Nine Very Different Accounts of the Pilgrims & Thanksgiving.
There is a lot of truth in each of these stories, and a lot of the truth has been omitted too.
I think it is all here, but NONE of these Stories give it all – usually for POLITICAL reasons!
But, the last one takes the cake – pure distortion of truth – FAKE NEWS by the Huffington Post
Sad.
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The Great Thanksgiving Hoax
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Each year at this time, schoolchildren all over America are taught the official Thanksgiving
story, and newspapers, radio, TV, and magazines devote vast amounts of time and space to it. It
is all very colorful and fascinating.
It is also very deceiving. This official story is nothing like what really happened. It is a fairy
tale, a whitewashed and sanitized collection of half-truths which divert attention away from
Thanksgiving's real meaning.
The official story has the Pilgrims boarding the Mayflower, coming to America, and establishing
the Plymouth colony in the winter of 1620–21. This first winter is hard, and half the colonists
die. But the survivors are hard working and tenacious, and they learn new farming techniques
from the Indians. The harvest of 1621 is bountiful. The pilgrims hold a celebration, and give
thanks to God. They are grateful for the wonderful new abundant land He has given them.
The official story then has the Pilgrims living more or less happily ever after, each year repeating
the first Thanksgiving. Other early colonies also have hard times at first, but they soon prosper
and adopt the annual tradition of giving thanks for this prosperous new land called America.

The problem with this official story is that the harvest of 1621 was not bountiful, nor were the
colonists hard-working or tenacious. 1621 was a famine year and many of the colonists were
lazy thieves.
In his History of Plymouth Plantation, the governor of the colony, William Bradford, reported
that the colonists went hungry for years because they refused to work in the field. They
preferred instead to steal food. He says the colony was riddled with "corruption," and with
"confusion and discontent." The crops were small because "much was stolen both by night and
day, before it became scarce eatable."
In the harvest feasts of 1621 and 1622, "all had their hungry bellies filled," but only briefly. The
prevailing condition during those years was not the abundance the official story claims, it was
famine and death. The first "Thanksgiving" was not so much a celebration as it was the last meal
of condemned men.
But in subsequent years something changes. The harvest of 1623 was different. Suddenly,
"instead of famine now God gave them plenty," Bradford wrote, "and the face of things was
changed, to the rejoicing of the hearts of many, for which they blessed God." Thereafter, he
wrote, "any general want or famine hath not been amongst them since to this day." In fact, in
1624, so much food was produced that the colonists were able to begin exporting corn.
What happened? After the poor harvest of 1622, writes Bradford, "they began to think how they
might raise as much corn as they could, and obtain a better crop." They began to question their
form of economic organization.
This had required that "all profits & benefits that are got by trade, traffic, trucking, working,
fishing, or any other means" were to be placed in the common stock of the colony, and that, "all
such persons as are of this colony, are to have their meat, drink, apparel, and all provisions out of
the common stock. " A person was to put into the common stock all he could, and take only
what he needed.”
This "from each according to his ability, to each according to his need" was an early form of
socialism, and it is why the Pilgrims were starving. Bradford writes that "young men that were
most able and fit for labor and service" complained about being forced to "spend their time and
strength to work for other men's wives and children." Also, "the strong, or man of parts, had no
more in division of victuals and clothes, than he that was weak." So the young and strong refused
to work and the total amount of food produced was never adequate.
To rectify this situation, in 1623 Bradford abolished socialism. He gave each household a parcel
of land and told them they could keep what they produced, or trade it away as they saw fit. In
other words, he replaced socialism with a free market, and that was the end of the famines.
Many early groups of colonists set up socialist states, all with the same terrible results. At
Jamestown, established in 1607, out of every shipload of settlers that arrived, less than half
would survive their first twelve months in America. Most of the work was being done by only
one-fifth of the men, the other four-fifths choosing to be parasites. In the winter of 1609–10,

called "The Starving Time," the population fell from five-hundred to sixty. Then the Jamestown
colony was converted to a free market, and the results were every bit as dramatic as those at
Plymouth.
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Communism, Capitalism and the Third Thanksgiving
Economy Nov 22, 2012 5:00 PM EST

Pilgrim leader William Bradford, later the Governor of Plymouth Colony, reading the
Mayflower Compact on board the Mayflower off the coast of what became known as
Massachusetts, 1620. Photo by MPI/Stringer via Getty Images.
Paul Solman: It being Thanksgiving, we give today’s post to Governor William Bradford of the
Plymouth Colony, built by pious Protestant purists backed by profit-seeking investors.
Bradford tells the story of the tough Massachusetts winter of 1623 and how the colony barely
survived, unable to raise enough food to sustain themselves. One reason he gave: the rules of the
colony, as laid down by the investors, specified that the colonists should till their land in
common, as was the case in the England from which they migrated.

But the colony, perhaps desperate, seems to have changed the rules in order to jack up
productivity, allowing individual families to tend plots on their own, an early instance of the
benefits of pursuing self-interest as opposed to communalism.
I am on record: successful economic grand strategy entails a balance between cooperation and
self-interest. Extremes in one direction or the other are unsustainable. According to Governor
Bradford, extreme communalism wasn’t doing the job in Plymouth, Massachusetts ca. 1623.
William Bradford: “Whille no supply was heard of, neither knew they when they might expecte
any. So they begane to thinke how they might raise as much torne [corn] as they could, and
obtaine a beter crope then they had done, that they might not still thus languish in miserie. At
length, after much debate of things, the Govr (with the advise of the cheefest amongest them)
gave way that they should set corve [crops from labor] every man for his owne perticuler, and in
that regard trust to them selves; in all other things to goe on in the generall way as before. And
so assigned to every family a parcell of land, according to the proportion of their number for
that end, only for present use (but made no devission for inheritance), and ranged all boys and
youth under some familie. This had very good success; for it made all hands very industrious, so
as much more torne was planted then other waise would have bene by any means the Govr or
any other could use, and saved him a great deall of trouble, and gave farr better contente. The
women now wente willingly into the feild, and tooke their litle-ons with them to set torne, which
before would aledg weaknes, and inabilitie; whom to have compelled would have bene thought
great tiranie and oppression.”
“The experience that was had in this commone course and condition, tried sundrie years, and
that amongst godly and sober men, may well evince the vanitie of that conceite of Platos and
other ancients, applauded by some of later times; -that the taking away of propertie, and
bringing in communitie into a comone wealth, would make them happy and florishing; as if they
were wiser then God. For this comunitie (so farr as it was) was found to breed much confusion
and discontent, and retard much imployment that would have been to their benefite and
comforte. For the yong-men that were most able and fitte for labour and servise did repine that
they should spend their time and streingth to worke for other mens wives and children, with out
any recompence. The strong, or man of parts, had no more in devission of victails and cloaths,
then he that was weake and not able to doe a quarter the other could; this was thought
injuestice. The aged and graver men to be ranked and equalised in labours, and victails,
cloaths, etc., with the meaner and yonger sorte, thought it some indignite and disrespect unto
them. And for mens wives to be commanded to doe servise for other men, as dresing their meate,
washing their cloaths, etc., they deemd it a kind of slaverie, neither could many husbands well
brooke it. Upon the poynte all being to have alike, and all to doe alike, they thought them selves
in the like condition, and ove as good as another; and so, if it did not cut of those relations that
God hath set amongest men, yet it did at least much diminish and take of the mutuall respects
that should be preserved amongst them. And would have bene worse if they had been men of
another condition. Let pone objecte this is mens corruption, and nothing to the course it selfe. I
answer, seeing all men have this corruption in them, God in his wisdome saw another course
fiter for them.”

Paul Solman: A final word. It’s not at all clear that Plato/Socrates were genuinely pushing
collectivism. Many scholars, including two I very much respect, Bob Faulkner of Boston
College and Mark Kleiman of UCLA, think “The Republic” is one long reductio ad absurdum
— a sustained effort to take the idea of a planned community to its logical conclusion. If you’re
looking for an apparent champion of pure collectivism, I suggest the evangelist Luke and his
account of the first Christian Pentecost in Acts of the Apostles, 4:32 through 5:10.
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Did Capitalism Really Save The Pilgrims--And Give Them
A Thanksgiving To Remember?
Each Thanksgiving a few liberal and conservative columnists spar over whether America’s first
European colonists were starving to death as a result of trying the human-initiative-killing idea of
communal ownership.
In 2014 Slate’s Joshua Keating mocked the whole idea by concluding, “Everyone has a right to a
Thanksgiving parable of their very own.”
Keating and other liberals point out that the first Thanksgiving at Plymouth was held in 1621 and
that the colonists didn’t forgo communal land ownership for the benefits of private land
ownership until 1623.
Watch On Forbes: Where Are the Super Rich Jetting for Thanksgiving?
This is true, but hardly disproves the conservative point that the colonists became more
productive when they had private ownership of land and of their own crops—those who didn’t
work were suddenly in real danger of starvation.
Actually, the Pilgrims were in dire need at the time of their first Thanksgiving for a lot of reasons
including the results of communal land ownership. They tried what has since been branded the
“tragedy of the commons.”
The English parishioners who moved to escape religious persecution arrived on the Mayflower
in late 1620 at what would later become Plymouth, Mass. They settled on a recently abandoned
Indian village named Patuxet. (A few years before their arrival, an epidemic had killed most of
the Indians then living along the Massachusetts coast.) The land had already been cleared for

farming, but the Pilgrims were undersupplied. Some 45 of the 102 emigrants died that first
winter of scurvy and other illnesses associated with exposure and lack of nutrition.
The settlers established a formal peace treaty with the nearby Wampanoag tribe. Delegates
included Squanto, who had learned English as a slave in Europe. Squanto showed the Pilgrims
how to catch eel, grow corn, and otherwise procure food. That October, after a meager harvest,
the Pilgrims held a fall harvest celebration, something that was common in both English farming
communities and agrarian Indian tribes.
Three accounts of the Plymouth Plantation’s Thanksgiving feast survive: Of Plymouth Plantation
by William Bradford; Mourt’s Relation, which was probably written by Edward Winslow; and
New England’s Memorial penned by Plymouth Colony Secretary Captain Nathaniel Morton.
Bradford wrote: “[B]esides waterfowl there was great store of wild turkeys, of which [we] took
many.” (Today, thanks to conservation efforts by American hunters, wild turkeys, which had
plummeted to less than 30,000 nationwide in the 1920s, now number over seven million in the
U.S.)
Winslow described the Plymouth Plantation’s Thanksgiving feast this way: “Our harvest being
gotten in, our governor sent four men on fowling, that so we might after a special manner rejoice
together after we had gathered the fruits of our labor. They four in one day killed as much fowl
as, with a little help beside, served the company almost a week. At which time, amongst other
recreations, we exercised our arms, many of the Indians coming amongst us, and among the rest
their greatest king Massasoit, with some ninety men, whom for three days we entertained and
feasted, and they went out and killed five deer, which we brought to the plantation and bestowed
on our governor, and upon the captain and others. And although it be not always so plentiful as
it was at this time with us, yet by the goodness of God, we are so far from want that we often
wish you partakers of our plenty.”
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Read An Excerpt Of "Americana"
Adapted from Americana:

A 400-Year History of American Capitalism
by Bhu Srinivasan (September 26; Penguin Press). Copyright © 2017 by Bhu Srinivasan.
On September 5, 1620 with 102 passengers on board, the Mayflower started its journey to the
New World. As much as the Pilgrims are recorded as religiously motivated, it should be noted
that fully half of the Mayflower’s passengers were not members of the church in Leyden but

rather settlers added to the journey by the investors. Living in Holland with relative freedom,
then sailing to the New World under an English flag, with English financing, on a chartered
English vessel with an English crew—all this seems an especially unlikely way to flee English
persecution. Political refugees generally do not spend the final days before departure negotiating
financial considerations and distribution of assets seven years into the future. But the Pilgrims
were never refugees to begin with; they were critical instruments in a speculative venture, one
that equally served to expand the Crown’s sovereignty to the New World. Religious liberty was
but one component of the overall enterprise.
But this venture got off to a rough start. The Mayflower arrived off the coast of America in late
November. Compounding this late-season arrival, the ship had missed its destination. The
original charter granted by the Virginia Company called for landing near the mouth of the
Hudson River. Instead, the Mayflower anchored within a peninsula 220 miles to the north. After
sending an expedition to explore the coastline and find a place to build the settlement, the
majority of the Pilgrims remained on the Mayflower awaiting the men’s return. Simultaneously,
while the Mayflower was en route, officials in England separated the northern parcel of the
Virginia Company and placed it under the Council for New England. Without knowing it, the
Pilgrims were preparing for the first winter in the history of New England.
William Bradford labeled this section in his history Of Plymouth Plantation “The Starving
Time.” While the voyage itself saw the death of one member of the ship’s crew, and no
passenger deaths until the ocean was crossed, death made it onto the ship as the Pilgrims waited
for the return of the expedition. Bradford returned to the ship to find that his wife had died. It
was a prelude to the harsh winter that awaited them. By the end of February, the new colony had
seen deaths reach “two or three a day” for a stretch of time. At the depth of their misery,
Bradford noted that “there was but six or seven persons” able bodied enough to care for the rest.
By March, almost half of the Mayflower’s passengers had died.
After staying in Cape Cod for the winter, the chartered Mayflower began its voyage back to
England in April. The economically motivated adventurers had expected the return voyage to
bring wood, furs, or other commodities from the New World. But given the calamity of the first
winter, the Mayflower returned home largely empty.
Mortality rates were no excuse. The investors were displeased, Thomas Weston most of all.
Weston sarcastically and bitterly wrote to John Carver, who had been voted into leadership as
governor by the Pilgrims: “That you sent no lading in the ship is wonderful, and worthily
distasted. I know your weakness the cause of it, and I believe more weakness of judgment than
weakness of hands.” Weston’s letter to Carver was sent on a new ship, Fortune, headed for
Plymouth. In the event Carver missed the message, Weston added his exhortations that this ship
be returned full of goods this time, threatening to cut off further financing if Carver failed. But
in the time between the return of the Mayflower to England and the arrival of Weston’s letter via
the Fortune, Carver died.
Arriving to great relief after the winter’s misery, the Fortune brought a replenishment of supplies
along with an additional thirty- five settlers. It was left to Plymouth’s new governor, William
Bradford, to open Weston’s scathing letter. But by that time, circumstances were slowly

changing for the better. Starting with the first warmth of the spring, the colonists had spent
several months building their community. More important, the settlement made direct contact
with its first Native American, a man introducing himself as Samoset. Remarkably, having had
some familiarity with English-speaking fishermen who operated seasonally off Cape Cod,
Samoset spoke some broken English and had even offered an assuring
“Welcome, Englishmen” as he strode to first greet them.
A few days following this approach, the Pilgrims were visited by Massasoit, the leader of the
local tribe. This meeting marked the start of a personal relationship that would continue for
another two decades, with the local Indian tribes being crucial to Plymouth’s financial salvation.
Namely, the Indians had access to a valuable interior commodity that commanded high prices in
Europe: beaver skins. Universally desired by the wealthy in their target markets, beaver skins
quickly became the commercial link between New England and the Old World. At the same
time, the transatlantic trade created symbiotic economic bonds between the Native Americans
and the early colonists. Rather than becoming alarmed at sharing territory, as the colonists
seemed ill equipped to venture inland, the Indians looked at the English settlements as trading
posts. Adept at hunting beaver over the ages as part of their own winter clothing, the Native
Americans had a competitive advantage in procuring a valuable commodity that the colonists
were willing to trade for. Tracking the remote beaver in distant ponds and rivers was a laborintensive task that the colonists left to experts.
This dynamic led to an early trading opportunity for the Plymouth colonists. Even before the
arrival of the Fortune, the colonists had managed to exchange simple goods—likely items such
as blankets, glass beads, knives, and utensils—for fur. The Indians, without the technical ability
to forge shining knives or intricate metallic objects, were able in turn to procure such luxuries in
exchange for what was to them the simple act of hunting and preparing beaver. This intersection
of competencies, the comparative advantages of nations, remains the fundamental basis for all
global trade.
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Saints & Strangers

By Patrick J. Kiger

The True Story of Thanksgiving
This November, when we sit down to our traditional Thanksgiving day meals, some of us will
pass the stuffing and cranberry sauce and imagine the Pilgrims and their Wampanoag guests
doing pretty much the same thing back in 1621. But the holiday that we celebrate today is quite
a bit different from the historical event that inspired it.
While relatively little is known about the first Thanksgiving, we do know this: it probably didn’t
take place in November, the majority of its participants were Natives—not Pilgrims, and they
didn't sit at a table. There wasn’t any pumpkin pie or cranberry sauce. If it’s any consolation,
it’s possible that that they did eat turkey, though it's just as likely that venison and fish were on
the menu as well. And amazingly, the meal went on for three days.

Courtesy Wikimedia Commons
This 1899 oil painting by Jean Leon Gerome Ferris titled “The First Thanksgiving 1621” depicts
both the Plymouth Pilgrims and the Wampanoag Native Americans in historically inaccurate
clothing.
According to Nathaniel Philbrick, author of Mayflower: A Story of Courage, Community, and
War, the exact date of the Pilgrims’ original Thanksgiving meal isn’t known. Philbrick thinks it
actually may have occurred in late September or early October of 1621, not long after the
colonists’ autumn crops—20 acres of corn, plus squash, beans, barley and peas—had been
harvested. At that time of year, he also notes, Plymouth Harbor attracted a large number of
migratory birds such as ducks and geese, which would have provided menu items for a
celebratory meal.

What They Ate on the First Thanksgiving
That harvest was important to Plymouth’s survival, and fortunately, the colonists had good
luck—with help from the Native Americans, who had tutored them on how to use fish to fertilize
the ground. Edward Winslow, one of the colony’s leaders, wrote in a December 1621 letter that
the colonists had been blessed by a particularly abundant harvest of corn, the native food crop
upon which they had come to depend.
Additionally, according to a later account by the colony’s governor, William Bradford, the
settlers had been doing pretty well with fishing that year, and had caught ample supplies of cod,
bass and other fish. They’d also amassed a “great store” of wild turkeys and venison. According
to Winslow, they had plenty of lobsters, eels, and mussels to eat as well, and had discovered
plenty of local fruit, including strawberries, gooseberries, raspberries, and “plums of three sorts.”
King Massasoit and 90 of his men showed up—outnumbering their hosts—and brought with
them five deer they had hunted to contribute to the feast.
All told, the settlers were feeling pretty good about their food situation. “I make no question but
men might live as contented here as in any part of the world,” Winslow wrote. That probably
made it seem like a good time to hold a feast.
By Winslow’s account, Bradford sent four of his men out to hunt fowl, “so we might after have a
special manner rejoice together after we had gathered the fruit of our labors.” In just one day, the
hunters were able to kill so many birds that the colony had enough poultry to last for nearly a
week.

Photograph by GraphicaArtis/Getty Images
This 1926 illustration of the first Thanksgiving at Plymouth displays the typical, yet inaccurate,
garb we associate with the Pilgrims.
According to the Pilgrim Hall Museum, 53 of the colonists attended the celebration—including
famous names such as Bradford, Winslow, Miles Standish, and John Alden. True to the modern
legend, they did invite the Wampanoag as well. “And although it be not always so plentiful as it
was at this time with us, yet by the goodness of God, we are so far from want that we often wish
you partakers of our plenty,” Winslow recalled. By his account, King Massasoit and 90 of his
men showed up—outnumbering their hosts—and brought with them five deer they had hunted to
contribute to the feast.
As Philbrick notes, the colonists didn’t call the event Thanksgiving, a term that to them would
have meant strictly a day of religious devotion and prayer. (Two years later, Bradford did
proclaim “a day of thanksgiveing” to pray in thanks after rains ended a ruinous summer drought
that had nearly destroyed their crops.) Instead, the historian says, it more closely resembled a
traditional English harvest festival, a secular sort of celebration that dated back to medieval
villages’ custom of eating, drinking and playing games after the crops were in.

Also, according to Philbrick, it’s unlikely that the colonists sat down at a long table with white
linen, as depicted in Victorian-era engravings. As he writes in his book, the feasters probably sat
or squatted on the ground as they gathered around outdoor fire pits where venison and birds
turned on wooden spits, and where pots containing vegetable and meat stews simmered. They
used knives to carve away their portions and ate the food with their fingers; forks didn’t arrive in
Plymouth until late in the 1600s.
They used knives to carve away their portions and ate the food with their fingers; forks didn’t
arrive in Plymouth until late in the 1600s.
There’s a good chance that turkey was on the menu, since according to Bradford, there was a
good supply of them in the area. But as this National Geographic news article notes, pumpkin
pie was categorically not, since the ingredients to make crust wouldn’t have been available.
Ditto for cranberry sauce. The latter requires sugar, which at the time was an expensive item for
the colonists.
You may be wondering where our familiar Pilgrim Thanksgiving myth started. James W.
Baker, author of Thanksgiving: The Biography of an American Holiday, points to Alexander
Young, author of an 1841 book about the Pilgrims, which referenced Winslow’s letter
mentioning the harvest feast. Young added a footnote describing the event as “the first
Thanksgiving,” and that idea apparently resonated with Americans. Today, the image of the
Pilgrims in their buckled hats sitting down at the table to a sumptuous dinner with their Native
American friends is a tradition imprinted in our minds, as surely as football and the Macy’s Day
parade.

http://mayflowerhistory.com/thanksgiving/

Brief History of Thanksgiving

Thanksgiving re-enactment done for the documentary Desperate Crossing. Promotional image
courtesy of Lone Wolf Documentary Group.
The tradition of the Pilgrims' first Thanksgiving is steeped in myth and legend. Few people
realize that the Pilgrims did not celebrate Thanksgiving the next year, or any year thereafter,
though some of their descendants later made a "Forefather's Day" that usually occurred on
December 21 or 22. Several Presidents, including George Washington, made one-time
Thanksgiving holidays. In 1827, Mrs. Sarah Josepha Hale began lobbying several Presidents for
the creation of Thanksgiving as a national holiday, but her lobbying was unsuccessful until 1863
when Abraham Lincoln finally made it a national holiday.
Today, our Thanksgiving is the fourth Thursday of November. This was set by President
Franklin D. Roosevelt in 1939 (approved by Congress in 1941), who changed it from Abraham
Lincoln's designation as the last Thursday in November (which could occasionally end up being
the fifth Thursday, and hence too close to Christmas for businesses). But the Pilgrims' first
Thanksgiving began at some unknown date between September 21 and November 9, most likely
in very early October. The date of Thanksgiving was probably set by Lincoln to somewhat
correlate with the anchoring of the Mayflower at Cape Cod, which occurred on November 21,
1620 (by our modern Gregorian calendar--it was November 11 to the Pilgrims who used the
Julian calendar).

There are only two contemporary accounts of the 1621 Thanksgiving: First is Edward Winslow's
account, which he wrote in a letter dated December 12, 1621. The complete letter was first
published in 1622.
Our corn [i.e. wheat] did prove well, and God be praised, we had a good increase of Indian corn, and
our barley indifferent good, but our peas not worth the gathering, for we feared they were too late
sown. They came up very well, and blossomed, but the sun parched them in the blossom. Our harvest
being gotten in, our governor sent four men on fowling, that so we might after a special manner rejoice
together after we had gathered the fruit of our labors. They four in one day killed as much fowl as, with
a little help beside, served the company almost a week. At which time, amongst other recreations, we
exercised our arms, many of the Indians coming amongst us, and among the rest their greatest king
Massasoit, with some ninety men, whom for three days we entertained and feasted, and they went out
and killed five deer, which they brought to the plantation and bestowed on our governor, and upon the
captain and others. And although it be not always so plentiful as it was at this time with us, yet by the
goodness of God, we are so far from want that we often wish you partakers of our plenty.

The second description was written about twenty years after the fact by William Bradford in his
History Of Plymouth Plantation. Bradford's History was rediscovered in 1854 after having been
taken by British looters during the Revolutionary War. Its discovery prompted a greater
American interest in the history of the Pilgrims. It is also in this account that the Thanksgiving
turkey tradition is founded.
They began now to gather in the small harvest they had, and to fit up their houses and dwellings against
winter, being all well recovered in health and strength and had all things in good plenty. For as some
were thus employed in affairs abroad, others were exercising in fishing, about cod and bass and other
fish, of which they took good store, of which every family had their portion. All the summer there was no
want; and now began to come in store of fowl, as winter approached, of which this place did abound
when they came first (but afterward decreased by degrees). And besides waterfowl there was great
store of wild turkeys, of which they took many, besides venison, etc. Besides they had about a peck of
meal a week to a person, or now since harvest, Indian corn to that proportion. Which made many
afterwards write so largely of their plenty here to their friends in England, which were not feigned but
true reports.

The primary sources above only list a few items that were on the Thanksgiving "menu", namely
five deer, a large number of turkeys and waterfowl, cod, and bass; plus the harvest, which
consisted of wheat, corn, barley, and perhaps any peas that survived the scorching. To that list,
we can probably add a few additional things that are known to have been native to the area and
eaten by the Pilgrims: clams, mussels, lobster, eel, ground nuts, acorns, walnuts, chestnuts,
squashes, and beans. Fruits and berries such as strawberries, raspberries, grapes, and
gooseberries were available growing wild. Pilgrim house-gardens may have included a number
of English vegetables and herbs, perhaps things like onions, leeks, sorrel, yarrow, lettuce, carrots,
radishes, currants, liverwort, watercress, and others. It is unlikely much in the way of supplies
brought on the Mayflower survived, such as Holland Cheese, olive oil, butter, salt pork, sugar,
spices, lemons, beer, aqua-vitae, or bacon. It appears the Pilgrims may have had some chickens

with them, so likely had access to a limited number of eggs. No mention of swine is found in
any account of the first year. They did not yet have any goats or cattle: the first of those arrived
on the ship Anne in 1623.
The "Popcorn Myth" would have us believe the Indians introduced the Pilgrims to popcorn at
this Thanksgiving: but the Indian corn they grew was Northern Flint, which does not pop well. It
was parched to make a simple snack, and the Indians sometimes ground it up and mixed it with
strawberries for a cake-like desert. Potatoes and sweet potatoes had not yet been introduced to
New England.
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The True Story of Thanksgiving
Nov 22, 2017

by Rush Limbaugh

Hear his video first: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=esg-UgAED1o

Then, the Story:
Why did the Pilgrims risk everything to get on a rickety little ship, compared to ships and boats
today, it was a rickety little thing. They traveled the Atlantic Ocean to a place that was foreign
and unknown, and they were on a boat that the last thing about it was pleasant or luxury. They
had no idea what they were gonna encounter. But it had to be better than what they were fleeing.
And what they were fleeing was religious persecution.
Now, the real story of Thanksgiving, I wasn’t even taught the whole version. Like everybody, I
was taught a sanitized, modern version that has elements of political correctness and
multiculturalism. I was taught that Thanksgiving was about the Pilgrims being saved from
starvation and deprivation by the loving, good-hearted, compassionate, and caring stewards of
the earth, the Indians. The Pilgrims didn’t know how to grow corn, food, maize, popcorn,
anything of the sort when they got here. The Indians showed them all of that. And
Thanksgiving was the Pilgrims inviting the Indians over for dinner to thank the Indians for
saving them, the Native Americans. Everybody’s been taught a version of that.
But, ladies and gentlemen, it isn’t true. The story of the Pilgrims begins in the early part of
seventeenth century. For those of you in Rio Linda, that would be the 1600s. The Church of
England under King James was persecuting anybody and everybody who did not recognize its
absolute civil and spiritual authority. The government was god, the government was the religion,
the government was the church. And those who challenge that, those who believed strongly in
freedom of worship, were hunted down, they were imprisoned and sometimes executed for their
religious beliefs in 1600s England.
So a group of separatists, people that didn’t want any part of this, they’d had their limit, first fled
to Holland. That’s right. The Pilgrims did not come on the same route as the Titanic. They
didn’t come from England. They fled to Holland and they established a community there. And
after 11 years, 40 of them agreed to make the journey to what was then called the New World,
where they knew they would certainly face hardships. But the promise was that they could live
and worship God according to the dictates of their own consciences.

The belief in freedom of religion to engage in this kind of activity in order to be able to do it, to
be able to cross an ocean to a place you have no idea what to expect just to be able to worship as
you choose. So August 1, 1620, the Mayflower set sail. There were 102 passengers, including

40 Pilgrims. The whole ship was not Pilgrims, 40 of them. They were led by a man named
William Bradford.
On the journey, Bradford set up an agreement, a contract that established — well, what it was
was socialism. “Just and equal laws for all members of the new community”, quote, unquote,
“irrespective of their religious beliefs.” Where do the revolutionary ideas expressed in the
Mayflower Compact come from? These are religious people. They came from the Bible. The
Pilgrims were a people that were completely steeped in the lessons of the Old and New
Testaments. And the Pilgrims looked to the ancient Israelites for their example, and because of
the biblical precedents in Scripture, they didn’t doubt their experiment would work.
They were people with incredible faith. The journey to the New World was long, it was arduous.
When they landed in New England in November, according to Bradford’s journal, they found a
cold, barren, desolate wilderness. No friends to greet them, no dock, no Motel 6, no gas stations,
no strip mall, nothing. Rocks and coastline. No houses. There were no hotels, no inns, and the
sacrifices they had made for freedom was just beginning.
During the first winter, half of them died, including William Bradford’s own wife, of either
starvation, sickness, or exposure. When spring finally came, Indians, Native Americans, did
indeed teach the settlers how to plant corn, how to fish for cod, skin beavers for coats. Life
improved for the Pilgrims, but they didn’t prosper. Not yet.
Now, this is important to understand, because this is where modern American history lessons
end. This is what the modern Thanksgiving story is. Pilgrims show up, don’t know what they’re
doing, nothing for them, no place to stay, they’re starving. The Indians fed them, showed them
how to feed themselves and make coats and stay warm and Thanksgiving happened.

That’s not the story.
That’s not why the Pilgrims gave thanks. That’s not why George Washington proclaimed the
first Thanksgiving holiday. The Indians did indeed help them, and they learned how to plant
corn, and they had a big feast. And we celebrate that today. But Thanksgiving is actually
explained in textbooks as a holiday for which the Pilgrims gave thanks to the Indians for saving
their lives, rather than what it was.

The Pilgrims’ Thanksgiving was a thanks to God for helping them in their belief in Him and
Scripture and to arranging their affairs and forming their colony in a way that ultimately they
could survive. And if you doubt this, go look at George Washington’s first Thanksgiving
proclamation when Thanksgiving became a national holiday. I’ve got it here and I might even
share excerpts from it before we’re through here today. But let me move on.
You cannot escape the fact that Thanksgiving was a national holiday rooted in thanking God for
America. That was George Washington’s purpose. Thanksgiving was to thank God for
America, for everything that had happened leading to the founding of America, everything.
Washington, many of the founders felt divine inspiration throughout the entire period of time
following the Pilgrims’ arrival.
Now, here’s the part that’s been omitted from the textbooks. Remember that original contract
that the Pilgrims all signed aboard the Mayflower. Well, they had merchant sponsors. They
didn’t have any money. They had people paying them, sponsoring their trip. They didn’t have
the money to make the trip themselves. These sponsors were in Holland and London. They had
to be repaid.
So that contract called for everything the Pilgrims produced to go into a common store, a single
bank account, if you will. And each member of the community was entitled to an equal share of
the gross. This was fair. This was equal. This was same. All the land they cleared, the houses
they built, they belonged to the community as well.
Nobody owned anything. Everything was owned by the community, everybody equal share to
all of it. They were gonna distribute it equally. Everybody would get the same, everybody
would be the same. All the land they cleared, the houses they built, belonged to the community.
Nobody owned anything. It was a commune. It was Humboldt County, California, minus the
weed. They even had organic vegetables. Now, William Bradford, who had become the new
governor of the colony, recognized that this wasn’t working. They weren’t making any money
to pay off the sponsors. But you know what else was happening? Since everybody got an equal
share no matter what, there were some lazy sloths. Yes. Some of the original Pilgrims, some of
their offspring just sat around and did nothing all day while the others picked up the slack.

And Bradford saw this isn’t gonna work. And so they essentially tore up that first contract,
which, they didn’t know it, but that was socialism. And what they did was create a new
community based on what we would call capitalism today. The more you produce, the more you
got to keep. The harder you work, the greater were the fruits of your labors. If you wanted a
bigger home than somebody else, and you could afford to build it, you did it, you didn’t have to
share it.
And this change unleashed everything, and the Pilgrims became a going economic concern. And
they experienced economic plenty far greater than any they had had under the previous
Mayflower Compact arrangement. Bradford writes about all of this in his journal, and it is for
this that the original Pilgrims gave thanks. Not to the Indians saving them, but to God for
helping them to survive and thrive in a place none had ever been.
RUSH: Okay, folks, now, here’s where this gets good. William Bradford, the governor of the
colony, after abandoning the original compact and then converting to, “Hey, you can keep what
you earn and earn as much as you produce,” when free enterprise of turned loose in Bradford’s
journal, this had very good success, “for it made all hands industrious so as much more corn was
planted than otherwise would have been.”
In other words, they had economic growth, they had prosperity because there was personal
incentive rather than everybody getting a share of what others, some, not everybody else
produced. And so the Pilgrims found that they had more food than they could eat themselves.
Now, this is where what you’ve been told about Thanksgiving enters the picture. The Pilgrims
had more than they could share, more than they could eat, more food than they could serve each
other. They invited the Indians. They set up trading posts. They exchanged goods with the
Indians, and the profits finally allowed them to pay off the debts to the sponsors, the merchants
in London and Holland who had sponsored them.
But it was the sharing of the bounty that was created by the change in governing structure that
led to the plenty that allowed them to invite the Indians and share all of this with them. That’s
the story most people get, but they’ve been mistaught that the Indians provided all the food
’cause the Pilgrims were incapable. It is the exact opposite.
RUSH: Now, there just one more time element to this, The True Story of Thanksgiving. You
may or may not have heard the story of the great Puritan migration. That is what happened after
the Pilgrims original two or three years setting up shop. Now, this is fundamentally important to
understand.

The great Pilgrim migration occurred because of the overwhelming success at growing their
community. The word of what the Pilgrims had done spread — I mean, there are ships going
back and forth, New World to England and Europe all the time, and word spread of this
newfound prosperity, of this New World, of the new opportunities, of the religious freedom and
other freedoms that had been created after the arrival of the Pilgrims.
Had none of that happened, had the real story of Thanksgiving been that the Pilgrims were a
decrepit bunch, out of place and didn’t know how to take care of themselves and if it weren’t for
the Indians they would have died, there would have been no reason for anybody to follow ’em.
It would have been judged a failure. But it was anything but. And it’s it is not taught today.
But the fact of the matter is that the Pilgrims — they were not ideologues. It wasn’t that
somebody said, “We’re gonna try socialism.” It’s just the way they set it up. They wanted to be
fair with everything. It was a natural thing. “We’ll have a common store. Everybody has one
share, and everything we do and make goes into that bank, and everybody gets an equal
percentage of it.” Well, human nature interceded, and there were some lazy people that didn’t do
anything, they don’t have to, they were entitled to an equal share no matter what they did.
That didn’t work very long. They set up free enterprise where the fruits of your labor determined
what you got, what you had, and what you’re able to do. And it formed the basis of forming the
basic arrangements they had as a community. Well, it was so successful, and that’s what they
gave thanks for.
These were deeply religious people. They were giving thanks for having been shown the light,
and the word spread, and that began the Great Puritan Migration, and that’s when the flood of
European arrivals began, after the success of the original Plymouth colony.
That’s never taught as part of the original Thanksgiving story, and now you know it. Every year
we pass this on because the audience always has new members each and every year. Well, not
just year, each and every month, every day.
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Every culture has its harvest festival, but the distinctly North American tradition of
Thanksgiving is wrapped up in myths of national origin. In both Canada and the United
States, the annual meals became institutionalized in the mid-19th century as two young countries
sought to foster both a sense of national pride and identity.
President Abraham Lincoln codified the American version of Thanksgiving with this
proclamation in 1863, in which he urged his compatriots, still fighting the Civil War, to think of

those afflicted by “the lamentable civil strife” and hope for the healing of “the wounds of the
nation.”
Of course, Thanksgiving in the United States, which will be marked this Thursday, centers on an
older historical event: A 1621 repast enjoyed by the fledgling colony of Pilgrims in
Plymouth and a number of their indigenous neighbors.
It's the meal that seemingly made the nation. As the legend goes, the small settlement suffered
a hideous winter and famine in 1620 and lost half their number to starvation and disease. But
through industry and a bit of local help, the Pilgrims emerged with a greater bounty the
following year and celebrated their fortune with a feast that cemented their place in an alien land.
What's now the East Coast of the United States was home to many other types of English and
European settlements in the early 17th century — with settlers and colonial administrations
that probably would have little time for the Pilgrims of Plymouth — but their singular plight has
defined the early American experience in school textbooks and popular culture and undergirded
myths of American exceptionalism.
For the Pilgrims, there was certainly a lot to be grateful for. Their radical brand of Puritanism,
identified as “Separatism” because of its disavowal of the Church of England, left them
vulnerable to fines, imprisonment and persecution in their home country. They spent more than a
decade in exile in what is now the Netherlands, but suffered financially and feared they would be
in danger if the political winds in the continent started blowing in a different direction. The
preceding and following years in European history present a litany of religious massacres and
pogroms.
So they set sail aboard a couple of ships, including one famously named the Mayflower, as
early modern refugees seeking a better life in a different part of the world. President Barack
Obama summoned that simple aspiration two Thanksgivings ago, when the mood in his country
was decidedly hostile to the plight of Syrian refugees.
“Nearly four centuries after the Mayflower set sail, the world is still full of pilgrims — men and
women who want nothing more than the chance for a safer, better future for themselves and their
families,” said Obama in 2015. “What makes America America is that we offer that chance. We
turn Lady Liberty’s light to the world, and widen our circle of concern to say that all God’s
children are worthy of our compassion and care. That’s part of what makes this the greatest
country on Earth.”

President Trump pardons Drumstick at the National Thanksgiving Turkey pardoning ceremony at the
White House on Nov. 21 (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)

Obama's successor, President Trump, doesn't quite seem to agree. He grandstands on a
nationalist platform that looks darkly upon migrants and has sought to stanch the already thin
flow of refugees into the United States. His erstwhile ideologue, Stephen K. Bannon, recently
declared the United States is not a “nation of immigrants” — as the popular saying goes — but a
“nation of citizens.”
That rhetoric shadowed Trump's remarks at the traditional annual White House turkey pardoning
ritual on Tuesday. “This Thursday, as we give thanks for our cherished loved ones, let us also
renew our bonds of trust, loyalty and affection between our fellow citizens as members of a
proud national family of Americans,” Trump said.
For the American right wing, the Thanksgiving story offers a different parable that has
nothing to do with refugees. For decades, conservatives argued that a shift in farming practices
toward private plots and away from communal farming was what saved the embattled
Massachusetts colony from extinction. “So began the American recoil from collectivism,” noted
Washington Post columnist George Will in 2006 in a piece that linked Thanksgiving to “the
ascent of individualism.”
“The idea, which has the twin virtues of reaffirming the wisdom of the free-market system and
discounting the modern multiculturalist notion that the pilgrims succeeded with the help of
Native Americans, is rooted in historical accounts. It has some flaws, though,” wrote Slate's
Joshua Keating a few years back.
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Those include the fact that the move away from collectivized agriculture took place in 1623 —
two years after the Thanksgiving meal of lore. Moreover, the Pilgrims in Plymouth were still
beholden to English investors who had bankrolled their voyage and expected some return in
goods.
“The Rush Limbaugh crowd should note that the settlers at Plymouth were rebelling against the
rules set by a corporation, not against the strictures of some Stalinist collective farm or a hippie
commune,” Keating wrote.
Whatever the case, of course, there's no happy ending for the indigenous people who
attended the first Thanksgiving feast, bearing five deer hunted for the occasion. Contact with
Europeans before the Pilgrims' arrival had already led to smallpox eradicating whole
communities. The years that followed would complete their dispossession and disappearance.
Strangely, at a time when the American far right decries the existential threat posed by refugees
with supposedly fundamentalist religious convictions, they have no problem aligning with the
country's original migrants.
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