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Overview
Our first podcast covering Harvard University’s April 2022 report, “Harvard & The
Legacy of Slavery” was titled, “The Harvard Slavery Report: Founded on Half-Truths &
Distorted History.” You should listen to that podcast to get additional background, as well as, of
course, listening to the podcast that accompanies this PDF.
You should also watch the official video, “Harvard and the Legacy of Slavery” produced
by the Harvard Radcliffe Institute that supplements the slavery report itself, which can be found
on YouTube.1 That video is generally very well done and is moving. The general story is one
that needs to be told. The overall goal of uncovering some of the painful stories of Harvard’s past
is an important one. But there is also a disconnect between the general story and approach of
what is presented in that video versus much of what has been published in the slavery report
itself.
Sadly, the report goes way too far in what it attempts to convey to the reader. It sacrifices
historical accuracy and transparency in pursuit of a particular ideological narrative combined
with a ‘woke’ agenda. It demonstrates in the end a corruption of scholarship which is happening
right before our eyes.
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“Harvard & the Legacy of Slavery,” (Harvard Radcliffe Institute, April 26, 2022),
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EDlMi9Auyq0 (Copyright by the President and Fellows of Harvard University)
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The Case of the Fellows’ Orchard
A case in point is how the report covers the background to a little-known Harvard story
concerning what was once called “The Fellows’ Orchard.” In the 17th century it was a plot of
land that today represents some very prime real estate in Harvard Yard. It was the site that was
part of and adjoining where Widener Library is today, one of the greatest libraries in the world.
In Harvard’s early days, when the extent of Harvard College’s property was extremely small, the
Fellows Orchard started out as a cow pasture.
The story behind The Fellows Orchard is a fascinating one for those who are interested in
Harvard’s early history, but it has nothing whatsoever to do with slavery. Including this story
in the report was superfluous, but it is also instructive of the mindset behind the report.
The report’s authors took a small fact and tried to twist and stretch it in such as a way so
as to make a certain impression. Such an approach is fundamentally dishonest.
So here is the story.
Some Harvard College students had banded together to buy this property. In his book,
The Founding of Harvard College, famed Harvard historian Samuel Eliot Morison wrote, “this
lot provided the first example of Harvard alumni clubbing together to purchase land for alma
mater.” They bought it from a shoemaker named Thomas Marrett.2 We don’t have the original
record of the transaction,3 but what we do see in the Harvard College Records, Book III, is a
record in Latin4 of the donation of this property to the College. This entry in Harvard’s records
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Samuel Eliot Morison, The Founding of Harvard College (FHC, 1935, 1968), 290-1; Lucius R. Paige, A
History of Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1630-1877… (Boston: H.O Houghton, 1877), 603.
3
Morison, op. cit., 291, fn. 2, shows that the original purchase of the property by the students had to have
been after December 1643 but before Commencement 1645.
4
S.E. Morison, The Founding of Harvard College, pp. 347-348, 289-91; Winship, op. cit., pp. 112, 116;
“Matthew Daye Steward of the Colledge,” was noted in Harvard College Book III, Harvard University Archives UAI
71, Early Records of the Steward, 1649-1812 http://oasis.lib.harvard.edu/oasis/deliver/~hua19010; In a footnote (#186,
paragraph 1, p. 192), the authors state:
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was dated December 20, 1645 (see “Documentation Section,” p. 9). The Latin name for the
Fellows Orchard was “Pomarium Sociorum.”5 So far, so good.
The problem is how all of this is handled in the slavery report.
The man whose name is associated with the gift was John Bulkeley [Bulkley], a member
of Harvard’s very first class, The Class of 1642. After he graduated, Bulkeley became a tutor or
teaching fellow (although that designation was not yet in use when the gift was made in 1645),
along with his classmate, Harvard Graduate Number 2, George Downing. Hence the name
“Fellows.” Even though they did not have the Latin title “Socius” (“Fellow”) at the time,6 they

“The original gift is recorded in an entry dated December 30 [sic – should be Dec. 20], 1645: “ExtractumDoni
Pomarii Sociorum pour Johannem Bulkeleium.” box 2. College Books. 1636-1827. Book 3. 1636-1779. UAI
5.5. Harvard University Archives. https://nrs.harvard.edu/urn-3:HUL.ARCH:10870587?n=47:Transcribed
in Harvard College Records. Part I. Corporation Records. 1636-1750. Colonial Society of Massachusetts.
Publications of the Colonial Society of Massachusetts 15 (1895): 205-206.” (see the “Documentation” section
on pages 9-10).
The report gives the citation, which is in Latin, but never mentions the person who initiated the whole project,
even though his name (in Latin) is prominently displayed on the very page where all this is recorded – John
Bulkeley. In the next paragraph, cited below, the report refers to this as “Winthrop’s gift” - ‘the first gift of
real estate by alumni’…”
FN 186, paragraph 2, page 192: “Both Morison, Three Centuries of Harvard, 17, and [C.S.] Manegold, Ten
Hills Farm, 63, make reference to this gift. As recently as 2008, Harvard University highlighted Winthrop’s
gift as ‘the first gift of real estate by alumni’ on a website describing the University’s endowment: “Harvard’s
Endowment Funds,” The Harvard Guide: Finances, https://www.hno.harvard.edu/guide/ finance/index.html
(site archived by May 11, 2008).” This former reference on the endowment fund website is not currently
accessible but can be found in a search of the Internet Archive on The Wayback Machine (September 2022).
The reference to “Winthrop’s gift” appears to have been adapted from C.S. Mangeold’s characterization of
the gift in her 2010 book, Ten Hills Farms (p. 63). Although Manegold doesn’t even begin to explain the
whole story, even she qualifies her account by describing Winthrop’s portion as “a small gift” (C.S.
Manegold, Ten Hills Farms: The Forgotten History of Slavery in the North, Princeton University Press, 2010,
63).
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S.E. Morison, FHC, op. cit., pp. 290-291.
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Josiah Quincy goes into this in extensive detail in The History of Harvard University (Cambridge,
Massachusetts, 1840), Vol. I, 268-269.
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nevertheless represent the first in a long line of Fellows at Harvard throughout history who have
been recognized for their scholarly or teaching contributions.7
Now, in addition to Bulkeley, who led the project, and Downing, two members of the
Class of 1646 also contributed. Their names were John Alcock and Samuel Winthrop, son of the
governor of Massachusetts Bay Colony. Alcock went on to become a physician. Years later there
was a record showing that he treated “sick Indian scholars,” who would have been Native
American students studying at Harvard’s Indian College at the time.8
Of this group of four, the only one who was definitely not a fellow or a graduate was
Samuel Winthrop. He left Harvard in 1645, a year before graduation and was thus one of the
very first college dropouts in American history. Since he never graduated, Winthrop’s name has
no listing in John Langdon Sibley’s famous 1873 compilation titled, Biographical Sketches of
Graduates of Harvard University.9 More about Winthrop in a moment.
Here is where the picture becomes a little unclear. John Bulkeley led the project. His
name is clearly listed in the record as “per John Bulkeley” but a significant portion of rights to
the property was also held by the College Steward, Matthew Daye [Day]. It wasn’t until four
years later, when Daye died, that the property was fully freed up for transfer to Harvard. I have
previously put together a separate podcast about Matthew Daye here at EarlyHarvard.com where
his part of the gift of The Fellows Orchard is discussed. Before he died on May 10, 1649,
Matthew bequeathed, “with all my heart all that part I have in the Garden unto the fellowes of
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Making the distinction between “Fellows” of the College and “Fellows of the Corporation” became a big
deal in 1721, when two teaching fellows, in asserting what they believed was the original purpose of the term,
sought unsuccessfully to gain seats on the Harvard Corporation (Quincy, op. cit., 265-269).
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John Langdon Sibley, “Class of 1646: John Alcock,” Biographical Sketches of Graduates of Harvard
University in Cambridge, Massachusetts. Volume I, 1642-1658 (Cambridge, 1873), 124-125.
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John Langdon Sibley, Biographical Sketches of Graduates of Harvard University in Cambridge,
Massachusetts. Volume I, 1642-1658 (Cambridge, 1873).
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Harvard Colledge for ever.” So, to be clear, Bulkeley and Daye were the two main owners of
this property, or the movers and shakers behind its transfer to the College.
Former Harvard President Josiah Quincy, in his massive 1840 history of Harvard,
recorded the gift in this way:
“Mr. John Bulkley [Bulkeley], first Master of Arts in Harvard College, and Matthew
Day, Steward of the College, gave a garden, containing about one acre and one rod of land,
situate near and adjoining to the College, and ordered the same to be for the use of the Fellows
that should from time to time belong to, and be resident at, the said society, the said garden
being now commonly called and known by the name of the Fellows' Orchard." 10

.

So that’s how the gift was described in 1840. Quincy does not even mention the other
three students: Downing, Alcock and Winthrop. But in 2022, in Harvard’s slavery report, the
story takes a completely different turn. Bulkeley’s name does not appear anywhere in the
report, except in Latinized form in a footnote title but not as an individual person involved with
this gift. Matthew Daye’s name is mentioned in the report once only because he was the College
Steward; however, there is no reference whatsoever to him with regard to this story. The two
main persons involved in this story have been completely erased from the report!
In a complete re-writing of the historical record, we are told that this was Samuel
Winthrop’s gift to which others contributed! This is astonishing.
One wonders what the authors of the report thought they were doing?
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Josiah Quincy, The History of Harvard University (Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1840), Vol. I, 510,
accompanying footnote; earlier, Quincy notes: “John Bulkley, a member of the class of 1642…deserves respectful
remembrance among our earliest benefactors. In the year 1645, he executed a deed of about an acre of valuable land,
now owned by the College…It is the earliest conveyance on the records of the College, is in Latin, and on that
account curious. It is also interesting for the affection it indicates for President Dunster,” to whom it was initially
deeded, on behalf of future transfer to the College upon Dunster’s death or resignation. Quincy notes how Bulkeley,
after graduation, later returned to England and was a minister there “until he was ejected for non-conformity.” He
went on to study medicine and became a physician, practicing “with success in the suburbs of London.” (Quincy,
181-182); see also, College Book, No. III. p. 32; and Donation Book, Vol. V. p. 12.
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Let me try to create an imaginary scenario that will show you just how dishonest this
was. Let’s create a story using something like the classic office party pool, where people are
celebrating an employee whom we’ll name Suzie. Suzie is leaving for another job after many
years and her office mates, who have been organized by Tom, decide to get her a nice gift. Tom
also volunteers to be the one to buy the gift. He is generous and buys a gift for Suzie worth
around $100. Tom puts it on his credit card. He comes back to the office and requests his office
mates to contribute. A few give him $10, one gives him $15, another $5, but in the end Tom will
be stuck with the bulk of the gift, around $50 bucks out of pocket, but he doesn’t mind too much
because he really likes Suzie and is sorry to see her go. Then there’s John, whom Suzie really
likes. John doesn’t care one way or the other, but in the end he throws a dollar or two into the pot
for Tom toward the gift. After the gift is presented, Suzie is told that everyone contributed.
Suzie, in an act of total absurdity, turns to John and thanks him for his gift! Everyone else is
stunned and tells her that, ‘No!, Tom was the one who really got you this gift, along with the rest
of us, but she ignores them all and later tells all her friends outside of work that John got her this
nice gift.
Now this ridiculous made-up story is just about as ridiculous as what the Harvard slavery
report did in discussing The Fellows Orchard.
Again, there was no reason to even include this story except for one: to leave an
impression. You see, Samuel Winthrop, who was around 18 years old at the time,11 left Harvard
in the fall of 1645 and set sail for England with his brother Stephen12 – presumably long before
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Samuel Winthrop was born in 1627. He withdrew from Harvard in the fall of 1645 and left for England
with his brother, thus, prior to the entry recorded of Bulkeley’s gift on 20 December 1645.
12
Larry D. Gragg, “A Puritan in the West Indies: The Career of Samuel Winthrop,” The William and Mary
Quarterly, Volume 50, No. 4 (October 1993): 769.
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the winter storms and John Bulkeley’s notice about the gift that was dated 20 December 1645.
Samuel eventually made his way to the West Indies.
The report informs us that Winthrop went on to become “one of the first large-scale sugar
producers in the British West Indies…”
Continuing to quote from the report, page 21:
“Although Samuel never returned to New England, he remained deeply connected to
the region, and to Harvard in particular. Before leaving Massachusetts Bay in 1645,
Samuel, Downing, and two other Harvard graduates had jointly gifted land to the
University—the first donation of property by alumni. The parcel, which was planted
with apple trees and came to be known as the Fellows Orchard, is today the site of
Widener Library.” 13

The report’s footnote to this statement, footnote #186 on page 192 even refers to this
specifically as “Winthrop’s gift.” If this report had been honest, it probably would not have
even mentioned the Fellows Orchard at all, since, as noted, the whole story has nothing
whatsoever to do with slavery, or, if the authors did mention it, they might just have said that
Winthrop, before he left Massachusetts, was a minor contributor to a project that was led by
other Harvard students. But if that were the case, then why mention it at all? That’s the whole
point – the apparent intent was guilt by association.
It’s very difficult to escape the conclusion that the main purpose for doing this was to taint
the entire act. In other words, Samuel Winthrop, future slaveowner, could be perceived as having
spearheaded this entire affair, the “first donation of property by alumni,” even though he wasn’t
technically an alumnus since he didn’t even graduate! The apparent goal was to leave an
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Harvard & The Legacy of Slavery, 21.
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impression in people’s minds: ‘Look, there is Widener Library. Do you know that it is built on
land donated in part by a slaveowner?’ Well, of course, young Winthrop didn’t become a
slaveowner until many, many years later. The report also does not tell us that Winthrop struggled
with the Puritan faith in which he had been raised, eventually abandoning it to become a Quaker.14
His home became a major site for Quaker meetings in the West Indies.15 So there we have it: a
‘peaceful’ Quaker who owned slaves later in life, who made “a small gift” to Harvard while he
was still a teenager. But what did this have to do with slavery at Harvard? Absolutely nothing!
And this is both quite sad and quite unnecessary. There is plenty that one can criticize about
many of the actions and attitudes of Governor Winthrop and his son Samuel; the same for Winthrop
Sr.’s brother-in-law Emmanuel Downing and his son George Downing. There was no reason to
add this particular story and then distort it in such a way – except to support an agenda, which
only shows just how far Harvard today has allowed a corruption of scholarship to seep in to
demonstrate how ‘woke’ it is. But this is part of a pattern of shoddy scholarship in service of woke
ideology.
A.J. Melnick for EarlyHarvard.com (September 2022)
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