residing on the Reservation at that time (December 10, 1914). The existence of a school on the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation allowed Mattaponi children to spend more time within their community and
created an additional institution that distinguished the Tribe from neighboring communities. This formal
educational experience enabled informal social interactions that helped maintain community ties. The table
below presents evidence illustrating the Tribe’s efforts to secure funding from the Virginia State Board of
Education and staffing at the school.

& » “History of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church,” Ca. 1932. s S Cc!lcction.

I
# Staff, “Deaths and Funerals,” Richmond Dispatch (Richmond, VA), October 31, 1900.
¥ Staff, “Indian Princess Weds,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport, VA), April 27, 1906. See also Staff, “Virginia and West
Virginia,” The Baltimore Sun (Baltimore, MD), April 28, 1906; Staff, “Virginia News,” The Daily Star {Fredericksburg, VA),
April 28, 1906; Staff, “Chickahominy Princess Weds Mattaponi Brave,” The News Leader (Richmond, VA), April 27, 1906; Staff,
“The Old Dominion,” The Mathews Jowrnal (Mathews, VA), May 03, 1906.
0 Staff, “Parmunkey and Mattaponi Indians Marry in Fulton,” The News Leader (Richmond, VA), March 29, 1907.
See also: Staff, "Fulton," Richmond Evening Jowrnal (Richmond, VA), March 30, 1907.
1 Garrett, Curwood, “Evangelist-Indian Chief Draws Large Crowds,” Bristol Herald Courier (Bristol, VA), JTuly 24, 1960.
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Table B1-10. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1900-1919: Tribally Specific Education.
Date Excerpt
December 10, 1914 [...] Consideration was given to a petition from the Mattapomi Indians, who ask the State
Board of Education to assist them in a movement under way to open a school for the
Indian children on the reservation. There are about thirty of the Indian children

June 28,1916 [...] The board authorized Superintendent Steames to employ a teacher to conduct a
school the coming session for the Mattaponi Indians on their Reservation in King
William County. *3

1917-1919 Teachers in Special Schools Under Direction of the State Board of Education,
1917-1918 [ ... ] Mattaponi Indian School
Mr. BEverett Edwards, Miss Sallie Henley [PDF Page 15]

Teachers in Special Schools Under Direction of the State Board of Education,
1918-1919 [ ... ] Mattaponi Indian School
Mr. Everett Edwards, Miss Sallie Henley [PDF Page 235]

Teachers in Special Schools Under Direction of the State Board of Education,
1919-1920 [ ... ] Mattaponi Indian School
Misgs Mary W. Gleason™ [PDF Page 325]

1918 The 1918 Journal of the Senate lists the “Mattaponi Indian School at Sweet Hall” in a list
of State schools.”

1918 Annual Report of the Superintendent of Public Instruction
TEACHERS IN SPECTAL SCHOOLS UNDER DIRECTION OF THE STATE BOARD
OF EDUCATION

[...] Mattaponi Indian School
Miss Lily Louise Fox 8 [...]

June 7, 1918 [...] Miss Sallie Henley, of Tappahannock, who has taught the Canton school for several
sessions and who in addition this session has finished out the school at the Mattaponi
Indian Reservation, was the week-end guest of Mrs. E. C. Veazey. ”

May 2, 1919 Colonel John R. Saunders, attorney-general for Virginia, will participate in the
commencement exercises of the Mattaponi Indian school at Lester Manor this afternoon.
He will deliver an address to the graduates and others.*®

Conclusion

As institutions that regularly gathered Mattaponi people of all ages, the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church
and the Mattaponi Indian Reservation School encouraged “social relationships connecting individual
members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii)) and “rates or patterns of informal social interaction™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii1)), and
their operation required “shared or cooperative labor™ (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)). The church especially exemplifies

2 Staff, “School Book Award Goes Over to January,” Richmond Times Dispatch {(Richmond, VA), December 10, 1914,

%% Staff, “Observe January 14 as Maury Day,” Riclsnond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 28, 1916.

% Annual Report of the Superintendent of Public Instruction of the Commonwealth of Virginia with Accompanying Documents:
Sehool Year 1917-18, Vol. 2 No. 1, Richmond, Virgima: Davis Bottom, Superintendent of Public Printing, June 1919.

% Journal of the Senate of the Commonwealth of Virginia Begun and Held at the Capitol in the City of Richmond on Wednesday,
January 9, 1918, Richmond, Virgima: Davis Bottom, Superintendent of Public Printing, 1918.

% Annual Report of the Superintendent of Public Instruction of the Commonwealth of Virginia with Accompanying Documents:
School Year 1916-17, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom, Superintendent of Public Printing, 1918.

97 Staff, “Local Items,” The West Point News (West Paint, VA), June 7, 1918. See also: Staff, “West Point,” Richmond Times
Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 9, 1918.

%8 Staff, “Saunders to Address Redskins,” Richmond Virginian (Richmond, VA), May 2, 1919.
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“shared sacred or secular ritual activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)) and the longstanding “persistence of a collective
identity” (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)), given the congregation’s 19M-century roots. These two central establishments
for the community constitute “distinet community social institutions™ (83.11 (b)(2)(iv)) m fulfillment of
Criterion (b) of 25 CFR 83.11.

Community Activities

Members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe consistently participated in shared activities during this period.
These included cooperative livelihood strategies such as lumbering, * ritual activitics such as weddings,
intertribal social activities hosted by neighboring Indian communities, and public ceremonies such as the
annual tribute to Virginia’s governor.

Economic Cooperation and Livelihood Strategies

During World War I, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe, through the Tribal Council, protested the application of
selective service requirements to tribal members. Efforts to apply the draft were largely centered on tribal
employment off the reservation. The Virginia Adjutant General reported that Mattaponi men had to leave
the reservation during certain seasons:

The Tribe of Mattaponi Indians in this State live within a reservation of eight hundred
acres, three hundred acres only of which are tillable.'®® There are one hundred and
twenty- seven people in the Tribe and they claim it is necessary for them to leave the
bounds of the Reservation to seek employment at certain seasons of the year in order to
support their families. 1

He went on to argue that this seasonal departure resulted in forfeiture of Indian status, as part of his case
that tribal members should be subject to conscription. Though this argument was unsuccessful and the
Provost Marshal General affirmed tribal members” exemption from the selective service,'” census records
demonstrate a reliance on hunting, fishing, and farming among Mattaponi people and corroborate the
existence of a seasonal residence pattern.’®® Such evidence demonstrates the existence of distinctive
livelihood strategies within the Tribe as well as the existence of coordinated efforts that illustrate social
connection and interaction.

Intertribal Events

During the period from 1900 to 1919, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe engaged in activities during this period
that distinguished it as a distinct entity and member of the wider Virginia Indian community. Such activities
often consisted of tribal representation at intertribal events that demonstrated and reinforced community

# Mooney, James, "The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present," dmerican Anthropologist, no. 1 (January- March 1907): 129-
152.

100 These acreage figures are a mistake on behalf of the Adjutant General. The Mattaponi Indian Reservation was 125 acres at this
time.

104 T etter from Virgina Adjutant General to Provost Marshal General, 15 October 1918, Letter Series: Virginia Adjutant General
to Provost Marshal General, State Files, 1917-1918, Box 297, National Archives and Records Administration, College Park,
Maryland, PDF Page 10. See also: Letter from Provost Marshal General to Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 4 November 1918,
Letter Series: Virginia Adjutant General to Provost Marshal General, State Files, 1917-1918, Box 297, National Archives and
Records Administration, College Park, Maryland, PDF Page 7, Letter from Provost Marshal General to Virginia Adjutant General,
2 December 1918, Letter Series: Virginia Adjutant General to Provost Marshal General, State Files, 1917-1918, Box 297, National
Archives and Records Administration, College Park, Maryland, PDF Page 3.

102 Information pertaining to the Mattaponi Tribal Council’s direct protest against the Selective Service Act can be found in
Criterion C.

12 1J 8. Federal Census: Virginia, King William, West Point, 0044, Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900, MFT623 R1241714,
Records of the Bureau of the Census, National Archives and Records Administration, Washington D.C.; 1910 U.8. Federal Census:
Virginia, King William, West Point, 0047, Thirtzenth Census of the United States, 1910, MF T624 R 1633, Records of the Bureau
of the Census, National Archives and Records Administration, Washington D.C.
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cohesion. Events included gathering with other tribes from across the region for annual fish fries (June 23,
1901), intertribal gatherings (February 26, 1913), social events such as intertribal weddings (e.g., April 27,
1906) and social calls (September 14, 1907), where Mattaponi individuals celebrated and maintained bonds
with other members of the Mattaponi and other intertribal communities.

Table B1-11. Community Activities, 1900-1919: Interiribal Events.

Date
June 23, 1901

June 29, 1901

April 27, 1906

March 29, 1907

September 14,
1907

Excerpt
The annual fish-fry of the Chickahominy Tribe of Indians was held yesterday at Wynn
Landing, in Charles City county.

The affair was a success from every standpoint, and the Indians in charge of the
programme [sic] were congratulated by everybody in attendance. Delegations of the
Pamunky [sic] and Mattaponi Tribes of Indians and a score of the residents of New Kent
and Charles City counties and a number of Richmond people were their guests. [... ]*™

Miss Lillie B. King and Mr. Solomon Custalow
I of the Mattaponi tribe of Indians, were married Thursday afternoon at the
residence of Mr. William King, in Hanover county. [ ... |

The house filled with spectators, both Indians and whites. The Mattaponi and Pamunkey
tribes were both represented, and a large number of white people from the neighborhood
was there; also a good many from Richmond. 1%

Osborne's New Kent, was the scene yesterday of a pretty Indian wedding,

The contracting parties were Wallace Allmond [, -
Mattaponi living on the Pamunkey reservation in King William county, and Miss Mary
Florence Bradby, an hereditary princess of the Chickahominy tribe.

The ceremony was performed by Rev. P.E. Throckmorton, of Richmond, pastor of the
Indian Baptist church. 1%

William Ernest Collins, of the Pamunkey tribe, and Miss Minerva Tuppence |
I |- of the Mattaponis, were united in marriage last night in
the parlors of the Rev. P. E. Throckmorton, pastor of the Pamunkey Indian church, in
Hopkins street, Fulton.

The bride has seen only twenty summers. She was handsomely attired for the occasion.
The groom is 22 years old. He is a carpenter by trade.

The following Indians came up yesterday morning from the Pamunkey reservation, King
William county, and were present at the ceremony: James Myers, Juney Myers, Wiley
Bradby, Ella Collins, and Alice Myers.

The bride and groom will make their home in this city.!%

[...]Mrs. Mary F. Allmond | (i ast Tuesday
for her home on the Mattapom reservation, after visiting her parents, Chief and Mrs. A. 1.

104 Staff, “Chickahominy Fish-Fry,” Richmond Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 23, 1901,

105 Staff, “Another Indian Wedding,” The Richmond Times (Richmond, VA), lune 29, 1901.

106 Staff, “Indian Princess Wedding,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport, VA), April 27, 1906. See Also: Staff, “Virginia and
West Virginia, “The Baltimore Sun (Baltimore, MD), April 28, 1906; Staff, “Virginia News,” The Daily Star (Fredericksburg,
VA), April 28, 1906; Staff, “Chickahominy Princess Weds Mattaponi Brave,” The News Leader (Richmond, VA), April 27, 1906,
Staff, “The Old Dominion,” The Mathews Journal (Mathews, VA), May 3, 1906.

107 Staff, “Pamunkey and Mattaponi Indians Marry in Fulton,” The News Leader (Richmond, VA), March 29, 1907. See also: Staft,
"Fulton," Richmond Evening Journal (Richmond, VA), March 30, 1907.
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Date Excerpt
Bradby. She was accompanied by her friend, Miss Mary W. Bradby, of the Pamunkey
reservation. [... 1%

February 26,1913 | [... ] Indians {rom three other tribes now visiting the Pamunkeys--Peter Kusick, a
Tuscarora, from New York; Charles Emery, a Chippewa, from White Earth Reservation in
Minnesota; Red Eagle and his squaw, Minnie Sky Eagle, who recently called twice to see
Governor Mann; Sioux, from South Dakota, and Indians from the Mattaponi and
Chickahominy tribes. [... ]'%

Annual Tax Tribute

A central community event for the Mattaponi Indian Tribe is its annual tax tribute. Every year the Mattaponi
and Pamunkey tribes present an annual tribute to the Governor of Virginia in lieu of taxes (e.g., November
19, 1914; December 8, 1917). This practice dates back to the treaties of 1646 and 1677 which established
the tribes’ treaty status.!'® In addition to reaffirming the Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s government-to-
government relationship with the Commonwealth of Virginia, this annual tribute brings tribal members
together, providing an opportunity for formal and informal social interaction.

Table B1-11. Community Activities, 1900-1919: Animial Tax Tribute.

Date Excerpt
November 19, Perpetuating a time-honored custom, the Indians of the Mattaponi Tribe, whose reservation
1914 1s at Sweet Hall, yesterday sent an envoy to the State Capitol to renew {ormally the pledge

of allegiance to the Big White Sachem of the Commonwealth, to assure him of their
everlasting high esteem and to offer him gifts.

The envoy chosen for this important mission 1s Chief George F. Custalow |  EEEEEER

He arrived at the Capitol bearing a string of chub and
rockfish, the finest specimens procurable by the Indians at this season in Virginia waters,
and a huge wild turkey, a trophy of the chief's skill as a hunter.

[... ] the envoy of the Mattaponis was received with due form and ceremony by Secretary
Alexander Forward [ ... |, who welcomed Chief Custalow to the official wigwam,
congratulated him upon his excellent health, wished him individually and the Mattaponis
collectively much jov, and inquired solicitously after the health and prosperity of the
Indians of the Sweet Hall Reservation. [...] !

November 19, Chief George F. Custalow |, | (e

1914 Mattaponi tribe of Indians, paid his annual call on the Paleface Chief at the Capitol
yesterday, bringing with him a string of chub and some wild turkeys. The Governor was
not in the city and Chief Custalow left the game in the hands of Secretary Forward. Last
night Mr. Forward sent the following letter of thanks to the Indian chief.

Chief George F. Custalow
Mattaponi Tribe,
R.F.D., Sweet Hall, Va.

108 Staff, "Windsor Shades News," The Richmond Evening Journal (Richmond, VA), September 14, 1907.

102 Staff, “The Pamunkeys,” The Preshyterian of the South (Richmond, VA), February 26, 1913.

10 Vaughan, A., Early American Indian Documents: Treaties and Laws, 1607-1789 4 (Maryland: University Publications of
America, 1983), 82-87 [PDF 57-59].

11 Staff, “Mattaponi Braves Send Game to Big White Chief,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914,
See also: Staff, “Chief Custalow Pays His Tribute,” The Richmond Virginian (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914, Staff, “A
General Forward Movement,” Richmond Evening Journal (Richmond, VA), November 25, 1914,
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Date Excerpt
Dear Sir.- In the name of the Governor of Virginia I thank you for the tribute of game and
fish today paid him by your tribe through you. These evidences of friendship between your
tribe and the Commonwealth are very gratifying to the Governor.

Yours truly,
Alexander Forward,

Secretary to the Governor.!!?

November 25, [An article mocking Alexander Forward, Secretary to the Governor, mentioned that] when

1914 he heard that Chief George Custalow (| N <1 i<
Mattaponi Indians, was bringing his annual tribute of a wild turkev and a string of fish to
the Governor, he sent the Governor to Elk Garden, donned his frock coat and silk hat, and
received the tribute himself. [ |18

July 11, 1916 [...] Since the days of Governor Cameron, emissaries of the Mattaponi and Pamunkey
tribes, following ancient custom, have appeared each year at the Capitol bearing tribal gifts
of fish or game, thus, according to the chiefs, renewing annually the terms of the treaty
formulated at the "big smoke." 4

December 8, 1917 | The treaty-abiding Mattaponi Indians, who still retain their tribal organization, dwelling on
a reservation in King William County, paid their annual treaty tribute to the White Chief,
the Governor of Virginia, yesterday. Chief George Custolo

of the Mattaponi Indian tribe, called at the capitol yesterday with the
ammal gift of game from the tribe to the Great White Father. This is as provided in the
treaty of more than two hundred years ago. Chief Custolo [sic; Custalow] brought a large
wild turkey and a fat ra bit. [sic] They were accepted by the governor with thanks.!!?

Conclusion

The activities documented in this section constitute evidence for “social relationships connecting individual
members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)) and “patterns of informal social interaction” (83.11 (b)(1)(iii)) arising from the
geographic clustering of the Tribe on and near the reservation and participation in institutions such as the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation School that create and reinforce community bonds. Employment patterns off
the reservation and the importance of fishing, hunting, and agriculture on the reservation indicate “shared
or cooperative labor” (83.11 (b)(1) (iv)). Community engagement with the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church
and the tradition of the annual tax tribute constitute “shared sacred or secular ritual activity” (83.11
(b)(1)(v1)). Overall, the evidence presented above underscores the “persistence of a collective 1dentity™
(83.11 (b)(1)(viii)) throughout this period.

Distinction and Discrimination

During this period, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe was consistently viewed as a distinct community with a
separate identity by members of the Tribe and by outsiders. The evidence includes scholarship
distinguishing the Mattaponi from neighboring Indian and non-Indian communities (Hodge 1910, Mooney

12 Staff, “Chief Custalow Pays His Tribute,” The Richmnond Virginian (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914. See Also: Staff,
“Mattaponi Braves Send Game to Big White Chief.” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), November 19, 1914,

113 Staff, “A General Forward Movement,” Richmond Evening Journal (Richmond, VA), November 25, 1914,

114 Staff, “Big Smoke of 1916 Made Heap Bad Law-Indian Chief Appeal to Great White Father Against New Game Act,” Riclmond
Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), July 11, 1916.

115 Staff, “Indian Brings Game,” The Evening Journal (Jeffersonville, IN), December 8, 1917. See Also: Staff, “Mattaponis Pay
Tribute,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), December 8, 1917; Staff, “Mattaponi Tribe Sends Tribute,” The Richmond
Virginian (Richmond, VA), December 8, 1917.
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1907) and exemption from (or different application) of laws based on Mattaponi identity (e.g., August 19,
1917).

Table B1-13. Distinction and Discrimination, 1900-1919
Date Excerpt
1907 Mattapony [sic; Mattaponi]. [... ] [Jefferson’s population estimates] however, are probably
too low, as the name is still preserved by about 45 persons of mixed blood on a small state
reservation on the s. side of Mattapony [ sic; Mattaponi] r., in King William co. These
survivors are closely related to the Pamunkey, whose reservation is only 10 m. distant. '

1907 The present Mattapony!!” [sic;, Mattaponi] are chiefly an offshoot from the Pamunkey.
They have state recognition as a tribe, without citizenship or taxes, and have a small
reservation of some 50 acres, with larger personal holdings, on the south bank of
Mattapony [sic; Mattaponi] river King William county, about 10 miles distant from White
House. They live principally by lumbering and farming, and have no chief or council, but
combine their affairs with the Pamunkey. They number about 40 souls. [p. 148] !®

July 11, 1916 As remnants of a vanished host, the "first Americans” have always been looked upon as
wards of the State by most Virginians, and a liberal construction of the new game law in
their interest is expected. This was the course taken by the State several years ago when
certain people wanted the Indians to pay for the privilege of fishing, those in authority
ruling that they could fish without paying the license required of the palefaces.”1?

August 19, 1917 Are Indians who pay no taxes, who have no votes, liable for military duty? That question
has been raised here by the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Indians, living a few miles below this
city. They say that they do not pay any taxes, they do not vote, they do not serve on juries,
are not recognized as citizens of the state and they live on a reservation assigned to them
vears and years ago 12

January 25, 1918 From the information before me it appears that the Mattaponi tribe of Indians is a branch of
the Pamunkey tribe; that this tribe has a reservation in King William county, which resides
about seventy members of the tribe. They maintain a separate government, and have their
own code of laws enforced by their own authorities. [...; p. 86; 93 of PDF] %

Conclusion

The evidence above demonstrates that outsiders including journalists and scholars distinguished the
Mattaponi Indian Tribe from the surrounding communities, and that its members were exempt from certain
regulations and laws by virtue of their tribal status, showing “strong patterns of discrimination and other
patterns of distinction by non-members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(v)). Such distinctions are made possible by
information shared by members as evidence of their “collective identity’” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi1)), and direct
observation by outsiders of “distinct cultural patterns™ (83.11 (b)(2)(iii)) among the Mattaponi between

11¢ Hodge, Frederick Webb, Handbook of American Indians North of Mexico, Part 2, Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin 30,
Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., 1910, 822.

7 During this period, the Mattapomi Tribe’s name was spelled “Mattaponi” and “Mattapony” interchangeably, depending on the
author.

118 Mooney, James, "The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present,” dmerican Anthropologist 9, no. 1 (January- March 1907); 129-
152 [PDF 3-26].

12 Staff, “Big Smoke of 1916 Made Heap Bad Law-Indian Chief Appeal to Great White Father Against New Game Act,” Richmond
Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), July 11, 1916.

120 Staff, “Indians Think They Are Exempt from War Duty,” The Sunday Star (Washington D.C.), August 19, 1917.

121 dnmual Report of the Attorney General to the Governor of Virginia for the Year 1918, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom,
Superintendent of Public Printing, 1919.
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1900 and 1919. Such evidence also demonstrates the “persistence of a collective identity”” (83.11
(b)(1)(viii).
Evidentiary Applicability

Based on the evidence presented above, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills the requirements of Criterion
83.11 (b)(1) throughout the period from 1900 to 1919. Furthermore, the substantial evidence of endogamy
and geographic exclusivity fulfills §3.11 (b)(2)(1) and (i1) for the same period and is thus sufficient to meet
Criterion 83.11 (c)(2)(ii) for the same period.
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2. Criterion (b): 1920 to 1939

Introduction

Between 1920 and 1939, a variety of sources confirm that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe has comprised a
distinct community “with consistent interactions and significant social relationship within its membership™
over time and therefore fulfills Criterion (b) of 25 CFR 83.11. Examples include “rates or patterns of known
marriages within the entity, or...patterned out-marriages™ (83.11 (b)(1)(1)), primarily with members of other
Virginia Indian communities. The community also demonstrated “social relationships connecting
individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)) and “patterns informal social interaction that exist broadly among
the members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii1)), which arise from and were reinforced by central community institutions
such as the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church and the Mattaponi Indian School, and community and
intertribal events, such as annual Homecoming services, dances, and powwows. The Mattaponi Indian Tribe
exhibited “‘cooperative labor or other economic activity among members” during this period (83.11
(b)(1)(iv)), such as fundraising efforts for community institutions and operations at the Mattaponi fish
hatchery. “Strong patterns of discrimination or other social distinctions by non-members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(v))
existed, documented in cases of legal and extralegal racial discrimination as well as the writings of
journalists and anthropologists who distinguished the Mattaponi Indian Tribe from surrounding
communities. The Mattaponi community engaged in “shared...ritual activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)) through
the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, which is one of several “cultural patterns shared among a portion of
the entity that are different from those of the non-Indian populations with whom it interacts™ (83.11
(b)(1)(vii)). The breadth of evidence supports the “persistence of a collective identity” (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)).
Finally, evidence demonstrates the continued occupation and use of the Mattaponi Indian Reservation

(83.11 (b)(1)(ix)).

This period also includes substantial evidence that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills Criterion 83.11 (b)(2).
This includes significant numbers of tribal members who resided on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation
(83.11 (b)(2)(1)), engaged in in-marriage and patterned out-marriage (83.11(b)(2)(i1)), maintained distinct
cultural patterns (83.11(b)(2)(ii1)), and retained distinct social and cultural institutions (83.11(b)(2)(iii)).
Such evidence fulfills the crossover provision in 25 CFR 83.11 (¢)(2)(i1), and thus has “provided sufficient
evidence of political influence or authority™ for the same period.

Generational Snapshot

In the period from 1920 to 1939, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe was made up of ~172 known community
members. These included the direct descendants of the individuals recorded as the Historical Indian Tribe
in Section II: Historical Mattaponi Indian Tribe who remained in the community. The core community
consisted of those individuals who continued to live on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. Throughout this
period, researchers and journalists consistently estimated the resident population of the Mattaponi Indian
Reservation at 75 to 80 individuals, though this does not include the entire Mattaponi community during
this time.! Family groupings at this time inchuded but were not limited to the following surnames: Allmond,
Custalow, Collins, Tupponce, Langston, and Major.

! This estimate of reservation residents was first recorded by Frank Speck in several scholarly articles and echoed in popular
publications. See: Speck, Frank G., "The Ethnic Position of the Southeastern Algonkian,” American Anthropologist 26, no. 2
(1924): pp. 184-200; Speck, Frank G., “The Rappahannock Indians of Virginia,” ed. F. W. Hodge, Indian Notes and Monographs
5, no. 3 (1925); Staff, "Indians Protest Negroid Stigma," Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), July 13, 1925; Speck, Frank
G., “Chapters on the Ethnology of the Powhatan Tnibes,” In Indian Notes and Monographs, edited by F. W. Hodge, 1(5). New
York: Museum of the American Indian, 1928; Staff, “Mattaponi Chief Asserts Officers Violate Tribe's Rights,” Rielunond Times
Dispatch (Richmond, VA), October 5, 1938, Staff, “Questions and Answers,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), May 24,
1936,
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Table B2-1. Generational Snapshot, 1920-1939: Known Community Individuals. 4

? Community Members include all Mattaponi individuals known to be alive during this period. This data was generated from the Tribe’s Family Tree Maker database. Names marked
with an * (asterisk) denote members with descendants on the current tribal roll.

* This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affili ated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

4 This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

‘I o @ Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | (Chickahominy) and relocated to the Chickahominy tribal commumnity. Their
descendants are affiliated with the Chickahominy Indian Tribe.

‘I 2 @ Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married [ (Chickahominy) and relocated to the Chickahominy tribal community. Their
descendants are affiliated with the Chickahominy Indian Tribe.

7 This individual shows up on the 1910 census in the Mattaponi tribal community and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.
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‘I - 2 Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married |GG - relocated to the Pamunkey Indian Reservation. Their descendants are affiliated
with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.

‘I o 2 Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | (Urrer Mattaponi) and relocated to the Upper Mattaponi Tribal Community. Their
descendants are affiliated with the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

" I 2 @ Mattaponi Tribal citizen. She married | 21 relocated to the Pamunkey Indian Reservation. Their descendants are affiliated with
the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.

11 This individual shows up onthe 1910 census in the Mattapori tribal cormmunity and has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affili ated with the Upper Mattapori Indian Tribe.
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Geographic Situation

The Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s core community remained centered on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation in
King William County, Virginia, throughout the period from 1920 to 1939. Tribal members appeared
together on special Indian Schedules in 1920 and 1930, which demonstrate the Tribe’s continuous use of
their state reservation. Additionally, off-reservation tribal members continued to scttle near the reservation.
Evidence presented in the Community Ties section (below) shows that during this period Mattaponi
families also settled in clusters off of the reservation in Richmond, Virginia; New Kent, Virginia; and in
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. Such moves were often related to economic necessity due to the sparse job
opportunities in King William County as well as the existence of well documented Virginia Indian networks
in both locals.

1920 U.S. Decennial Census: King William County, West Point Magisterial District

In the 1920 census, the enumerator noted “Mattaponi Indian Town™ along the left-hand margin of the
population schedule, indicating where the Reservation community enumerated that day began and ended
(West Point Magisterial District 0056, Households 146-156, in a section enumerated on January 16™) and
then annotating “Indian Town’ for two households enumerated on the following day (1 non-Indian; West
Point Magisterial District 0056, Houscholds 163-164, enumerated on January 17th). As in previous
decades, census information indicates that fishing and farming constituted core economic practices for tribal
members, indicating the continuation of shared cultural patterns within the community and providing the
opportunity for regular formal and informal social interaction.

Table B2-2. Geographic Situation. 1920-1939: United States Census, 1920. 2

U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0056
Mattaponi Indian Town

HH  Name Household Title = Age Occupation
146 Head 26 Farmer
Wife 19
Daughter 4 312
147 Head 48 Farmer
Daughter 22
Son 19 Fisherman
Son 17 Fisherman
Son 15 Laborer
Son 13
Son 11
Son 9
Son 7
148 Head 52 Merchant
Wife 42
Son 22 Fisherman
Daughter 19
Daughter 18
Daughter 16
Daughter 14

121920 U.S. Federal Census: Virginia, King William, West Point, 0056, Fourteenth Census of the United States, 1920, MF T625
R 1895, Records of the Burcau of the Census, National Archives and Records Administration, Washington D.C.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-32
Criterion (b): 1920 to 1939



149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

MATTAPONI INDIAN TRIBE

PETTTION FOR FEDERAIL ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Section IV, Part

U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0056
Mattaponi Indian Town

Name Household Title
Son
Daughter
Son
Daughter-in-law
Adopted Son
Head

Wife

Son
Daughter
Head
Son

Son

Son
Daughter
Daughter
Son
Daughter
Head
Wife

Son
Daughter
Daughter
Son

Son
Head
Daughter
Head
Wife
Daughter
Daughter
Son
Head
Wife
Head
Wife

Daughter
Son
Daughter
Daughter
Head
Wife

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment
Criterion (b): 1920 to 1939

Age
11

19

3/12

68

67
28
25
40
17
16
15
14

12
3812

1 112

28
26

3 912
2 212
6/12

45
16
35
25

3 712
6/12

27
27
40
33

11
10

2 5112

31
51

Occupation

Fisherman

Fisherman
Farmerette
Fisherman

Laborer
Laborer

Farmer

Farmerette

Farmer

Fisherman

Farmer

Farmer
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 0056
Mattaponi Indian Town

HH Household Title | Age Occupation
163 Head 49 Laundress
Son 21 Laborer
Daughter 15 None
Son 11 None
Son 7 None
Son-in-law 40 Laborer
grand-son 9 None
grand-daughter 6 None

1930 U.S. Decennial Census: King William County, West Point Magisterial District

In the 1930 census, Mattaponi community members are listed on the West Point Magisterial District 51-7.
Although the Reservation land is not clearly marked on the census record, each individual is classified as
“Full blooded” and “Mataponi” [sic; Mattaponi] in the “Father” and “Mother” columns respectively,
demonstrating Mattaponi tribal affiliation. The Mattaponi houscholds are enumerated sequentially,
indicating continued geographic clustering on and around the Reservation. Furthermore, the 1930 census
records indicate that farming and fishing persisted as distinet cultural patterns and economic strategies
throughout this period.

Table B2-3. Geographic Situation, 1920-1939: United States Census, 1930. 24
U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 007
HH  Name Household Title = Age Occupation
161 Head 30 Farmer

Wife 22

Son 7

Daughter 6

Son 4 712

Son 1 712

Brother-in-law 25 Fishing

Brother-in-law 13
Sister-in-law 11

162 Head 6l Farmer

Wife 55
Son 37 Fishing
Son 17 Farmer
Son 10

1 was a member of the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe and was married to | S I Do

Mattapom ancestors, but we don't have the full linkage to the Mattaponi Indian Tribe. Their descendants went on to be active in
the Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

' Based on vital records cited in the Tribe's Family Tree Maker database, | M ©otcr is unknown His mother
I i Uppcr Mattaponi.

131930 U.S. Federal Census: Virginia, King William, West Point, 0007, Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930, MF T625 R
2342182, Records of the Bureau of the Census, National Archive and Records Administration, Washington D.C.
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U.S. Decennial Census
Enumeration District 007

HH Name Household Title | Age Occupation
Grandson 6
163 Head 33 Fishing
Wife 29
Son 9
Daughter 7
Son 6
Son 5 312
Son 4 212
Daughter 2t
Son 512
164 Head 69
Daughter 33
Son 30 Laborer
Son 28 Mechanic
Son 25 Laborer
Son 24 Laborer
Son 21 Laborer
Son 19 Wood Cutter
165 Head 39 Log Cutter
Wife 36
Son 16 Log Cutter
Daughter 15
Daughter 13
Son 12
Son 9
Son 8
Son 6
Son 3
Son ) 112
166 Head 35 Farmer
Wife 23
Son 8
Son 7
Son 3 11/12
Sister 40 Servant
Brother 46 Fishing
167 Head 28 Fishing
Wife 18
168 Head 43 Farmer
Wife 54

Additional Geographic Evidence

That the Mattaponi Indian Tribe is closely associated with its reservation lands in King William County is
clear from the regular mention of the Tribe’s location in the documentary record. During the period from
1920 to 1939, the Tribe was mentioned by tribal members (e.g. Will 1922), ethnographers (e.g., Speck
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1924), journalists (e.g. October 13, 1927) and others who clearly identified the Mattaponi as one of two
tribes located on reservations in King William County.

Table B2-4. Geographic Situation, 1920-1939: Additional Geographic Evidence.

Date Excerpt

Will 1922 L, I @ )iattaponi Indian
Town Reservation, King William County, Va. do make this my last will and
testament in the following words and figures, to-wit: [... !¢

Speck 1924 From manuscript prepared on this topic it appears that the following mixed tribal
groups exist in the same general location; where their ancestors lived. These
places are indicated on the chart by triangles enclosed in circles; Pamunkey
300+, Mattaponi 75, Upper Mattaponi 75, Chickahominy 400+, Rappahannock
500, Nansamund [sic; Nansemond] 200+ Wicomoco (?) 300 (7), Potomac 150,
Hanover Co. (Powhatan) 15+ (7), Werowocomoco 100+, total 2115+ [...]
Some of these bands are organized with incorporated charters, others are still
tribal Indians on state reservations; the Pamunkey and Mattaponi.” (p. 188)

The article also includes a map on p. 189, “Map of Eastern Virginia and North
Carolina Showing generalized distribution of Tribal Groups,” that places the
Mattaponi Tribe in its present location. 17

Speck 1925 While the existence of two Indian tribes, the Pamunkey and the Mattaponi, in
tidewater Virginia has been more or less generally known [... | Ttappears that at
least ten mixed groups exist in the same general localities where their ancestors
lived.'®

July 13, 1925 [... ] the Mattaponi Indians of the reservation in King William county [...] Chief
Custalov | i today that his tribe
and the Pamunkey tribe are the only ones to occupy reservations in Virginia. '

July 14, 1925 Chief George F. Custalo N ©f
Mattaponi Indian tribe, near Sweet Hall, Va. %

December 25, 1925 Numerous old residents of New Kent, King William and other counties in which
Winn and his people were known [...] Some of the witnesses were aged
members of the Indian tribes of the Mattaponi and Pamunkey, !

October 13, 1927 Mattaponi Tribe Celebrates the Date in Unique Fashion in King William Co.

Richmond, Oct. 12- American Indian Day was recently observed by the Indian
reservation on the Mattaponi river, in King William county. 2

Speck 1928 The Indians on the Mattaponi river, only about ten miles from the Pamunkey
[...] There are about 75 in the Mattaponi village near Wakema; [...] For good
reasons the Mattaponi may be classified definitely as a branch of the Pamunkey.
They have not only an absolutely identical cultural foundation, but are a member
of the same original political body divided from the main body by a distance of
ten miles, and occupying land which was evidently a portion of the original tract
reserved under the name of Pamunkey reservation. Their present reservation of

1S Will: - | ©22. King William County Will Book 3, King William County Court House, King William, Virginia.
17 Speck, Frank G., "The Ethnic Position of the Southeastern Algonkian,” American Anthropologist 26, no. 2 (1924): pp. 184-200.
1% Speck, Frank G., “The Rappahannock Indians of Virginia,” ed. F. W. Hodge, Indian Notes and Monographs 5, no. 3 (1925).

19 Staff, "Indians Protest Negroid Stigma," Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), July 13, 1925.

20 Staff, “Mattaponi Indian Chief Says Tribe Not Negroid,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), Tuly 14, 1925,

21 Staff, “Indian, Not Negro, Hence Marriage to White Lawful,” The Monitor (Omaha, NE), December 25, 1925,

22 Staff, “American Indian Day Is Observed,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport News, VA), October 13, 1927.
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Date Excerpt
almost 75 acres is on the south bank of the Mattaponi river, near the hamlet of
Wakema. Their own settlement is called Indian Town (fig. 25). (p. 254).

This publication contains approximately 15 photos documenting Mattaponi-
identified people and places (pp. 255-63).2

Sams 1929 As the colony developed the preponderance of power passed over to the
Virginians, and instead of the Indians assigning tracts to the Virginians, the
Virginians assigned tracts to them. These tracts were held by the State in trust for
the several tribes, so long as any members of them survived, and after their
removal or death, they became public property and were granted by the Colony
or the State, as other waste and unappropriated lands, to private persons. This
process covered a long period, and indeed, has not yet terminated, the
Pamunkeys and Mattaponis still so hold the land on which they live 24

February 21, 1930 [...] The Montague bill provides that courts of equity may determine which
members of the Mattaponi and Pamunkey tribes in King William County shall
be deemed "Tribal Indians," [...]2

October 18, 1931 [...] The Mattaponi, from their reservation on the Mattaponi River. 26

January 31, 1933 [... ] She I 2 he has been harried so much
with traffic tickets that she is going back to the Mattaponi reservation in
Virginia.” [... ¥

December 22, 1935 Chief O. T. Custlowj e, | th<

Mattaponi Indian Reservation in King William County. [...]%®
November 27, 1936 [...] Among the visitors were: Chief George Custalow
and four tribesmen from the Mattaponi reservation, 15
miles from Port Richmond, Va. [...]%

April 1, 1937 Chief Baby Miller, well known Southern lightweight boxer, was down in King
William county last week on a traiming trip. He had his headquarters [sic] at the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation and while there stayed with Chief O. T. Custalow

I

November 7, 1937 “The Mattaponi Reservation in King William County is governed by the chief
and the council - which make the tribal laws. The Mattaponis were one of the
tribes ruled by the great chief, Powhatan.

January 13, 1938 [... ] Mattaponi Tribe Indian Reservation, now located in King William County,
in the State of Virginia[...]*

B Speck, Frank G., “Chapters on the Ethnology of the Powhatan Tribes,” In Indian Notes and Monographs, edited by F. W. Hodge,
1(5), New York: Museum of the American Indian, 1928.

% Sams, Conway Whittle, The Conguiest of Virginia, The Second Attempt: AnAccount based on Original Documents, of the Attempt,
under the King’s form of Government, to found Virginia at Jamestown, 1606-1610, Norfolk, Virginia: Keyser-Doherty Printing
Corporation, 1929,

I Staff, “Approve Bill Increasing Pay to Injured,” Rickmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), February 21, 1930.

% Nettles, J. E., “Indian Encampment Forms Interesting Feature at Yorktown Sesquicentennial,” Newport News Daily Press
(Newport News, VA), October 18, 1931.

T Staff, “Traffic Ticket a Month Too Much For Nerves,” The Menasha Record (Menasha, W), January 31, 1933,

%8 Staff, “Mattaponi Chief Tells of Indian Lore,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 22, 1935.

2 Staff, “Chief Explains By 'Mike' as His Braves Dance,” The Morning News (Wilmingtor, DE), November 27, 1936.

30 Staff, “Puglist [sic; Pugilist] Trains In King William,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), April 1, 1937

3 Staff, “Did you Know That,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), November 7, 1937.

* Custalow, C. G. F., “Brief ‘History’ of Mattaponi Reservation,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), January 13, 1938.
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Date Excerpt

July 17, 1938 Yes, Indian Reservations in Virginial There are two of them, only a few miles
apart, and only 125 miles from Washington. The larger contains the Pamunkey
tribe, the other, the Mattaponi. [... ] The Mattaponi Reservation is on the
Mattaponi River, [... ] The way to reach the Mattaponi Reservation from the
Pamunkey is to retrace No. 293 to No. 30, tumn right to the Virginia historical
marker about the Mattaponies, [sic; Mattaponis] then tumn left. Going home, take
the same route you followed down. ¥

November 11, 1938 [...] A State fish hatchery operated largely by the Mattapom and Pamunkey
Indians of King William County. [...]%
April 10, 1939 “The Indian, the vanishing American, the aboriginal citizen,” the O. M-A-T

replied. "There are just a few of the noble red men who roamed our primeval
forests left. They abide with us in King William County on the banks of the
Pamunkey and Mattaponi Rivers. [...] "Every spring [ go down to Indian
Towne, the seat of government, and say "How' to my old friends, Chief Miles of
the Pamunkeys, Chief Custalow |GG
of the Mattaponis and Chief Bradby and Chief Adkins of the Chickahominies *

June 15, 1939 [... ] Mr. Mapp introduced his assistant, J. T. Myers, who told about the fish
hatcheries that had been established in King William County, one at the

Mattaponi Indian Reservation and one at the Pamunkey Indian Reservation. [... ]
36

Conclusion

The evidence summarized in this section demonstrates that a significant portion of known Mattaponi
ancestors lived “in a geographical area exclusively or almost exclusively composed of members of the
entity...”” (83.11 (b)(2)(1)). The recognition of the Mattaponi Indian Town as a reservation demonstrates
that authorities continued to acknowledge that the Tribe had “land set aside by a State™ that was being
utilized during this period (83.11 (b)(1)(ix)). Geographic clustering on the reservation and in off-reservation
enclaves demonstrates the presence of “social relationships connecting individual members™ (83.11
(b)(1)(i1)), “rates or patterns of informal social interaction that exist broadly among the members of the
entity” (83.11 (b)(1)(111)), and “shared or cooperative labor or other economic activity among members”™

(83.11 (M D)(av)).
Comnunity Ties

The Mattaponi Indian Tribe maintained ties internally and with other Virginia Indian communities
throughout this period. The tables below summarize the number of intratribal, intertribal, and non-Indian
unions entered by known Mattaponi community members; the dates and locations of known marriage
events in the community; and community members appearing in the documentary record for the first time
during this period, including any known births.>”

* Gray, Ralph, “Indian Reservation Nearby,” Evening Star (Washington D. C.), July 17, 1938.

3 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Is Planned,” The Chickahominy Sun (Providence Forge, VA), November 17, 1938.

¥ Golden, Robert, “O. M-A-T Traces Decline of Virginia's First Families.” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), April 10,
1939,

36 Staff, “Mapp Discusses Fish Problems with Ruritans,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), June 15, 1939.

7 Please note that in some cases, the birth certificates of individuals known to have been bormn on the Mattapori Indian Reservation
state they were born in King William County, which surrounds the Reservation. In these cases, the petition narrative and Family
Tree Maker database cite the source that specifies a birth took place on the Reservation in addition to the birth certificate.
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From the period from 1920 to 1939, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe continued to practice intermarriage and
patterned out-marriage. Such unions accounted for over 60% of known unions during this period. Such
endogamy rates result from a high level of social interaction and the presence of significant social
relationships connecting individual members.

Table B2-5. Community Ties, 1920-1939: Commnunity Unions. s
Total

Ehown Intratribal Unions Intertribal Unions Non-Indian Unions
Unions Unions Percentage Unions Percentage Unions Percentage
38 10 26.3% 13 34.2% 15 39.5%

Endogamy and patterned exogamy rates enhanced social bonds within the group and reinforced its linkages
with other Indian groups, particular other Powhatan Algonquian groups in Virginia. During this period,
Mattaponi tribal members intermarried with other tribal members in 10 instances and married with the
members of other Indian communities in 13, including unions to Pamunkey, Chickahominy, and
Rappahannock individuals. Several of these unions occurred in the District of Columbia and Philadelphia.
Those in District of Columbia were a part of a pattern that emerged in response to Virginia’s anti-
miscegenation policies, which banned interracial marriage.®  Additionally, marriages that took place in
Philadelphia offer further evidence of a Virginia Indian enclave which included members of the Mattaponi
Indian Tribe.*

Table B2-6. Community Ties, 1920-1939: Marriage E vents. ™!

Intratribal Unions Date Event Location

1 August 07, 19227 District of Columbia, USA
2

4 January 23, 1926% King William, VA

4

5 1930% Philadelphia, PA

6

7 October 22, 19344 District of Columbia, USA
8

9 August 04, 19381 Richmond, VA

10

Intertribal Unions Date Event Location

11 _ Tune 05, 192277 King William, VA

¥ All data is based on the Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s Family Tree Maker Database and associated vital records.

3 Rountree 1990: 223, 224,

40 That Virginia Indians utilized community networks to establish ties in Philadelphia, Permsylvania, is well documented. See, for
example: “Proposed Finding for Acknowledgment of The Pamunkey Indian Tribe (Petitioner #323),” 2014, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, p. 54; Mooney, I., (1907), "The Powhatan Confederacy, Past and Present,” dmerican Anthropologist 9(1): 129-152.

41 All data is based on the Mattaponi Indian Tribe’s Family Tree Maker Database and associated vital records. Please note: While
every effort has been made to identify the tribal affiliation of spouses, in some cases the Tribe does not have documentation to
substantiate spousal affiliation. In these cases, the individual has been treated as Non-Indian until such documentation is available.
# Staff, “Marriage Licenses,”, The Washingion Herald (Washington, D.C.), August 09, 1922,

# Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage License, King William County, |

* Ancestry.com Record for | - (2 ccessed on 6/15/2023]
# District of Columbia Application for Marriage (Washington, D.C.), [

Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Certificate, King William County, |

|I

+ Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage License, King William County, |
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November 09, 192448 New Kent, VA

April 06, 19274 District of Columbia, USA

Tanuary 07, 1928 King William, VA

February 02, 1929%! Manhattan, NY

August 06, 19293 District of Columbia, USA

March 11, 19313 District of Columbia, USA

March 28, 1931 District of Columbia, USA

June 12, 1931% District of Columbia, USA

Tune 11, 193457 District of Columbia, USA

* Ancestry.com Recard for | - |2cccssed on 6/12/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC,
National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, New Kent, Cumberland Magisterial District 0002, | N

[ _ :
* Ancestry.com Record for | - [~ccessed on 6/12/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DT,
National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, New Kent, Cumberland Magisterial District 0002, | N

|
% Ancestry.com Record for | - (2 cccssed on 6/12/2023] See also: Virginia Death Records (Commonwealth
of Virginia), Virginia Death Cerfificate, King William County, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, |

!| New York Marriage Records (State of New York), New York Marriage Index, New York City, Manhattan, |

|

* Staff, “Famous Red Families United by Marriage,” The Daily Notes (Canonsburg, PA), September 24, 1929. See also: Staff,
“Famous Red Families United by Marriage,” Tunkhannock New Age (Tunkhannock, PA), October 16, 1930.

53 Staff, “Pocahontas Becomes Bride,” Evening Star (Washington, D .C.), March 11, 1931.

* I - have Mattaponi ancestors, but we don't have the full linkage to the Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

% Ancestry.com Record for |- [2ccessed on 6/15/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National
Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County, West Point Magisterial District 51-6, | N N

]
%% Ancestry.com Record fo I - [2ccessed on 6/15/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC,
National Archives and Records Admimistration), 1940, Virginia, King William County, West Point Magisterial District 51-6,

Mattaponi Indian Reservation, | Stoff. “Indian Wedding Draws Throng,” The Evening Star
(Washington, D.C.), June 13, 1931.

*7 Ancestry.com Record for | . |2cccssed on 6/15/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC,
National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-1387, | S EEEEEEEE
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October 29, 1936% District of Columbia, USA
September 12, 19383 King William, VA
November 30, 193651 Henrico, VA

Non-Indian Unions Date Event Location

24 192082 Philadelphia, PA

25 May 12, 1920% Philadelphia, PA

26 September 25, 1920% District of Columbia, USA

27 192328 Philadelphia, PA

28 July 17, 192256 King William, VA

29 192387 Philadelphia, PA

30 May 18, 1925% Philadelphia, PA

31 August 21, 1927%° King William, VA

32 October 04, 19287 Philadelphia, PA

%% Ancestry.com Record for | - | 2cocssed 6/20/2023] See also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC,
National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William, West Point Magisterial District 51-6, |

!! Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Certificate, King William County, || N

[
U This individual has Mattaponi lineage. They are also affiliated with the Pamunkey Indian Tribe.
#! Virginia Marriage Records (Commenwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Certificate, King William County, | N

-

& Ancestry.com Record for |- (2cccssed on 6/12/2023] See also: Staff, “Marriage Licenses Tssued,” The
Philadelphia Inquirer (Philadelpha, PA), July 02, 1920.

& Ancestry.com Record for | [2ccessed on 6/12/2023]

 Staff, “Marriage License,”, The Evening Star (Washington, D.C.), Septemnber 26, 1920. See also: Permsylvama Death Records
(Commonwealth of Pennsylvania}, Pennsylvania Death Certificate, Beaver County, Rochester, |

| _ _

® Ancestry.com Record for |- (2cccssed on 6/12/2023] See also: Staff, “Marriage Licenses Issued,” The
Philadelphia Inquirer (Philadelpha, PA), July 01, 1922.

¢ Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Registry, King William County, |

|
¢ Ancestry.com Record for | . | 2ccessed on 6/12/2023]
% Pennsylvania Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), Pennsylvania Marriages, Philadelphia, Francisville County,

|
¢ Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virgina Marriage Certificate, King William County, |

! New Jersey Death Records (State of New Jersey), New Jersey Death Certificate, Atlantic County, Port Republic City, | R
I << @lso: US Decennial Census {(Washington DC, Nafional Archives and
Records Administration), 1930, Penmsylvania, Philadelphia, Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-755, | S
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33 Abt 19297 Philadelphia, PA

34 Abt 19307 Philadelphia, PA

35 Abt 19307 Caroline, VA

36 Abt 19317 Mattaponi Indian Reservation (King

William, VA)

August 29, 19337 Delaware, PA

38 August 29, 19387 Fairfax, VA

From the period from 1920 to 1939, approximately ~79 individuals were born in the Mattaponi community.
Of these were additions to the Allmond, Custalow, and Langston families. This information illustrates the
continuation of the tribal community between 1920 and 1939 and confirms the linkage between the
historical Mattaponi Indian Tribe and the contemporary community.

Table B2-7. Community Ties, 1920-1939: Birth Events.

Parents Total | Individuals Year | Event Location
1 1939 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation”™

1921 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation™

1929 | Philadelphia, PA™
1931
1932
1934

1 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia
County, Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-685, Sheet 15A, House 2430, Line 44.

72 US Decennial Census {(Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia
Magisterial District 51-675, Sheet 15A, House 2333, Line 28.

7 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, Caroline County,
Bowling Green Magisterial District 17-3, Sheet 20A, House 384, Line 15.

7* Virginia Death Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Death Certificate, Richmond, |
I << also: US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration),
1930, Permsylvania, Philadelphia, Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-975, | R

7 Pennsylvania Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), Pennsylvania Marriage Certificate, Philadelphia, | N

! Virginia Marriage Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Marriage Certificate, Fairfax County, |

e

T US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 61A, House 235, Line 38.

7% Virginia Death Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Death Certificate, King William County, West Point, |
L ]

7 US Decennial Census {(Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia
Magisterial District 51-700, Sheet 2A, House 2018, Lines 15-19.
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Parents Total | Individuals Year | Event Location

1935

7 1921 | Mattaponi Indian
1922 Reservation®
1923 | Mattaponi Indian
1925 Reservation®!
1926
1928
1934

3 1934 | Philadelphia, PA %
1936
1938

[

1935 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation®

I~

1921 | Pamunkey Indian
1923 | Reservation®™
1928

1935

1931 | Mattaponi Indian
1932 Reservation®
1935

1938

1939

o]

A

1929 | Philadelphia, PA®
1930

1934

1938

1920 | Mattaponi Indian
1922 Reservation®”
1923

1924

1926

1927

1929

1931

8 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 61B, House 236, Lines 44-49.

8l was bom in . See also: Virginia Death Records (Commonwealth of Virgima),
Virginia Death Certificate, King William County, Mattaponi Indlan Reservation, [

8 US Decenmial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Admimistration), 1940, Virginia, Pennsylvania,
Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-328, Sheet 8B, House 2604, Lines 41-43.

% Florida Death Records (State of Florida), Florida Death Certificate, Tampa, Hillsborough County, | -

g US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County.
West Point Magisterial District 51-7, Pamunkey Indian Reservation, Sheet 16 A, House 277, Lines 25-28.

# US Decermial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 61B, House 337, Lines 53-57.

8 US Decenmal Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Pennsylvania, Philadelphia
Magisterial District 51-1084, Sheet 5A, House 2921, Lines 17-20.

¥1'US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 6 1A, House 231, Lines 12-23.

>
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Parents Total Year Event Location

1933
1934

1936
1938

1932 | Mattaponi Indian

1933 Reservation®

1936

1936

1941

1922 | Mattaponi Indian

1923 Reservation®

1925 | Henrico, VA™

1928

1932 | Mattaponi Indian

1934 Reservation

1936

1938

1931 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation®

1936

1937

1923 | Mattaponi Indian

1926 Reservation™

1927 | Philadelphia, PA®

1929

1932 | Mattaponi Indian

1934 Reservation”

1938

8 US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1950, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-7, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 6, House 50, Lines 23-27.

¥ US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 0007, Sheet 8B, House 161, Lines 81-84.

0 Virginia Birth Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Birth Certificate, Henrico County, ]
' - have Mattaponi lineage, but we don't have the fill linkage to the Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

¥2US Decermial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1950, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-7, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 8, House 61, Line 21-24.

% US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 61 A, House 230, Lines 7-9.

% Virginia Birth Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Birth Certificate, King William @alavd 000

!! US Decenmal Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Pennsylvamia, Philadelphia,
Philadelphia Magisterial District 51-928, Sheet 2B, House 2618, Lines 53-56.

% US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1940, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 51-6, Mattaponi Indian Reservation, Sheet 6 1A, House 233, Lines 31-33.
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Parents Total Individuals Year Event Location

I 1 »

7 New Jersey Death Records (State of New Jersey), New Jersey Death Certificate, Atlantic County, Port Republic City, | N

!! US Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, King William County,

West Point Magisterial District 0007, West Point, Sheet 8B, House 162, Line 93.
% Penmsylvama Death Records (Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), Pennsylvania Death Certificate, Beaver County, Rochester,

T P

Virginia Birth Records (Commonwealth of Virgina), Virgima Birth Certificate, King William, Mattaponi Indian Reservation,

|
101 U.8. Social Security Applications and Claims Index (1936-2007), Virginia, King William County, Indian Town. || N

I

102 1JS Decennial Census (Washington DC, National Archives and Records Administration), 1930, Virginia, King William County,
West Point Magisterial District 0007, Sheet 9A, House 166, Lines 32-33.

193 This birth can be presumed to have taken place on the Mattapori Indian Reservation as it is recorded in Sweet Hall (Birth
Certificate for |GG Personal Papers: |
Virginia Birth Certificate, King William County, Sweet Hall, |

1™ Death Certificate for | —: Fcinsylvania Death Records (Commoenwealth of Permsylvaria),
Pennsylvania Death Records, Montgomery County, Meadowbrook , |

195 Death Certificate for | */ircinia Death Records (Commonwealth of Virginia), Virginia Death Certificate,
Henrico County, Richmond. |

108 S Decennial Census {Washington DC, National Archives and Records Admimistration), 1940, New Jersey, Camden,
Pennsauken County, District 4-104, Sheet 5A, House 1526, Ling 7-9.

197 Death Certificate for il Pennsylvania Death Records (Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), Pennsylvania Death

Certificate, Philadelphic, I
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1923 | Richmond, VA%

1920 | King William, VA

2 1920 | Mattaponi Indian
1927 Reservation'®

Mattaponi Indian
Reservation'™

1 1922 | Mattaponi Indian
Reservation'®?

1922 | Mattaponi Indian
1924 Reservation'®
1930 | Mattaponi Indian Reservation
104
Mattaponi Indian Reservation
105

106

1931 | Pennsauken, New Jersey
1932 | Philadelphia, PA07
1934

1937
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Date Excerpt
church letters in good standing from the Pamunkey Baptist Church. They consisted of the
following:

]

Report of Special Committee to Advise with Proposed Mattaponi Baptist Church, Dover
Association, 1933

Your committee appointed last year to advise with the proposed Mattaponi Baptist Church
as the proper method of organizing a Baptist church met with these people on Sunday
aftermoon, June 19, 1932 and before going into a business session conducted a service of
worship, at which time the Rev. Herbert R. Carlton brought a message on “What Baptist
Believe.” Following this service a business meeting was held, at which time the Mattaponi
Indian Baptist Church was organized, composed of twelve charter members, who presented
church letters in good standing from the Pamunkey Baptist Church. One Candidate was
received for baptism. Your Committee assisted in the framing and adoption of a suitable
Constitution.

Respectfully submitted,
Emmett Y. Robertson
L. Suddith

Herbert R. Carlton

35. L.H. Walton presented the main body of the report of the Committee on the Reception
of New Churches, which was adopted.

Report of the Committee on the Reception of New Churches

Your Committee on Reception of New Churches begs leave to report that one church, the
Mattaponi Indian Church, has made application for membership in the Dover Association.
The pastor and three members of this church have appeared before the Committee and
presented their church covenant, Articles of Faith, and Constitution. The Committee has
examined these, has found them satisfactory, and recommends that this church be admitted
to membership in the Dover Baptist Association.

L.H. Walton
Herbert R. Carlton
I.B. Gravatt
36. The Moderator welcomed the pastor of this church, Albert Nicolas Reynolds, and the

other delegates.
]

"' - ¢ History of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church,” Ca. 1932. Y ollcction.
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Date Excerit

37. The delegates from Samaria, Pamunkey, and Tsena Commoko Indian churches were
presented to the body 112

Records of the Dover Association provide clear evidence of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church’s strength
as a tribal institution.!* The Dover Association sponsored annual meetings attended by delegates from
each church where they reported on their congregations” attendance and activities, providing data on the
church officeholders (the Pastor, the Clerk, and the Treasurer), the number of individuals baptized, the total
number of members, and the Sundays of the month on which preaching occurred. The table below outlines
the annual Dover Association meetings, summarizes involvement from Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church
delegates, and collates the church data shared with the association each year.

12 “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1933-35,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.), Library of Virginia, Richmond,
VA, (p. 25, 19 of PDF).

112 Data from the Dover Association records appear throughout this petition as applicable. Please note that the common data
clements collected by Dover vary across time, and the tabular summaries in this petition will vary accordingly.
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Table B2-9. Community Institstions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Church Statistics. '
Year  Dover Meeting Delegates Pastor Clerk Treasurer Baptized Church Preaching
Membership | Days

1933 284
1934 24 2&4
1935 30 28&4
1936 33 2-4
1937 37 2-4
1938 40 3%
1939 40 13

114 «pMimutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1933-35,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.), Library of Virginia, Richmond, VA., 7, 69; 5, 54, 59; 5, 52, 54, 59 (PDF: 10, 41,
70, 96, 98, 108, 132, 133, 135).

“Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virgima 1936-41,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.), Library of Virgima, Richmond, VA., 5, 69; 5, 61, 5, 65; 5, 73 (PDF: 7, 39, 51, 79,
90, 120, 136, 170).

" N -  Non-Indian Spouse maried to Mattaponi Descendant, I G_—_——S—
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Dover Association Minutes show the regular attendance of delegates from the Mattaponi community at the
annual meeting. During this period, four delegates attended per year and for all years except for the first,
all delegates representing the Mattaponi Baptist Church were tribal members. These members would have
acted as representatives of the congregation at the association and their attendance would have required the
mobilization of tribal resources.

For all but its first year, the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church’s preacher was | - 2 triba1
member. For all the years recorded during this period, all other offices were held by members of the Tribe,
namely Chief | 2»d his wife. The church’s enrollment ranged from 24 to 40 over the 6 years
covered by these statistics, likely a product of individual congregants slow move to formal enrollment in
the Mattaponi church in the initial years after its establishment.'® This evidence further demonstrates the
existence of the Church as a distinctly Mattaponi institution, a reality further underscored by the Sunday
School statistics that also constituted a part of Dover records.

Sunday School statistics show that the Mattaponi Indian Church was operating its own Sunday School with
an average attendance of 26 to 30 attendees. This part of religious life was, like the church itself, overseen
by tribal members or their spouses. The regularity of Sunday School statistics is indicative of the strength
of the Church as an institution overall. The institution has persisted as a central feature of the Mattaponi
community since its founding.

Table B2-10. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Sunday School Statistics. 447 _ _
Year | Superintendent Secretary Treasurer No. of Average Total
Officers and | Attendance | Roll
Teachers

1933

_ 8 30 30
1934

| 8 33
1935

8

35 36
1936

7 26| 34

1937 7 28 32
1938

7 37

116 Generally, the Baptist Church in Virginia required dismission or the request of a formal letter of release from one congregation
before entry into another. In 1932, the Pamunkey Indian Baptist Church recorded 16 letters of dismissal and a membership loss of
13. See: “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1927-32.” Dover Baptist Association (Va.). Library of Virginia,
Richmond, Virginia; “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1933-35,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.), Library of
Virginia, Richmond, VA.

17 “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1933-35,” Dover Baptist Association (Va.), Library of Virginia, Richmond,
VA, 70,73;: 61,63, 61,63 (PDF: 42, 43, 99, 100, 136, 137); “Minutes of the Dover Baptist Association Virginia 1936-41,” Dover
Baptist Association (Va.), Library of Virginia, Richmond, VA., 70, 73; 62, 65; 71, 73, 75, 77 (PDF: 40, 41, 80, 81, 123, 124, 171,
172).

" O (M:tapon) wes marricd (o I
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Year | Superintendent Secretary Treasurer No. of Average Total |

Officers and | Attendance | Roll
Teachers

1939 |

7 30 33

During the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church’s first two years as an independent tribal institution, the Tribe
erected a church building on the reservation. From there, the Church featured regularly as a part of tribal
activities. The church was a space where tribal history took center stage and where the tribal community
and its supporters could gather (e.g., August 25, 1934; October 3, 1935). The church also constituted a
community cause, with members of the Tribe regularly participating in efforts to improve the property
(January 19, 1937). It is clear from these accounts that the church constituted a distinct and distinctly
Mattaponi institution throughout the period.

Table B2-11. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church.

Date
August 25, 1934

March 10, 1935

May 24, 1935
May 27, 1935

Excerpt

The program will include services at the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church at 11 A. M. and
2:30P. M

At the morning service, Chief Custalow
will deliver a historical address, recounting the tribe's history. There will be special music,
and a picnic lunch will be served on the grounds.

White friends of the tribe will be welcomed, Chief Custalow said. The chief extended a
special invitation to Richmonders who recently donated funds to re-build the church on the
reservation.!*?

The pulpit of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, located on the Mattaponi Indian
Reservation, will be filled today by the Rev. A. Nicholas Reynolds, former pastor of the
church. He will use as his subject “Watch-man! What of the Night?’

A large congregation is expected to be present to hear the former pastor who is very
popular amongst the Indians of the State. The service will begin promptly at 2 o'clock, 120

They [Mattaponi] worship at their own church, which is Baptist. [... ] 1%

Dedication services for the newly erected Mattaponi Indian Baptist church on the
reservation at Cohoke, were held yesterday moming and afternoon with representatives
from the Pamunkey, Chickahominy and Rappahannock Indian tribes present.

A. Nicholas Reynolds, who played a large part in soliciting funds for the erection of the
building preached the dedicatory sermon at the morning service and Lieutenant-Governor
James H. Price, and Dr. H. Eckenrode, historian of the state conservation and development
commission, spoke during the afternoon. Rev. Harvey H. Custalow

I ciing pastor, opened the service and presented the speakers.

Following the morning sermon Chief George F. Custalow |
I o the Mattaponi tribe, made a brief talk in appreciation of the work of the

19 Staff, “Mattaponi Tribe to Hold Homecoming Tomorrow,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), August 25, 1934,
See also: Staff, “Mattapomis Will Hold Homecoming,” Newport News Daily Dispeatch (Newport News, VA), August 26, 1934,
120 Staff, “Indian Baptist Church to Hear Dr. Reynolds,” Ric/mond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), March 10, 1935

121 Staff, “Colorful Ceremony Marks 'Discovery' of City in 1607, Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1935
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Date Excerpt
"pale faces" in contributing toward the completion of the building. The offering at the
service was given toward the payment of the remaining debt.

A plate luncheon was served by the Mattaponi Indians at noon to all those attending. 22

October 3, 1935 A special service will be held at 2:30 o'clock Sunday afternoon at Mattaponi Baptist church
when Rev. A. Nicholas Reynolds, former pastor and organizer of the church will be the
preacher and will take as his theme, “What Does the Church Offer the World?’

The sermon, which was first delivered on the occasion of the church's dedication on May
26, 1s to be repeated by request. The church 1s located on the Indian reservation and it is
expected that representatives of all the Indian tribes of the state will be present. 1%

January 19, 1937 [...] The proceeds will be shared by this circle and the Mottaponis. [ sic; Mattaponi] The
Indians wish to raise money for a fund to provide pews for their church which now has
only rude benches without backs. Since the Mattaponis are Baptists, the giving of a pageant
1n an Episcopal church is an outstanding example of interdenominational, as well as
mnterracial, co-operation. [... ] 1%

Mattaponi Indian School

During the period from 1920 to 1939, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe had dedicated educational institutions,
including a new school built in 1934 with funding from the state of Virginia.'®® The location of a school on
the reservation helped maintain community ties among Mattaponi children and fostered informal social
interaction, before and after the new building was erected. The table below documents the operation of the
Mattaponi Indian School between 1920 and 1939.

Table B2-12. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Mattaponi Indian School.

Date Excerpt
1920 Teachers in Special Schools
Mattaponi Indian School
Mrs.
1922 [Acts Passed by the General Assembly for 1922 show the State allocating money for the

maintenance of the Mattaponi Reservation School]
[...] For maintenance of schools for the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indians, not exceeding ...
2,500 007...11%

September 20, Chief George L. Nelson and other members of the Rappahannock tribe of Indians called on

1923 Governor Trinkle last week and presented a petition asking for an appropriation of $50,000
to construct a school for the children of the Rappahannock, Chickahominay [ sic;
Chickahominy], Pamunkey and Mattaponi Indian tribes. An annual appropriation of §5,000

122 Staff, “Church Dedicated for Indian Tribes,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), May 27, 1935.

123 Staff, “Mattaponi Baptists Will Hear Reynolds,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), October 3, 1935.

124 Staff, “Indians to Give Pageant Friday,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), January 19, 1937. See also: Staff, “Mattaponi
Tribe to Be Seen Here in Colorful Play,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), January 19, 1937.

125 Staff, “C. W. A. In County Making Big Improvements,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), Janary 25, 1934,

126 dnnual Report of the Superintendent of Public Instruction of the Commonwealth of Virginia with Accompanying Documents:
Sehool Year 1920-21, Vol. IV No. 2, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom, Supenintendent of Public Printing, September 1922.

127 Acts and Joint Resolutions (Amending the Constitution) of the General Assembly of the State of Virginia: Session Which
Commenced at the State Capitol on Wednesday, January 11, 1922, Richmond, Virginia: Davis Bottom, Superintendent of Public
Printing, 1922.
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for maintenance also 1s asked for. The school 1s to be located near the intersection of Essex
and King William counties, the most central location.1?®

April 11, 1929 The letter and poems reproduced below are compositions of pupils in the school on the
Mattaponi Indian Reservation taught by Miss Leila McCanna. The poems and letters are
just as written by the pupils %

September 18, The Mattaponi Indian School opened for the 1930-31 session on Monday, September 15,
1930 with Mrs. R. M. Pilcher, of Sweet Hall, as teacher. 1*°

January 25, 1934 The Civil Works Administration of King William County reached its peak last week when
a total of approximately 350 men were paid about $3,500.00 for work done on the different
projects throughout the county and West Point.

[...] At both Indian Reservations work has been going on under the direction of the Civil
Works Admiinistration [sic]. On the Mattaponi Reservation a new school is being built. 13!

December 16, 1937 | The pupils of the Mattaponi Indian Reservation School will present a Christmas pageant in
the school on Sunday, Dec. 19, at 2 P. M. The pupils having parts in the program are:

I 1 <:<senting Joscph,
I (c»:csnting: )Mary. I

|

For 1936 and 1937, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe has detailed records of school attendance. The table below
records the names of the 17 students who attended the Mattaponi Indian School at this time, all but one of

whom (I - < known members of the community.

Table B2-13. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Mattaponi Indian School Attendance Records.
Student Name 1936 1937

133

A i e
A A A s A

128 Staff, “State Briefs,” The Virginia Star (Culpeper, VA), September 20, 1923,

122 Staff, “Fine Work Shown by Reservation Pupils,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), April 11, 1929,

130 Staff, “Indian School Opens,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), September 18, 1930.

131 Staff, “C. W. A. In County Making Big Improvements,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), Janary 25, 1934,

132 Staff, “To Present Pageant,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), December 16, 1937.

132 Virginia Daily Attendance Register and Record of Class Grades for Mattaponi Indian Reservation School in the County or City
of King William for Year 1936-1937, (1936 - 1944, Box 3, Folder 6, Reports and Registers: Daily Attendance and Grades
[Mattaponi], Indian School Files, 1936-1968 (Accession 29632), State Government Records Collection. Library of Virginia,
Department of Education, Richmond, Virginia.
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Student Name 1936 1937

AOAA A A A A A A A
R L A L e

Maitaponi Hatchery

In a shared effort to maintain native species in Virginia waters, the state of Virginia partnered with the
Mattaponi Indian Tribe to establish a shad and herring hatchery on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation (e.g.,
November 11, 1938, March 23, 1939). The creation of the hatchery, documented in the table below,
institutionalized a longstanding Mattaponi subsistence strategy of replenishing shad and herring
populations in the Mattaponi river adjacent to the reservation.

Table B2-14. Community Institutions and Organizations, 1920-1939: Mattaponi Hatchery.

Date Excerpt

November 11, A State fish hatchery operated largely by the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indians of King

1938 William County will be put into operation by the Commission of Fisheries next spring in
an effort to replenish Virginia rivers with shad and herring. Commissioner G. Walter Mapp
announced yesterday.

[... ] Plans for the enterprise were made by Mapp on a recent trip to King William County,
in which he conferred with Chief Custalo
of the Mattaponi tribe and Chief Bradby of the Pamunkey tribe. 1

November 17, Hatching out shad and herring in “incubators” under the watchful eye of fish experts will
1938 constitute one of the newest and most novel industries in this section, with the
establishment of a fish hatchery in King William County within a short time.

The hatchery is scheduled to begin operation here with the beginning of the spring ruin of
shad and herring, according to an announcement made late last week by G. Walter Mapp,
head of the Virginia Commission of Fisheries, after a trip to King William County.

On his visit here, Mr. Mapp conferred with Chief Custalow |

of the Mattaponi Indian tribe, and Chief Bradby, of the Pamunkey tribe.
After this conference it was decided that the operation of the project would be in close co-
operation with the members of these two groups. The members of the two tribes will be
given a bounty for each ‘ripe” shad and herring delivered to the hatchery. [...] 1%

March 9, 1939 [...] The Indians will be paid a bounty for each "ripe" fish delivered at the hatchery and the
stripping and hatching will be carried on under the supervision of the commission. Another

134 Staff, “Fish Hatchery to Be Manned with Indians,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), November 11, 1938.

135 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Is Planned,” The Chickahominy Sun (Providence Forge, VA), November 17, 1938.See also: Staff, “Indians
to Man Fish Hatchery,” The Gloucester Mathews Gazete Jowrnal (Gloucester, VA), November 17, 1938.
Staff, “Shad, Herring Hatchery Will Be Established in King William County,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), November
17, 1938.
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Date Excerpt
unit in the project 1s proposed for the Mattapom reservation, but it is not expected to be
ready for use this season. -Tidewater Review, West Point, Va. 136

March 23, 1939 Mattaponi Indian Reservation - O. T. Custalow
has charge of the building of the new fish hatchery at the Reservation. The hatchery 1s
being built y [sic] the State and will be enlarged in the future if satisfactory results are
obtained. 137

April 1, 1939 [...] So suc-cessful [sic] was this work last year under the competent management of I. T.
Meyer, inspector, that I have made him superintendent of hatchery work in Virginia and we
already have two additional hatcheries; one on the Mattaponi and the other on the
Pa-munkey [sic; Pamunkey] and are seeking sites for the proper locations on the
Piankatank and on some branch of the Potomac in Westmoreland county, in the Colonial
Beach section. 1%

June 15, 1939 [... ] Mr. Mapp introduced his assistant, J. T. Myers, who told about the fish hatcheries that
had been established in King William County, one at the Mattaponi Indian Reservation and
one at the Pamunkey Indian Reservation. [... ]

Conclusion

These tribal institutions described above were exclusively or almost exclusively made up of members of
the Mattaponi Indian Tribe and demonstrate “social relationships connecting individual members™ (83.11
(b)(1)(i1)) and *“rates or patterns of informal social interaction™ (83.11 (b)(1)(iii)), such as those among
schoolmates and regular church congregants. They also offer evidence of “shared or cooperative labor”
(83.11 (b)(1) (iv)) in the fundraising, maintenance, and stafting efforts required to support these community
institutions and organizations. The Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church clearly exemplifies “shared sacred or
secular ritual activity” (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)). All these social, spiritual, and economic practices collectively
demonstrate the “persistence of a collective identity” (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)) and constitute “distinct community
social institutions™ (83.11 (b)(2)(iv)).

Community Activities

Members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe consistently participated in shared activities during this period,
cooperating for the good of the Mattaponi people and acting in collaboration to support the wider Virginia
Indian community. Throughout this time, Mattaponi people continued to observe annual traditions such as
Homecoming and the tax tribute ceremony and engage in internal and external efforts to preserve and
educate others about distinctive Mattaponi practices. These activities demonstrate consistent interaction
and significant social relationships among members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe.

Economic Cooperation and Livelihood Strategies

A central component of social relationships and community activities in the Mattaponi Indian Tribe is the
widescale participation in economic cooperation and shared livelihood strategics, which appears in written
evidence in the 1920-1939 period. The cooperative labor of Mattaponi people occurred primarily through

136 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Projects Underway,” The Gloucester-Mathews Gazette-Journal (Gloucester, VA), March 9, 1939 See
also: Staff, “Fish Hatchery Project Busy,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), March 2, 1939,

137 Aumack, Billy, “The Notebook Reveals,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), March 23, 1939.

138 Staff, “Repletion Of Shad Industry One of Goals of Commission, Mapp Says in Radio Address.” Newport News Daily Press
(Newport News, VA), April 1, 1939.

132 Staff, “Mapp Discusses Fish Problems with Ruritans,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), Tune 15, 1939.
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activities such as logging and fish cultivation, including “fishing parties™ (May 24, 1935) and the
maintenance of a hatchery on the reservation (e.g., November 17, 1938, April 1, 1939).

Table B2-15. Community Activities, 1920-1939: Economic Cooperation and Livelihood Strategies.

Date Excerpt

1920 ca. Chief Webster Custalow | ¢ had spent 45
years supplying pulpwood to the West Point mill.
[... "My father, Chief George Forest Custalow | N
I brought the first load of pulpwood to Elis Olsson when he bought the paper mill in
West Point in 1917," the Chief said.
[...]
"T used to sit next to my father and we carried the wood down with a team of horses in an
old wood wagon. I was just a boy back then. [... ] My father was a close friend of Elis
Olsson, and the Mattaponi reservation was the main source of wood in those days.”

[...] The first sticks of wood that went into Olsson's new paper pulp machine came from
the woods behind the Mattaponi Indian museum. At one time the Chief's father was the
sole wood agent for Mr. Olson," the chief said.

In 1925 his father purchased a Model-T Ford truck and the young man drove the first load,
a half cord of pine, into the mill himself.

[... ] In those days he and his father and his brothers chopped down every tree themselves
with an old-fashioned ax and cut the wood into 8-foot lengths, later changing to five-foot
lengths better suited to trucks. Later they used a one man "buck"” saw, and even later the
two- man saw came into use. The new saws were a big improvement over the old ax
because they left the tree in better condition.

They were strong men and they worked hard to meet the needs of the new mill. Chief
Custalow and his brothers could saw a log and heave it up on the truck by themselves.
They worked long and hard hours every day of the year bringing in the wood. 11

May 14, 1932 [...] Winston Montegue, attorney for Custalowe [sic; Custalow], said he understood the
Mattaponis had been selling fish here for a long time. [...] %

November 17, Hatching out shad and herring in “incubators™ under the watchful eye of fish experts will

1938 constitute one of the newest and most novel industries in this section, with the

establishment of a fish hatchery in King William County within a short time. 142

The hatchery is scheduled to begin operation here with the beginning of the spring run of
shad and herring, according to an announcement made late last week by G. Walter Mapp,
head of the Virginia Commission of Fisheries, after a trip to King William County.

On his visit here, Mr. Mapp conferred with Chief Custalow | R

of the Mattaponi Indian tribe, and Chief Bradby, of the Pamunkey tribe.
After this conference it was decided that the operation of the project would be in close co-
operation with the members of these two groups. The members of the two tribes will be
given a bounty for each ‘ripe’ shad and herring delivered to the hatchery.” [...] '

140 Buxton, M. W., “One Woman's Opinion,” Southside Sentinel (Urbanna, VA), November 7, 1996.

141 Staff, “Judge Rules Fisherman May Peddle His Catch in Richmond,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), May 14,
1932,

142 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Is Planned,” The Chickahominy Sun (Providence Forge, VA), November 17, 1938.

143 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Is Planmed,” The Chickahominy Sun (Providence Forge, VA), November 17, 1938; See also: Staff, “Indians
to Man Fish Hatchery,” The Gloucester Mathews Gazete Jowrnal (Gloucester, VA), November 17, 1938.
Staff, “Shad, Herring Hatchery Will Be Established in King William County,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), November
17, 1938,
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Date Excerpt
March 9, 1939 [...] The Indians will be paid a bounty for each "ripe” fish delivered at the hatchery and the
stripping and hatching will be carried on under the supervision of the commission. [... ] 1%

April 1, 1939 “For myself, [ am pleas-ed, as a matter of historic justice to the tribes of a vanishing race,
that these hatcheries will serve to furnish employment and sustenance to the small number
of Indians now remain-ing on the head waters of our streams which for hundreds of years
their an-cestors have navigated and fished.” [...] %

Social Cooperation and Mutual Aid

The Mattaponi Indian Tribe worked together to raise funds, hosting events to benefit tribal institutions such
as the Church (e.g., May 13, 1932) and collaborated with the non-Indian community to raise funds for the
other churches as well as their own (e.g. December 9, 1937; January 19, 1937). The efforts of its members
show a commitment and willingness to contribute time, resources, and expertise to bolster the community’s
wellbeing.

Table B2-16. Community Activities, 1920-1939: Secial Cooperation and Munial Aid.
Date Excerpt
May 13, 1932 The pageant is being staged here for the benefit of the building fund for a church on the
Mattaponi reservation. For years, it is understood, the Indians there have wanted an
adequate church and they are taking this means of raising the necessary amount of
money.14

December 9, 1937 | The pageant deals with the life of the Mattaponi Indians. The proceeds will go to the
building fund of Memorial M. E. Church. 147

January 19, 1937 Chief Custalow | ©f the Mattaponi Indians
of Virginia, will bring members of his tribe from the Mattaponi reservation to Richmond to
present a historical pageant Friday night at 8:15 o'clock at St. Mark's Episcopal Church.

[... ] The pageant is being given under the auspices of the Business Women's Circle of St.
Mark's Church, of which Mins Kate Mason Brown is president. The proceeds will be
shared by this circle and the Mattaponis. The Indians wish to raise money for a fund to
provide pews for their church which now has only rude benches without backs.!#®

Annual Homecoming

Homecoming is an annual church-based event at which the Mattaponi tribal community gathers and
frequently hosts members of neighboring communities. The table below documents Homecoming services
and celebrations that occurred during this period that were hosted or attended by the Mattaponi community
at the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church.

144 Staff, “Fish Hatchery Projects Underway,” The Gloucester-Mathews Gazette-Journal (Gloucester, VA), March 9, 1939.

145 Staff, “Repletion Of Shad Industry One of Goals of Commission, Mapp Says In Radio Address,” Newport News Daily Press
(Newport News, VA), April 1, 1939

146 Staff, “Western Chief to Take Part in Indian Play,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 13, 1932,

147 Staff, “Pageant to Be Given by Mattaponi Indians,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), December 9, 1937.

148 Staff, "Indians to Give Pageant Friday," Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), January 19, 1937.
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Table B2-17. Community Activities, 1920-1939: Anmual Homecoming.

Date
August 25, 1934

August 29, 1935

August 16, 1936

August 21, 1937

August 26, 1937

Excerpt
Annual home-coming exercises will be held tomorrow at the Mattaponi Indian reservation
in King William County, twelve miles this side of West Point.

The program will include services at the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church at 11 A. M. and
2:30P. M

At the morning service, Chief Custalow
will deliver a historical address, recounting the tribe's history. There will be special music,
and a picnic lunch will be served on the grounds.

White friends of the tribe will be welcomed, Chief Custalow said. The chief extended a
special invitation to Richmonders who recently donated funds to re-build the church on the
reservation. 14

As usual the Mattaponi Indians held their annual home coming day, Sunday, August 25.
Between three and four hundred were present, including a great number of our pale face
friends from West Point. The forenoon service was conducted by Rev. H. N. Custalow
I (e hich dinner was served at one
o’clock. The Rev. Baker, of Richmond, preached the afternoon sercon [ sic] at 2:30 using as
his topic, “The Fall of Man Today.” Assistant chief, O. T. Custalow

[
I (1 delivered the ‘Historical and Welcome Address.” '

Chickahominy Indians will close their revival services today at Samaria Indian Baptist
Church on the Mattaponi Reservation, where the tribe has celebrated a church home
coming in the last week.

Twenty Indians were converted at the twice-daily services, which attracted large numbers
of Chickahominy tribesmen. The services were conducted by the Rev. Harvey N. Custalow

Visitors from Richmond, counties
adjoining the reservation and other parts of the State also attended the meetings.

Chief George I. Custalow I ! the Mattaponi
Indians and many members of his tribe also attended the home-coming services during the
first of the week 13!

Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, located in King William County, announced today that
their annual home-coming day will be held tomorrow.

Services will be held at 10:30 A. M. Sunday, at which time the acting pastor, Harvey N.
Custalow | || prcach. [...] 1%

[...] Mr. and Mrs. R. P. Hart and children and Mr. and Mrs. George Trevilian and children
attended the home-coming service at the Mattaponi Indian Reservation Sunday
afternoon.!

149 Staff, “Mattaponi Tribe to Hold Homecoming Tomorrow,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), August 25, 1934. See
also Staff, “Mattaponis Will Hold Homecoming,” Newport News Daify Dispatch (Newport News, VA), August 26, 1934,

130 Staff, “Home Coming Day Held on Mattaponi,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August 29, 1935,

151 Staff, “Chickahominy Indians to End Revival Today,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), August 16, 1936.

132 Staff, “Home-Coming Day Set at Mattapori,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), August 21, 1937, See also: Staff,
“Cologne News,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August 26, 1937.

133 Staff, “Cologne News,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August 26, 1937.
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Historic Preservation and Cultural Education

Between 1920 and 1939, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe spent considerable time and resources making
presentations and performances, on and off the reservation, to educate non-Mattaponi people about the
Tribe’s culture and history. Examples of cultural education activities documented in the table below include
presentations at schools (e.g., December 22, 19335), dances (e.g., August 18, 1932), and historical pageants
(e.g., May 13, 1932, January 19, 1937), including the highly publicized sesquicentennial anniversary of the
Continental Army’s victory over Britain organized by the Yorktown Sesquicentennial Association (e.g.,
October 18, 1931). At such events, Mattaponi tribal leaders frequently addressed the public as
representatives of the community and educators (e.g., August 18, 1937). In addition to these external
presentations, during this period anthropologist Frank Speck (1925) documented ongoing efforts among
tribal members to teach and learn distinctive practices, including the creation of pottery and woven feather

clothing.

Table B2-18. Community Activities, 1920-1939: Historic Preservation and Cultural Education.

Date
September 12, 1921

1925

August 21, 1925

October 13, 1927

Excerpt
[This article was written by and submitted to the newspaper by the Rappahannock Indian
Association.

[...] About four o'clock the three nations representing a part of King Powhatan's
aboriginal tribes started, the Pamunkeys, led by Chief G. W. Cooke and wife, who came
in advance of his tribe, and Chief George F. Custalow |

and wife led the procession of autos of the Mattaponis, and Chief O. W.
Atkins, of the Chickahomies [sic; Chickahominys], with a full representation of his tribe,
and the appearance of the three nations.

[... ] Chief Geo. F. Custalow, of Mattaponi tribe, who is a fine business man, was also
one of the speakers.

At might moving pictures were shown. There was some fine music. After the show the
Rappahannocks, Pamunkeys and Mattaponies [sic; Mattaponis] went to the home of
Samuel C. Nelson for a watermelon feast and an enjoyable time spent. [... ] 13

[...]1 have heard that in her younger days [J. R. Nelson’s wife] had seen the woven
turkey-feather articles which are still known among the Pamunkey and the Mattaponi.

[..]

It is indeed unfortunate that some vestiges of clay-working did not continue until a later
day, at least in memory, as they have among the Pamunkey and the Mattaponi.'3

On Wednesday of last week some folks from this community motored to the Pamunkey
and Mattaponi Indian Reservations. Those who went were: Mr. E. L. Young and family,
Mrs. E. K. Terry, Miss Hawsie Terry Mr. and Mrs. Ellis Marshall, Mrs. Tommie
Marshall, Mr. W. T. Mooklar and Mr. Gay Powell. In spite of the fact that the weather
was unsettled and the crowd small, we had a very delightful time on our picnic. It was
interesting to see the old relics with which the Indians fought, and we returned home that
evening bringing with us many souvenirs. [...]!%

Mattaponi Tribe Celebrates the Date in Unique Fashion in King William Co.

154 Staff, “The Indian Celebration in Caroline,” The Daily Star (Fredericksburg, VA), September 12, 1921.
135 Speck, Frank G., “The Rappahannock Indians of Virginia,” ed. F. W. Hodge, Indian Notes and Monographs 5, no. 3 (1925),

69-70.

136 Staff, “Mangohick,” West Point News (West Point, VA), August 21, 1925
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Date Excerpt

Richmond, Oct. 12- American Indian Day was recently observed by the Indian
reservation on the Mattaponi river, in King William county.

[... ] Chief George F. Custalow | < (icr the
feast, spoke to the Indians, telling them why American [sic, Indian] Day should be
observed. [...]1¥

August 29, 1929 Chief Goerge F. Custalow I NN, © | (h<
Mattaponi Indian Tribal Reservation, has announced that his tribe will give an
entertamnment at the Reservation Park on Saturday, from 3:30 o’clock, to 11:00 o’clock
p- m. The Chief says it will be a Real American Indian Show, together with many other
amusements which the Indians have here-to-fore presented the public which 1s especially
invited to be present on this occasion.

The Chief said “I am not trying to cut rival our brother tribe, the Pamunkey Indians, but [
assure all those that come a good time.” 1*®

May 23, 1931 Where white men first made friends with the red chieftain, Powhatan, on May 23, 1607,
their coming will be observed with Indian dances, music and addresses by leaders of
both races this afternoon. The ceremonies marking the 324th anniversary of the arrival of
Englishmen at the site of Richmond will begin at Powhatan Hill Park at 3 o'clock under
the auspices of the Powhatan Hill Memorial Association.

[... ] Lieutenant-Governor James H. Price will preside, and Dr. Hugh J. Eckenrode, State
Histerian, will deliver the principal address. Chief Custalow |

I of the Mattaponi tribe will also talk.

[... ] Dances in Indian costume will be given by members of the Chickahominy,
Pamunkey and Mattaponi tribes. 1%

May 23, 1931 [...] The Powhatan Hill Memorial association is sponsoring the celebration, over which
Lieutenant Governor James H. Price will preside. Dr. H. I. Eckenrode, state historian,
and Chief Custalon | | the Mattaponi
tribe will be the principal speakers. Members of the Mattaponi, Chickahominy, and
Pamunkey tribes will participate in the dances and the Richmond Light Infantry Blues
band will furnish music. [... ] 1%

October 16, 1931 [The Yorktown Sesquicentennial Association was chartered by the Commonwealth of
Virginia and a congressional resolution created the United States Yorktown

Sesquicentennial Commission. These bodies oversaw the sesquicentennial observations
described here.]

Indian Village: Descendants of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Tribes of Indians which
inhabited the Colonial Tidewater section of Virginia in the earliest days. [... ] (Note:
These descendants of the aborigines now occupy reservations allotted by the State of
Virginia for their exclusive use.) 1%

October 16, 1931 [...] The Indian village promises to be one of the features of the celebration. Descendants
of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi tribes which inhabited the Colonial tidewater section of

157 Staff, “American Indian Day Is Observed,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport News, VA), October 13, 1927.

138 Staff, “Mattaponi Indians to Stage Entertainment,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August 29, 1929,

139 Staff, “Powhatan Hill Celebration to Be Held This Afternoon,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), May 23, 1931.

160 Staff, “Price Will Preside Over Indian Party,” The Staunton News Leader (Stauntor, VA), May 23, 1931.

181 Official Program of the Yorktown Sesquicentennial, Yorktown Sesquicentennial Association, Virgina: Lewis Printing Co. Inc.,
1931, 37; See also: Staff, “Special Events Scheduled for First Day of Sesqui,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport News, VA),
October 16, 1931.
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Date Excerpt
Virginia in the earliest days will be in this village to show visitors ancient war and
ceremonial dances of the tribes and to exhibit specimens of Indian handicraft. [...] 62
October 18, 1931 The Yorktown Sesquicentennial Association was chartered by the Commonwealth of

Virginia and a congressional resolution created the United States Yorktown
Sesquicentennial Commission. These bodies oversaw the sesquicentennial observations
described here.

“[...] The Mattaponi, from their reservation on the Mattaponi River, the Chickahominy
and Pamunkey Indians from their reservations on the Peminsula, dressed in their tribal
ormaments, dance their ceremonial rituals to the sound of the tom-tom.

[... ] The three tribes were invited by the Sesquicentennial Association to come to
Yorktown as an appropriate feature of the Colonial exhibit.

Accorded all the honor of kings in their own reservations, the Indian chiefs hold sway in
their small dominion on the Sesquicentennial grounds. Ruling over the Mattaponi Tribe

is Chief Tecumseh |GGG <1 s valint
assistant Hos-ki-no-wa-na-ah [ | | '

October 22, 1931 [...] The colonial fair and harvest festival, with many interesting exhibits, including an
Indian village of the Mattaponi and Pamunkey tribes, was a feature of much interest to
many attendants of the celebration. [...] %

October 29, 1931 The Sesquicentennial held at Yorktown last week was a great event, and of much
interest, featuring the early colonial days and the surrender of Cornwallis, to General
George Washington. I am glad to say that this celebration would not have been complete
without the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indians. Fourteen members of the Mattaponi Tribe
with their chief, George I. Custalow | NN
and assistant chief, O. T. Custalow , who was
the announcer of the Indian program, also the leader of many of the dances, participated.
The program opened at 9:30 o’clock in the morning with the welcome dance put on by
the Mattaponi tribe. At 1 o’clock the ceremony dance was introduced by the Mattaponi
tribe. [...] The Pamunkeys put on several interesting plays and dances under the
direction of Chief Miles. Chief Adkins of the Chickahominy put on several of his dances
also.163

May 13, 1932 Chief Kiutus Tecumseh of the Wanatchee tribe of Indians of Washington State will be a
guest performer in the pageant, "In the Days of Powhatan," to be presented by the
Mattaponi Indians tonight at 8 o'clock at the City Auditorium.

The Western chieftan, [sic] widely known radio singer, will sing several Indian love
songs, while opposite him will be the daughter of Chief Custalow

I ! the Mattaponi tribe from King William County.

The pageant 1s being staged here for the benefit of the building fund for a church on the
Mattaponi reservation. For years, it is understood, the Indians there have wanted an
adequate church and they are taking this means of raising the necessary amount of
money.

162 Staff, “Fair Is Interesting Feature,” Richmond Times Dispateh (Richmond, VA), October 16, 1931.

163 Nettles, I. E., “Indian Encampment Forms Interesting Feature at Yorktown Sesquicentennial,” Newpori News Daily Press
(Newport News, VA), October 18, 1931.

164 Staff, “Hoover Present Monday,” The Gloucester Gazette (Gloucester, VA), October 22, 1931.

185 Staff, “Account Related of Indians' Participation in Sesqui Program,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), October 29,
1931.
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Date Excerpt
[... ] All of the performers in the pageant to follow will be members of the Mattaponi
tribe who took leading roles in the Indian Village at Yorktown during the recent
sesquicentennial celebration. 1%

August 18, 1932 The Boy Scouts from Norfolk who have been camping at Gloucester Point for several
weeks, and who have been in charge of Mr. Williams, called on Assistant Chief
Hoskinowanaoh,
of the Mattaponi tribe of Indians, to light the campfire, performing the Indian
ceremonies. The assistant chieftain opened the ceremonies with the tribal prayer,
invoking the Great Spirit from the four winds. These rites were followed by a ceremony
dance. Deerfoot and Minnehaha
I :rticipated in the dance while the squaw, Wahwahtase

beat the tom-tom. Minnehaha, 10-year-old daughter of the
chief, performed the princess dance around the campfire, while Deerfoot gave a snappy
demonstration of the buck dance ¢’

December 22, 1932 Twelve members of the Mattaponi Tribe of Indians took part in the celebration and
parade, which began on Chimborazo Park, ending at 17th street, the old market on Dec.
9.

Chief Geo. I'. Custalow I o rcsent.
Asst. Chief O. T. Custalow | - o< of the
speakers on this occasion, which went on the air. After the speaking was over, The
Mattaponi Tribe under the direction of Asst. Chief O. T. Custalow was called on to
perform the Indian welcome dance in honor of Col. Saunders, Mayor Bright, Hon. Harry
M. Smith and wife, Prof. Lyon G. Tyler and many others of the prominent guests and
speakers including Pres. Henry Weinberg and members of the Down Town and Old
Market Association, 1%

May 24, 1935 When the winds abated somewhat, a group of Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indians
executed a snake dance. Chief O. T. Custalow
of the Mattaponis led the dance. A large group, including young women, were garbed in
tribal costumes with feathered headdress, giving the scene a picturesque background. 16

December 22, 1935 Chief O. T. Custlow I ©f the Mattaponi
Indian Reservation in King William County came to Richmond Friday and spoke to the
pupils of Bellevue primary school. The chief, attired in his tribal regalia, explained
Indian lore to the children and sang the Indian ‘Princess Song’ and the “War Song.” The
Mattaponi and the Pamunkey tribes are the only Indians in Virginia living on certified
reservations. - Staff Photo. 17

May 24, 1935 Subtitle: “Mattaponis and Pamunkeys Join in Celebration of Smith’s Visit Here”

Mayor Bright, in the role of the Great White Father of Richmond, joined with
descendants of Indian tribes yesterday on Powhatan's Hill to commemorate the time 328
years ago when, only eight days after landing at Jamestown, Captain John Smith and

party visited the great Chief Pow-hatan and became the first white men ever to reach the
site of Richmond.

166 Staff, “Western Chief to Take Part in Indian Play,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 13, 1932,

167 Staff, “Mattaponi Indian Chief Conducts Lighting of Campfire for Scouts,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August
18, 1932.

168 Staff, “Mattaponi Indians in Market Celebration at Richmond,” The Tidewater Review {West Point, VA), December 22, 1932,
189 Staff, “Colorful Ceremony Marks Discovery' of City in 1607,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1935,

170 Staff, “Mattaponi Chief Tells of Indian Lore,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 22, 1935.
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[... ] When the winds abated somewhat, a group of Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indians
executed a snake dance. Chief O. T. Custalow | NN
of the Mattaponis led the dance. A large group, including young women, were garbed in
tribal costumes with feathered headdress, giving the scene a picturesque background.

[...] Of this number the Mattaponis, believed to be part of the Pamunkey tribe, still live
on the Pamunkey [sic] River and live largely by trapping, fishing and conducting fishing
parties. They are ‘reservated Indians’ of the treaty of 1677, paying no taxes. They
worship at their own church, which is Baptist.[...]*"!

June 27, 1935 Subtitle: “Members of Mattaponi Tribe Offer Play Based on History of American
Indian”

[... ] A play, based on the history of the early American Indian will be presented at
Stockton Street Baptist Church tomorrow evening at 8 o'clock by Chief O. T. Costello

and members of the Mattapoini [ sie;
Mattaponi] tribe. The Indians will be dressed in native costumes. [...] 1

May 24, 1936 Subtitle: “Pamunkeys, Mattaponis Gather on Powhatan Hill, Which Captain Smith
Climbed 300 Years Ago—Mavbe”

[...] The program was arranged without a principal speaker, but Chief Costello | N
who is a striking figure in his red velvet jacket all
trimmed with flashing braid and set with Indian beads, delightfully upset this calculation.

[ ]

He said he was proud to be there: that the Indians from his tribe (the Mattoponi) [ sic;
Mattaponi] and those from the Pamunkey's, he knew were proud of the privilege of
keeping alive something about Indians.

[...] The crowd applauded and Sam Woody, who was master of ceremonies in the
absence of Mayor Bright, said that Chief Costello [sie; Custalow] had a fine attitude and
that the world would be better off if others shared the chief's peaceful, friendly views. ™

January 19, 1937 Chief Custalow NN ! the Mattaponi Indians of
Virginia, will bring members of his tribe from the Mattaponi reservation to Richmond to
present a historical pageant Friday night at 8:15 o'clock at St. Mark's Episcopal Church.
The chief plans to give a brief talk on the history of his people, as an introduction to the
pageant.

[... ] The proceeds will be shared by this circle and the Mottaponis. [ sic, Mattaponi| The
Indians wish to raise money for a fund to provide pews for their church which now has
only rude benches without backs. Since the Mattaponis are Baptists, the giving of a
pageant in an Episcopal church is an outstanding example of interdenominational, as
well as interracial, co-operation. [... | '™

April 29, 1937 [..] The pageant is to be put on under the leadership of Chief O. T. Custalow |Jiiil]
of the Mattaponi Indian Reservation, who will give
a brief lecture on the Indian tribes and early history of Virginia.

71 Staff, “Colorful Ceremony Marks Discovery' of City in 1607, Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1935

172 Staff, “Howey Pupils Presented in Annual Piano Recital,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), June 27, 1935.

173 Hart, Scott, “Indian Drums Mutter at Birthday Party Here,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1936.

174 Staff, “Indians to Give Pageant Friday,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), January 19, 1937. See also: Staff, “Mattaponi
Tribe to Be Seen Here in Colorful Play,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), January 19, 1937,
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Ten Mattaponi Indians will take part in full costume in the performance, depicting Indian
customs of King Powhatan's time and later.

The Mattapomi reservation has always been owned and occupied by the tribe, 1s still
ruled by its chief and council and makes its own laws subject to non-confliction with
those of the State.

Chief Custalow and his tribesmen have given the pageant which will be shown here in
New York, Richmond and many smaller places and it has been highly praised as
interesting and educational. 17

May 22, 1937 Mattaponi Indian Reservation. Dear Pale Face Brother Jones.—This is to say that [ will
see you Monday night at the auditorium. I will bring my Tom Tom Monday night and let
Baby come into the ring prancing to the tune of War Song Conoway Honohey which,
translated, means ‘Come on, let’s go to war.” Your friend, Chief O. T. Custalow il

176

August 18, 1937 A brief history of relations between white men and Indians in Virginia from the time of
the Jamestown settlement in 1607 was given before the Woman's Missionary society of
the Hilton Village Baptist church last night by Chief O. T. Custalow | N

I o the Mattaponi Indian tribe.

This address was one of a series sponsored by the society in which representatives of
foreign nations and others among whom mission work 1s being carried on by the
denomination have spoken before the group. Chief Custalow was attired in tribal
costume.

[... ] Gradual crowding by the whites of the Indians off their lands led up to the terrible
massacres of 1622 and 1644 of white people by the Indians. Chief Custalow said. He
added that this crowding-off continued until the tribe has now only about 75 acres of
land, on which 75 families live with a few more families in the adjacent county. The
tribe has a reservation in King and Queen county. [...]177

December 9, 1937 An historical pageant given by members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe under the
direction of Chief O. T. Custalow | NN | b
presented at Franklin School next Tuesday night at 8:15 o'clock.

The pageant deals with the life of the Mattaponi Indians. The proceeds will go to the
building fund of Memorial M. E. Church. 1™

January 13, 1938 [...] For the year of 1931 Chief George F. Custalow took a part in the Sesqui-Centennial
at Yorktown for the celebration of the surrender of Lord Comwallis on Oct. 16, 17, 18
and 19 to help to produce the scenes of this country. [...] 7

May 20, 1938 Representatives of four Indian tribes will get together on the Chickahominy Reservation
at Windsor Shades tomorrow for an all-day powwow, with Indian dances, a fish fry and
other functions on the agenda.

The powwow, which will be open to the public, is expected to bring members of the
Mattaponi, Indian Neck and Upper Mattaponi tribes to meet with the Chickahominies

175 Staff, “Mattaponi Indians to Be Here Next Week,” The Gloucester Gazette (Gloucester, VA), April 29, 1937,

178 Jones, I., "Conoway, Honohey," Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 22, 1937.

177 Staff, “Hilton WMS Hears Mattapori Sachem.” Newport News Daily Press (Newport News, VA), August 18, 1937.

178 Staff, “Pageant to Be Given by Mattaponi Indians,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 9, 1937

172 Custalow, C. G. F., “Brief ‘History” of Mattaponi Reservation,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), January 13, 1938.
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[sic], according to Chief George . Custalow |
I of the Mattaponi group. '

October 31, 1937 Chief O. T. Custalow [, ©f the Mattaponi tribe is
shown here as he entertained students at Bellevue School last Friday. Next Friday night
at 8:15 o'clock, the chiel and several other members of his tribe will stage a colorful

pageant at the school under the sponsorship of the school's Parent-Teacher Association. -
Staff Photo. 1¥

November 5, 1937 Chief O. T. Custalow | <! the Mattaponi tribe
of Indians will present their customs and mode of living in a pageant to be sponsored by
Bellevue Parent-Teacher Association in the school auditorium at Twenty-third and Grace
Streets at 8 o'clock tonight.

This benefit affair will be open to patrons and friends of the school. %2

December 2, 1937 To Direct Mattaponi Pageant- Chief O. T. Custalow
I il direct a group of his Mattaponi Indians in a pageant to be presented at
Franklin School at 8 o'clock next Tuesday night for the benefit of Memorial M. E.
Church. They will depict the life of their tribe. 18

December 9, 1937 An historical pageant given by members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe under the
direction of Chief O. T. Custalow || N || b
presented at Franklin School next Tuesday night at 8:15 o'clock.

The pageant deals with the life of the Mattaponi Indians. The proceeds will go to the
building fund of Memorial M. E. Church. ¥

May 19, 1939 Representatives of the Pamunkey, Chickahominy and Mattapomi Indian tribes will come
to Richmond next Tuesday to take part in the 332nd anniversary celebration of the
arrival of the first English settlers on Powhatan's Hill.

[..]

Luncheon will be served to the Indian guests by members of the Powhatan Hill
Memorial Association,

Richmond's Natal [sic] Day or the anniversary of the arrival of Captains Smith and
Newport at the site of Richmond is celebrated here annually by the Powhatan Hill
Memorial Association. 1%

May 24, 1939 Twentieth Century Indians were represented in the speechmaking of vesterday by Chief
Bradby of the Chickahominies and Assistant Chief Custalow | N :
of the Mattaponis. The latter faced his audience on Powhatan Hill
playground after a rumble of tomtoms and plead [sic] for help for his race {rom the
descendants of palesfaces [sic] who took away the Indians' livelihood. %6

180 Staff, “Indians to Powwow at Windsor Shades,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 20, 1938,

181 Staff, “Indian Chief Visits Bellevue School,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), October 31, 1937

182 Staff, “Mattaponi Indians to Give Pageant Tonight,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), November 5, 1937,

183 Staff, “Mattaponi Indians to Stage Pageant at School,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), December 2, 1937.

184 Staff, “Pageant to Be Given by Mattaponi Indians,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 9, 1937.

185 Staff, “Indian Tribes to Celebrate,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), May 19, 1939 See also:

Staff, “Walker Speaks Today on Powhatan Hill,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 23, 1939,

126 Staff, “Indian Compares Conquests to Dictator's Actions Now,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1939.
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Date Excerpt
Among the tribes taking part in the recent conference were the Rappahannock, the
Mattaponi, the Nansemond, the Chickahominy, Pamunkey, of Virginia; the Nanticokes, of
Maryland, and the Nanticokes and Delaware, of Delaware 1%

July 18, 1923 A number of state and city officials and other proninent [sic] persons attended the annual
fish fry Saturday of the Chickahominy tribe of Indians. The festivities took place at
Windsor Shades, on the banks of the Chickahominy River, in New Kent county.

Chief Adkins made the address of welcome and introduced George A. Bowden of the
Virginia industrial commission, who acted as toastmaster. Addresses of greeting were
made by Chief William Miles, of the Pamunkey tribe; Chief Nelson, of the Rappahannock

tribe, and Chief Custalo GG O ("o
Mattaponi tribe.

Among the guests who made after dinner speeches were: Parke Deans, secretary to the
governor. Col. W. McDonald Lee, state game and fish commissioner; Postmaster Joseph
W. Stewart, of Richmond; William M. Myers, director of public safety, and M. D. Hart, 1%

November 19, 1925 | The remaining decendents [sic] of the once powerful Tribe that inhabited the Tide-water fo
[sic] Lower Delaware, and Maryland, will hold their annual Pow Wow on Thursday Nov.
26th 1925, at River Dale Park on Indian River Bay, near Oak Orchard, the home of their
ancestors.

There will be present some of the leading Chiefs of Virgimia Tribes, Chief O. W. Adkins,
Chickahominy, Chief George Custalow |
Mattaponi, Chief G. M. Cook, Pamunkey, Chief J. .. Bass, Nansemon, [sic; Nansemond]
Chief Otho Nelson, Ex-Chief G. L. Nelson Rappahannock, and other braves of these
Tribes, Chief Strong Wolf, of the Objiway, Chief Gabe Paul, and Mollie Dellois Nelson, of
the Penobscotts, Miss Gladys Tantaquidgeion, of the Mohegans, Chief Kesh Ke Kosh,
from Oklahoma, Mrs. Little Joe Bear, and Neice of Philadelphia.

Dr. Frank G. Speck, Prof. of Anthropology, Prof. of Anthropology, Prof. Hollowell, Dr. W.
W. Hyde, Prof. Davidson, Prof. Claud Johnson, and others prominent speakers {rom the
University of Penn, Mr. M. K. Sniffen, Sec., of the Indian Right [ sic; Rights] Association
of Philadelphia. [...]'*?

May 5, 1929 Arrangements are rapidly being completed for the annual powwow of the Powhatan
Confederacy of Tidewater Virginia Indians, which will be held Wednesday May 15, on the
banks of the Chickahominy river near Windsor Shades, it has been learned.

Features of the event will include Indian dances, addresses by both Indians and white men,
and a fish fry. Invitations to the powwow are being issued by members of the participating
tribes to their white friends.

The event will take place at the home of Chief Brady of the eastern Chickahominys. Tribes
composing the Powhatan Confederacy include the Pamunkeys, the Mattaponi, the
Chickahominys and the Nansemonds. 1%

August 9, 1929 Two direct descendants of the Indian Princess Pocahontas and Chief Powhatan were united
in marriage last Tuesday in Washington, D. C. [... ] Both of them are full blooded Indians
and live on reservations in Virginia, their parents are chiefs in their respective tribes.

190 Staff, “Conference of Remmnant of Indian Tribes.” The Daily Star (Fredericksburg, VA), May 14, 1923.

191 Staff, “Annual Fish Fry of Chickahominy Tribe,” The Daily Star (Fredericksburg, VA), July 18, 1923,

192 Staff, “Shore Indians Are Planning 1925 Pow-Wow,” The Evening Times (Salisbury, MD), November 19, 1925,
193 Staff, “Indians Plan Annual Pow Wow Wednesday,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport, VA), May 5, 1929,
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Date Excerpt
Courtship of the two was conducted over a 16 mile stretch between reservations of
Mattaponi tribe and Rappahannock Indians.

According to Otho Thomas Custalow

cousin of the bridegroom and member of the council of the Mattaponi Tribe in King
William county, Virginia, who established the histories of the two families, land which
once belonged to the Indians in Virginia is rapidly dwindling. Otho | Custalow
told Judge Mattingly, and many of the Indians have intermarried with the white people of
Virginia. However, there was nothing like that in this particular case, for after the judge
had issued the certificate of marriage, the pair came back to his office to inquire why he
had not marked ‘Indians’ on the certificate as they had written on their application for a
license. [...] %1

September 24, 1929 | Two direct descendants of Chief Powhatan and the Indian Princess Pochahontas [sic;
Pocahontas] left their homes in Virginia, came to the city of the Great White Father and
while here sought out Judge Robert E. Mattingly to marry them. They left immediately
after the ceremony for the groom's home n Sweet Hall, Va, where they will reside.

William Custalow aged twenty-seven, a tall,
straight, well built man, with the real red skin of the Indian, was the groom, and Elsie
Nelson N r2ther pale, but referred to by Judge Mattingly as "very pretty”,
was the bride. She 1s from Indian Neck, Va.

The father of the groom is Chief George F. Custalow
193 of the Mattaponis, who are living on land granted them by the general
assembly in 1658. The Mattaponis are tribal Indians and they neither pay taxes nor vote.

The bride's father, also living, 1s Chief Otho Nelson, of the Rappahannock tribe of Citizen

Indians. These Indians pay taxes and are entitled to vote. They live on a reservation of 125
acres in King and Queen county Virginia. Members of both families are direct descendants
of Powhatan and Pocahontas, a cousin declared.

[... ] Courtship of the two who were married here was conducted over a 16 mile stretch
between the two reservations with many visits by the young Indian man into the home of
another tribe to win his bride 1%

March 11, 1931 [... ] Dewey Custalow I -t richt in picture,
26 years old, a member of the Mattaponi Tribe, and Miss Pocahontas Bradby, 28 years old,
of the Chickahominy Tribe, were the principals.

Wearing the kind of costumes usually seen only in "Wild West" movies, Dewey and
Pocahontas, accompanied by the former [sic] cousin, O. T. Custalow
I -5 istant chief of the Mattaponis, were trudging the streets of
Washington, looking for the Marriage License Bureau, when they met G. E. Wynkey, 511
Third street.

194 Staff, "Scions of Famous Indians Wed," The News Chronicle (Shippensburg, PA), August 9, 1929. See also Staff (1929), “Scions
of Indians of VA are Married,” The Tidewater Review (West Point, VA), August 8, 1929, See also Staff (1929), "Scions of Historic
Indians Are Wed," Rappahannock Record (Kilmarnock, VA), August 29, 1929,

%5 Father o is See also: Virginia
Death Records (Commonwealth of Virgima), Virgima Death Certificate, King William County, West Point, Mattaponi Indian
Reservation, |

196 Staff, “Famous Red Families United by Marriage,” The Daily Notes (Canonsburg, PA), September 24, 1929. This article was
reprinted in The Canonsburg Daily Notes, Our Southern Home, The Greenfield Daily Reporter, The Menasha Record, The Fort
Payne Jowrnal, The Adams Weekly Globe, The Progressive Age, The Canton Independent-Sentinel, Bristol Herald, and The Jasper
Herald).
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Date Excerpt
[...] Following the ceremony the newlyweds left for the Mattaponi reservation in King
William County, Va. Until today the bride made her home on the Chickahominy
reservation in New Kent County Va. The bridegroom's uncle, George F. Custalow |

I i chic of the Mattaponis. 17

June 13, 1931 The costumes worn by an Indian bridal party yesterday attracted so much attention that
police had to clear the way for the couple and their guests to march to the office of Judge
Robert E. Mattingly, where the ceremony was performed. In the photograph are (left to
right) : Otho . Custalow | - Chief O. T.
Custalow of the Mattaponi tribe, witnesses;
Mary Lee Adams, 21, of the Adamston tribe, the bride; Judge Mattingly; Daniel W.
Custalow NN |- of the Mattaponis, the
bridegroom, and Harvey Custalow |, -1 other
witness. This was the second time a Mattaponi Indian was married here within the last few
months, 18

November 27, 1936 | Modern Nanticoke Indians held their sixteenth annual Thanksgiving pow-wow, feast, and
dance near here today in very modern style.

[...] Among the visitors were: Chief George Custalow
and four tribesmen from the Mattaponi reservation, 15 miles from Port
Richmond, Va. [...| '

May 22, 1937 [...] AND WHILE ON THE SUBJECT OF THE INDIANS, 1 SHOULD REPORT THAT
MESSRS. JOE BAUERS AND JIM BLAKE OF THE BOXING COMMISSION ARE
NOW FULL-FLEDGED WARRIORS. THEY WERE PROPERLY INDUCTED AT THE
BIG THREE TRIBE POWWOW OF THE MATTAPONIS, PAMUNKEYS, AND
CHICKAHOMINIES AT WINDSOR SHADES ON THURSDAY. [...] 2%

May 20, 1938 Representatives of four Indian tribes will get together on the Chickahominy Reservation at
Windsor Shades tomorrow for an all-day powwow, with Indian dances, a fish fry and other
functions on the agenda.

The powwow, which will be open to the public, is expected to bring members of the
Mattaponi, Indian Neck and Upper Mattaponi tribes to meet with the Chickahominies [ sic],

according to Chief George . Custalow | 1

the Mattaponi group. *%

Annual Tax Tribute

Every year the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indian tribes present an annual tribute to the Governor of Virginia
in licu of taxes. This practice dates to the treaties of 1646 and 1677** and affirms the tribes” government-

197 Staff, “Pocahontas Becomes Bride,” Fvening Star (Washington D.C.), March 11, 1931. See also: Staff, “Indians in Full Regalia
Wed in Capital,” Hartford Courant (Hartford, CT), March 16, 1931; Staff, “Indian Wedding Party,” De#roit Free Press (Detroit,
MI), March 29, 1931. See also: Staff, “Indian Love Call,” Datly News (New Y ork, New York), March 14, 1931; Staff, “Indians in
Full Regalia Wed in Capital,” Hartford Courant (Hartford, CT), March 16, 1931; Staff, “Indian Wedding Party,” Detroif Free
Press (Detroit, MI), March 29, 1931.

198 Staff, “Indian Wedding Draws Throng,” The Evening Star (Washington, D.C.), June 13, 1931.

159 Staff, “Chief Explains By 'Mike' as His Braves Dance,” The Morning News (Wilmington, DE), November 27, 1936.

200 Tones, J., "Conoway, Honohey," Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 22, 1937.

201 Staff, “Indians to Powwow at Windsor Shades.” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 20, 1938.

2 Vaughan, A. Early American Indian Documents: Treaties and Laws, 1607-1789 4 (Maryland: University Publications of
America, 1983), 82-87 [PDF 57-59].
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to-government relationship with the Commonwealth of Virginia. This annual tradition constitutes a lasting
community tradition for the Tribe and occurred regularly throughout this period.

Table B2-20. Community Activities, 1920-1939: Anmual Tax Tribute.
Date Excerpt
March 4, 1938 [...] The Pamunkeys and Mattaponis regularly bring annual tributes of game and fish to the
Govermnor. No other tribal fees are required by law 2%

Conclusion

The community activities described above demonstrate the existence of “social relationships connecting
individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii)) and “patterns of informal social interaction”™ (83.11 (b)(1)(ii1)),
evident in the annual recurrence of the tribal Homecoming, local social events like pow wows and fish fries,
and the cooperation required to stage pageants and educational events requiring multiple performers to
represent the community. The coordination of hatchery and logging work constitutes “shared or cooperative
labor” among reservation residents (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)), and the traditions of Homecoming and the annual tax
tribute serve as examples of “shared sacred or secular ritual activity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(vi)). As in previous
decades, the persistence of reservation lifeways and the Tribe’s government-to-government relationship
with the Commonwealth of Virginia as demonstrated by the annual tax tribute, both of which pre-date 1900,
exemplify the “persistence of a collective identity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)).

Distinction and Discrimination

The Mattaponi Indian Tribe has a distinctive culture, acknowledged by its members and other communities,
and has been the subject of discrimination based upon the Tribe’s Indian status. This period saw the passage
of Virginia’s 1924 Racial Integrity Act. One goal of the legislation, reflecting the work of eugenicist Walter
Ashby Plecker who was the head of the Virginia Bureau of Vital Statistics, was to re-classify Virginia
Indians as “colored” and, ultimately, to erase tribal and Indian status in the Commonwealth. To that end,
Plecker issued a list of surnames of families whose claims of Indian ancestry should be rejected, including
the common Mattaponi surnames of Langston, Custalow, and Allmond.*® Plecker’s targeting of Mattaponi
surnames and Senate deliberations and substitute bills that would exempt the Mattaponi Indian Tribe from
the legislation demonstrate how the Tribe was widely perceived as a distinct group and how it was subject
to legal discrimination, even among politicians who disagreed about how to legislate Mattaponi identity:

The approximate strength of the opponents of the Ball bill in the Senate may be judged
from the recorded vote on the substitute bill offered by Senator Montague, making
exceptions as to the Chickahominys in New Kent and Charles City Counties, in addition to
the Mattaponis and Pamunkeys, and providing that it would not be necessary for any of
these Indians to remain on their reservations or in their communities to be officially
recognized as Indians. This substitute bill was voted down, 24 to 14.

[...] The Ball bill provides that all persons with any ascertainable Negro blood shall be
deemed as ‘colored,” except that members of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi tribes, who

203 Staff, “Indian Tribes,” Richmond News Leader (Richmond, VA), March 4, 1938.
204 “Sumnames, by Counties and Cities, of Negroid Virginia Families Striving to Pass as “Indian™ or White,” Personal Papers: James
R. Coates. 1833-1947, Accession 31577, Personal Papers Collection, Library of Virginia, Richmond, Virginia.
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have as much as one-fourth Indian blood and less than one-sixteenth Negro blood, shall be
deemed “tribal Indians” as long as they remain on their reservations.” 2%

In addition to these overt political attempts to erase Virginia Indians,?® oral history interviews with tribal
members recall violent discrimination against the community during this period. In a particularly egregious
example, a Mattaponi councilman was murdered by the Ku Klux Klan in 1934, which sought to intimidate
the community.

Table B2-21. Distinction and Discrimination, 1920-1939: Interviews.

Interviewee Date Excerpt

1934 ca. | The stories about |GG :d how he got killed
by the Ku Klux Klan, that story. Just other discrimination [...]**”

1934 ca. | We had one of our former chiefs, | -
the Ku Klux Klan killed him and hung him in the tree in the bend here in the
river so that when he was in front of the church, the people on the
reservation could see him. So, it was here 2%

Publications during this period regularly distinguished the Mattaponi community from surrounding Indian
and non-Indian communities. This included journalists and scholars speaking about the Racial Integrity
Act (e.g. February 6, 1930), describing the community generally as a part of reporting on community events
(e.g. May 24, 1935; January 6, 1938), or engaging in historical and ethnographic research and analysis (e.g.
Sams 1929; Speck ca. 1920, 1928, 1929).

Table B2-22. Distinction and Discrimination, 1920-1939: Other Sources.
Date Excerpt
Speck 1920 ca. Notes of anthropologist Frank G. Speck: [...] “Dialect genus/ Dispute over title./ no
dialect./ Diff customs from Pam.” 2%

Speck 1924 From manuscript prepared on this topic it appears that the following mixed tribal
groups exist in the same general location; where their ancestors lived. These places are
indicated on the chart by triangles enclosed in circles; Pamunkey 300+, Mattaponi 75,
Upper Mattaponi 75, Chickahominy 400+, Rappahannock 500, Nansamund 200+,
Wicomoco (7) 300 (7), Potomac 150, Hanover Co. (Powhatan) 15+ (7),
Werowocomoco 100+, total 2115+, [... | Some of these bands are organized with
incorporated charters, others are still tribal Indians on state reservations; the Pamunkey
and Mattaponi 219

Speck 1925 While the existence of two Indian tribes, the Pamunkey and the Mattaponi, in
tidewater Virginia has been more or less generally known, there has remained an

203 Staff, “Substitute Downed,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), February 12, 1930. See also: Journal of the Senate of
the Commonwealth of Virginia Begun and Held at the Capitol in the City of Richmond on Wednesday, January 8, 1930 (Richmond:
Division of Purchase and Printing, 1930), 233.

20% The formal opposition to the Racial Integrity Act levied by the Mattaponi Tribal Council is documented in detail in Criterion C,
1920-1939.

207 "Interview: | Pat One.” by I - )/ =ttaponi Indian Tribe, December 15, 2022. PDF Page 14.

=8 "Interview: | R ' - | (=ftaponi Indian Tribe, July 26, 2023. PDF Page
13.

0% Speck, Frank G. Mattaponi {Adamstown) Misc. Notes, Frank G. Speck Papers, American Philosophical Society, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania.
20 Speck, Frank G., "The Ethnic Position of the Southeastern Algonkian,” dmerican Anthropologist 26, no. 2 {1924), 188.
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Date Excerpt
almost total lack of information concerning the existence of other bands of
descendants of the original Powhatan tribes. [... ]

It appears that at least ten mixed groups exist in the same general localities where their
ancestors lived. Their names and approximate aggregate numbers are: Pamunkey 300,
Mattaponi 73, [ ... | Some of these bands are organized, with incorporated charters,
while two are still tribal Indians on state reservations: the Pamunkey and the
Mattaponi *!!

Speck 1928 The Indians on the Mattaponi river, only about ten miles from the Pamunkey, appear
to have been closely affiliated with the Pamunkey, and the recent history of the two
bands has been practically identical. There are about 75 in the Mattaponi village near
Wakema, they are completely merged in blood with the Pamunkey, through
intermarriage, and no differences in community life can be observed between them.
The Mattaponi are also reservation Indians; their deed, in the possession of the chief,
dates also to 1658,

[This publication contains approximately 15 photos documenting Mattaponi-identified
people and places, pages 255-265 .12

Sams 1929 As the colony developed the preponderance of power passed over to the Virginians,
and instead of the Indians assigning tracts to the Virginians, the Virginians assigned
tracts to them. These tracts were held by the State in trust for the several tribes, so long
as any members of them survived, and after their removal or death, they became public
property and were granted by the Colony or the State, as other waste and
unappropriated lands, to private persons. This process covered a long period, and
indeed, has not yet terminated, the Pamunkeys and Mattaponis still hold the land on
which they live. 213

February 6, 1930 [...]In trying to keep negroid children from the white schools Senator Montague said,
the state should not destroy the race of the Pamunkey, Chickahominy and Mattapomi
Indian tribes. [... ]2

May 14, 1932 The man who catches a fish may legally be said to have ‘produced” said fish, Judge
John L. Ingram, himself an Isaak Walton of parts, ruled yesterday in Hustings Court in
acquitting O.T. Custalowe |, o of Chiefl
Custalow N ' (o \laitaponi
Indians, on a charge of peddling members of the finny tribe in Richmond without a
license.

[...] Winston Montague, attorney for Custalowe, [sic; Custalow] said he understood
the Mattaponis had been selling {ish here for a long time without molestation until a
commission merchant complained and brought about his client's arrest.?!*

May 24, 1935 [...] Of this number the Mattaponis, believed to be part of the Pamunkey tribe, still
live on the Pamunkey River and live largely by trapping, fishing and conducting

21 Speck, Frank G., “The Rappahannock Indians of Virginia,” ed. F. W. Hodge, Indian Notes and Monographs 5, no. 3 (1925),
Vii..

212 Speck, Frank G., “Chapters on the Ethnology of the Powhatan Tribes,” In Indian Notes and Monographs, edited by F. W. Hodge,
1(5). New York: Museum of the American Indian, 1928, 248-9, 255-65.

213 Sams, Conway Whittle, The Conguest of Virginia, The Second Aitempt: An Account based on Original Documents, of the
Attempt, under the King’s form of Government, to found Virginia at Jamestown, 1606-1610, Norfolk, Virgima: Keyser-Doherty
Printing Corporation, 1929.

24 Staff, “Bill for Exemption of Factories from Taxation Is Passed,” Newport News Daily Press (Newport News, VA), February
6, 1930.

215 Staff, “Mudge Rules Fisherman May Peddle His Catch in Richmond,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 14,
1932.
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Date Excerpt
fishing parties. They are ‘reservated Indians’ of the treaty of 1677, paying no taxes.

They worship at their own church, which is Baptist. [... ] 26

December 22, 1935 The Mattaponi and the Pamunkey tribes are the only Indians in Virginia living on
certified reservations. 217

January 6, 1938 Chief George F. Custalow | (s vcar

will complete his twenty-fourth year as chief of the Mattaponi Tribe of Indians on the
Mattaponi Reservation in Virgima. [... ]

Under the tribal government established by Chief Custalow he claimed that all
violations on the reservations are subject to that government, and that the chief has the
authority to expel from the reservation “any nude [sic, rude] and rebellious citizens *!®

April 10, 1939 [...] "Meaning what nation?" the reporter queried.

"The Indian, the vanishing American, the aboriginal citizen," the O. M-A-T replied.
"There are just a few of the noble red men who roamed our primeval forests left. They
abide with us in King William County on the banks of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi
Rivers. They are so few they hardly constitute a working quorum. 21°

Conclusion

The evidence above demonstrates that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe was distinguished from the surrounding
communitics, showing “strong patterns of discrimination and other patterns of distinction by non-members™
(83.11 (b)(1)(v)) who targeted the Mattaponi with racial legislation and distinguished the Tribe as a
standalone community in popular and academic writings. That members of the Mattaponi Indian Tribe
considered themselves a distinct social and political entity is also evident, as they represented their
community to outside researchers and advocated for themselves in the face of the Racial Integrity Act.
These actions demonstrate the existence of a “collective identity™ (83.11 (b)(1)(viii)) during this period.
Finally, outsiders directly observed “distinct cultural patterns’™ (83.11 (b)(2)(i11)) among the Mattaponi
between 1920 and 1939.

Evidentiary Applicability

Based on the evidence presented above, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills the requirements of Criterion
83.11 (b)(1) throughout the period from 1920 to 1939. Furthermore, the substantial evidence of endogamy
and geographic exclusivity fulfills 83.11 (b)(2)(1) and (i1) for the same period and is thus sufficient to meet
Criterion 83.11 (c) for the same period.

216 Staff, “Colorful Ceremony Marks 'Discovery' of City in 1607,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), May 24, 1935.

27 Staff, “Mattaponi Chief Tells of Indian Lore,” Richmond Times Dispatch (Richmond, VA), December 22, 1935,

218 Staff, “Virginia Indian Chief Completes 24th Year,” Greene County Record (Standardsville, VA), January 6, 1938.

212 Golden, Robert, “O. M-A-T Traces Decline of Virginia's First Families,” Richmond Times Dispaich (Richmond, VA), April 10,
1939.
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3. Criterion (b): 1940 to 1959
Introduction

Between 1940 and 1959, a variety of sources confirm that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe has comprised a
distinct community “with consistent interactions and significant social relationship within its membership™
over time and therefore fulfills Criterion (b) of 25 CFR 83.11. Examples include “rates or patterns of known
marriages within the entity, or...patterned out-marriages™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i)), primarily with members of other
Virginia Indian communities. The community also demonstrated “social relationships connecting
individual members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i1)) and “patterns informal social interaction that exist broadly among
the members™ (83.11 (b)(1)(i11)), which continued to be reinforced by the central community institutions of
the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church and the Mattaponi Indian School, as well as community and intertribal
events, such as annual Homecoming services, dances, and powwows. The Tribe further exhibited
“cooperative labor or other economic activity among members™ during this period (83.11 (b)(1)(iv)), which
in this decade continued the operation of the Mattaponi fish hatchery and expanded into tribal logging
operations. “Strong patterns of discrimination or other social distinctions by non-members™ (83.11
(b)(1)(v)) existed, documented in cases of legal and extralegal racial discrimination and first-hand accounts
in oral histories. The Mattaponi community continued to engage in “shared...ritual activity” (83.11
(b)(1)(v1)) through the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, which is one of several “cultural patterns shared
among a portion of the entity that are different from those of the non-Indian populations with whom it
interacts™ (83.11 (b)(1)(vii)). The breadth of evidence supports the “persistence of a collective identity™
(83.11 (b)(1)(vii1)). Finally, evidence demonstrates the continued occupation and use of the Mattaponi
Indian Reservation (83.11 (b)(1)(ix)).

This period also includes substantial evidence that the Mattaponi Indian Tribe fulfills Criterion 83.11 (b)(2).
This includes significant numbers of tribal members who resided on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation
(83.11 (b)2)(1)), maintained distinct cultural patterns (83.11(b)(2)(iii)), and retained distinct social and
cultural institutions (83.11(b)(2)(ii1)). Such evidence fulfills the crossover provision in 25 CFR 83.11
(c)(2)(i1), and thus has “provided sufficient evidence of political influence or authority” for the same period.

Generational Snapshot

In the period from 1940 to 1959, the Mattaponi Indian Tribe was made up of ~235 known community
members. These included the direct descendants of the individuals recorded as the Historical Indian Tribe
in Section II: Historical Mattaponi Indian Tribe. The core community consisted of those individuals who
continued to live on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. Published estimates of the Tribe’s membership in
this period range between 70 and 150. The lower numbers represent the on and near reservation population’
while the higher numbers reflect the entire population, including those family groupings living outside of
King William County.* Family groupings at this time included but were not limited to the following
surnames. Allmond, Custalow, Langston, Tupponce, and Major.

The table below contains the list of all known Mattaponi individuals living in this time period.

! References to the reservation population of approximately 70 Mattaponi people include but are not limited to: Staff,
“Indian Tribe Prepares To Bury Chieftain,” Afabama Journal (Montgomery, AL), March 22, 1949; Staff, “Indians To Give Jones
Welcome,” The Progress Index (Petersburg, VA), June 13, 1954; Staft, “Girls Hear Indian Chief,” The Jeffersonian (Richmond,
VA), October 25, 1956.

2 References to the larger tribal community include but are not limited to: Gilbert, William H. J., “Surviving Indian Groups
of the Eastern United States,” In the Anrueal Report of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, 407-438. Washington
D.C., US Government Printing Office, 1948; Lascelle, Thatcher, “Indian Chief Warmly Greeted On Visits to Playgrounds Here,”
The Progress Index (Petersburg, VA), July 15, 1959.

Mandatory Criteria for Federal Acknowledgment (b)-74
Criterion (b): 1940-1959
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