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Mmhich_he had -been orfcered to dos,Amherst saw Indian affairs as a

a

"means to this end.Johnson argued that such a,policf’uould have
. .

dyite disastrous conseauences and urged " instead a oolicy of

“steadys,uniform- éand triendly contact toward thef.”(1) Amherst

refused to be moved by Johnson's Bfghments and rems steadfast

* 4
in his determination to cut costs particuarl as be saw

expenditure on the Indians as an extravagamt waste.(?) In such
circums.tances Johnsof bagan Lobbyir'sg Wwhitehatl, as he was
entitled tu\i:; with his own views, osutlining the. consequences of

Amherst's polYcy and offering instead specific proposals for .the

- -

future ot Indian affairs and a plan for the regulatjon of the fur

»~trade,(2)}

Gage on the other hand were far

- ~

Johnson's relations with
more cordial’ ‘Gage respected Johnscn's judgement and expertise on

Indian matters, and for a'time‘SupnoEIEd Johnson's proposals.The

-
+

costs, of Jaghnson's operations were Fowever a cause of friction(4)
, F3 . o . \ " » L 2N K .
"In November 1765 when transmitting Indian Oepartment bills for

(1) §.P.,111, 330, Johnson to Amhersts, 12 feb.,1761.

(2) Amherst ,-bombardea. Johnson with letters driving home this
simplistic argument. ALl can be found in- J.P.,X, See, as an

Ey

example, J.P.,X » 284~6, Amherst to Johnson, R
(3) NaXJCoDsoVIII,572-81, ¢ Johnson .to _Lords _of Trades, 13

Nov.r1763. ) : . . .
' - - : 2

o~

5 . . - g
.-(4) Ihe Correspondsnce of_Gepg#ral Ihomas Gages (hereafter GageM

{pee.), edw Clarence E. Carter,, 2 Vols., (New Haven,1969),

'1f:fﬂgkL!‘S18-9o Gaye to ‘Barrington,. 183 Dec.,1V?65., Wheré relevant

w‘-fte ters are published in this work as well as the Gage Mssase
b dn MXhigans, notes will refer to Gdge_Corc.. C -

-
-

- N . -
I ’ . e
e, . . [N e




- N . ’ » ‘“\‘V : -l
+ . - ‘k.'
. . ’
¢ ) - '
k . 5 ‘ . R .
+ . .. The undersigned recommend to the Faculty of Graduate
Studies and Research accéptance of the thesis
; < "Britigh ‘Imperial l_’o].:icy and the Northern '
o - - Departmt?m:, Indi-aps, 1774’%7" . _
. submitted by Jotn C. Robson, B.A. T
‘ " in partial fulfilment .of the requirements for
: the degree of 'Ma‘gstgr.o‘f Arts .
’ Yo J g i .
x -
. . ! W~
. THESIS SUPERVISOR - .
’ /F%d&/ 5
CHAIRMAN, DEPARTMENT OF HISTORY * .
v - N < .
M - R ,,"" 5;»
. , , .
i "\/1‘,«
- I - “"
.“ ) . . z‘ - -
. . Carleton University ~ ! .
’ . ‘ ) . A . { [ -~
T * .15 December, 1983 ,' - p )
. AN .
v . v .. "
W\ ’ B
( . .




")

*a

Ly .

[
hY

.

’
»

Imperial edifice in ‘North America*at this times. the thes.
" R N . . Y ‘./ -

. — "
. . . . .

S ' ABSTRACT. | - ;

PR 2 L T,

P ” *

. ‘ ) . ,0 v, L Y
This- thesis. seeks fo examipe the. relatiofishfp between the

”

3ritish and the Indian ‘peoples of, the Nortﬁerq.lﬁddan Department

. .
*

. B . K . .
in thé :early years ok the American Revolution,»1774-7,7Aftér an

e o
’ L - .

. v * e h .
examination of ‘the Indian Department and its place within the s,

[
Fl v,

is arques |,
4

v M . .4

that Indian ‘motives and the British desire to use Indians against

coldnists  in. the % Revolution mesulted .in a marriage of

-
b4 03

convenience. Indian tribes in the Northern Department greatly

L »

«esired the obportuni{i to " strike Eack at American settler
E N

Fd

o .
K

eQbamsjdn.wﬁtﬁ;h threatened );heir. V9FY existpccirand’dillingly
orb@ide& imanpower t?*’wlgwBriti?h'}causgﬁinw the bel{ef %ha{»Fﬁg
@rit?sh iuogld act as {heir gqa:dians. The Rritish on the ofher
qha:d“uish;ﬁ to use the Indians as a tool Ytkoie[h*i;;a ruthless

» .
L v .

¢ coﬁf(ict;” Ho!ever onf} limited use was made of:;the Indians in

. . 5
this period owing to a divergence ot viewpoint within the
¥ . ‘ » > : .
) . ' J . : . £
Impersial hierarchy. arriorss served a usotu} purpose as scouts:
f . - N . LY c T

af ) ~ 4 *
: .

4 M .
An the periodiupger discussion. . v >
e I | ¥ .

<
" 3 ! #! &
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: R - {HTRODUCTION, R ST

The British

« .

use of Indians in the American Revolution, the
topic ~with which thag thesis 1§ concetned, 1s well L kmown: .t
. engendared gredat controversy  at the time and the litarature to be

.. v N

found on the suoject echoFs this. Yet .a primary ‘motive in

P

sursuing this sudaecf‘ is' the belief {hqt'fhe ihperpretiiwoms

nffered by historfans in tackling this “aspect of the Revolution
“are not partlcular!9 satisfying.- IHe rgatoﬁl‘ for ‘this 1s

undoubtedly the prickty nature of the-protlem jh hand: the use of

primitive aberigirdes Jgn what constitutecd a civil war and the type
. . N )

- o
- y

“af war tha#‘thgée'people wageds FRroaily spnaki%§'three trends of
"historioqraphy can be discerned, ° ‘-
Because the wea of.using the North Amerjcan Indian in what

d R 3
. ~

‘433 a white ‘man's quarrel, seems to them somewhat immoral,

historians of ‘the 8r1tish Empire and of "(Canada have taken at best
3 - reticent: and at Tuorst 2" dissmissive .attitude towards this

P N

subject’/ something pest pushed tirmly to one’. side following a

~

sharp rebuke. George wrong for “instance,in. his (apada 2073 Lhe

'ﬂmg:i;aa 'ngglugiqn;;-deals with - the 1Indian dirension to'the
3ritish forces }n"tnE-Pevqlution'hx' jubbing them "dangerous an

* A

useless allies.”(1) In 1764, Piers Mackesy im his standard

M ‘-

military lhistory of the War, when referring to Rucgoyne's
- - A : o . ' -

‘inabitity to raise  more Indians  says this "was no - gjreat

glo§Sgbecause except 45 scoute they nroved worse than uégrq§qp and
., . 0] ". N , \ ] i ’ N

) \ i . ) ' ' : ‘ . -

(1) Georae Mo ¢ Wrongs - (apada and tbhe-  2Aperigan

Beyolutiop,(Toronto,49395),%724, . :

A




R ~ N )
]r N i . . LY
o .. . ’ " “ R * 3 \ n
their savagery made effective- propaganda. to raise the enemy's

militia,"(1) while there ji indoubtedly some trqth'in what

- -

‘Mackesy says, thisoarepresehtlu too prompt 3 dismissal*of an

important subject, especial’ly given the frequency that the Indian

-

dimensidoh” appears in . the.source material upon which Mackesy's

story .. is Ba§éd.A further. problem, uhiq@ ;ke above examples

jemonstrate with the utmost,.clarity, is‘goleiew their subject

’ \ i
k]

éntirely from a whit@ man's perspective, In Hilda Neatby's

" Juebesothe Bevolutiopacy Age,1260-1291% for ‘example, the standard

.. GCanadian history textbook for the period., little mention is made

' . O - . o : .
at all about the Indian peoples who ~happened to Llive in that
: V] ] ¥ Y .

provinte, the Seven Nations of Canada’ in fact ,2n Indian

dimension only appears: when it throws lLight onto a central

character, 'such as Carletd;.kz) It ‘would be -wrong'to suéqest

[y

that such attitudes are always apparents, Georaqge Stanley, for

example, who has ‘“admittedly devoted much energy to . writing

F ¢

Canadian history from the angle of the Native peoples, treats the

Indian dimension to thke .Ameritan Revolution with a degree Hf

fairness and subtlety,(%) but " such trends ' are quite
. .

unmistakeable. - Indéed, as James Walker noted- in an essay on the
- - . .

olace of the Indian'in C(anadian history: b"fhe picture of the

g e O e rem . ————-- -
Al

'(1Y‘Piers Mackesyr, Ihe War LQ; Amerigar (London:196i 2130,

(2) Hilda Neatby) Quebegcs the f:!QLUIiQDhLZ Age,(Toronto,1966 ),
. ’ I RS Co- .
"(3) 0f particular relevance are his "The' Six Nations and the

American- Revolution™, Qptarie ﬁia;gnxaLyX'1°6§; and (apadal's

spldiers, (Toronto,1974),

-

"

-

PR,

e e e e+ o3




View to identifyiny the all

1 e s ey s Rsbeiigmites o 1 res ) g
T
)

Indian ‘as a numan heinge,.1s cofffusingscontradictory and’
incomplete, Cledarty he is not often' considered to be deserving:

of serious attention, or his society of schotarly analysis."(ﬁ) -
. b ! B ..

The secdnd trens . of historioaraphy concerns thé response of

American historians.,And this has bheen aquite different’ he?e

-poinion .aboundy un the subject., The Aritish use of Indians in the

American Revolution was deemed to be one of twenty mseveﬁ

. -

Minjuries and usurpations” inflicted upon the patriots by the

3ritish Crown since the accession of George II!I as exnfegsed in
the Declaration of Independence in T1776:,  "(he)., has

endeavoured to bring on the inhabitants af ous frontiers, the

’
- .

merciless Indian savages, whose known rule of warfare is an
. . .

undistinquished destruction of all ajesrsexes and conditinns”,

+

Generations of-American Fistorians have expoused July the fourth

rhetoric in the most tremchant of terms: they have written with 2

eqedly auilty who allowed a oolicy of

such wickedress to take place and in chronicling the tales ot

. - ' -~ '
horror that resulted., Hardly surprisin) is the fact that much of

-

the writing on.the $ibject has been ftawed, and has concentrated

1

on specific controversies: whether &6r not Hamilton paid for
scalps, the opolicy of Gégg in pronosing the “unleashing"” of the

"s$qvages",, anag the murder hy Burgoyne's Indians  of.Jane Mclrae
being prominent, . L
L4

- -

Two;examﬁles from well . known works written nearly a century

.

i
‘-n--c-i—----h-----—----- ------ e EE G e® R n T ® W w S - - -——— -

[

&) James Walker, "The ""Indian- in Canadian Historical

Writing",Canadian Historical Association’ Historical
‘Papers_»1971, 21, - ' ' S

v . 3 ]
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apart demonstrate:- American histo?ﬁogradhy

I836"N.L.§tone:in'his gijg;gi-ggsggh_SLadlai
to Governor Gby'Carleton‘s }eluctadce to use

-eseseahis experwengs could not have

him the capriciousness. of their

their intracrablenésg and incons
must: have known that their 1deas o]
totally ferent from those of
nations..Shafd that)..they ~were
regardless ofs,and Ltooked with ¢
those belligerent useges,which are

as honourabtp'qenerous. and fai
modern service of civilized man. He
have ©peen ignorant’ of the fact
object . and design_ of most of the

Indians participate are not - so
conquer by manly and, open battle,as
~ and destroy after their own

-fashion,,..(1)

[}
Io 7922  Hoffman Nickerson, in his respected

the ye%}'ﬁ???; urote{that:

! . . N 4 . ’
:.....the employment of Indians as d
“the unimaginative George III and

[

page -.0f the American ‘Revolution
Ind1an).v.was used.,...for paying

. w1th the diabolxcal outrages and  t

: . godd -natured Lord North remains the dirtiest

on the subject. In

wrnte with refergnce’

Indians that;
but taught S
character, :
tancy . He
f war we're
civilized
utterty - s

ontempt -on
considered
r in gthe

could not

that the -

warsg that

much to .

to murder L

peculiar

military history of

1

irected by
the always

« Heooal(the
put. the

‘American ‘fatmer..and his wife and chitdren

ortures of

which the. redskin made an art,.. The Indwans

were the' . agents _of what the
recently .léarned to "~ call the
trightfulness,(2) ' co
! - - - . . . . .
In an essay pualishfdf~%h,1°70o Sefe wis

interpretations and, dik@erhéd ~a number of as

them: that"the Indians const1§ute bpt one e

-

L 4

world has

policy of

e commented on such

sumpt1ons underlyxng'

aqer they are wholly

. - . - P o ~ v N N
v e 4B e S T D > T e W v " 5 e e e v e - - -
' r - .

[N

(1) W.L.Stone, Ihe Life . - ot
- Ihayenapega,(Aloany,1836),1,190,

(2) Hoffman Nickerson, Ihg Iugglgg Poipnt of
Yorko1928)pla126 7. S

.. loseeh Braot.

the Bewglutions(New




subhuman, mere animals and e}ceedingly htoodthirsty aones at that

sthat a craving for blood reoresents their chief motivation in .
fighting, .and that -the Indians 'are,merq pawns of the British,

4
v >

Paointing out -the abSurdit}' of such notions, particularly the . .

t
+

failure tuo counsider . the ' many ‘Indian ‘tribal groupings and in
v . '

denying ‘the. indians spatus-oi' rational human beings,Wise noted
. 1 '
how recent revisiohist writin#s on Loyalism in the American

sk

. o .
Revalution have contributed to a far firmer understandfng of

Loyalist motives but doubted whether such an approach was Llikaly .

. !

to be taken.towards the Lndian dimension to the Revolution, (1)

Such an impression can .now be seen to be ton pessimtétic with

.

the ‘pubtication of work by Anthony Wallace,(2) James 0'Donnell
I1I(3) -and, in particutér Barbara Grg&hont.(&)- and the facf:thatz

in "a conference on Loyalism- held ‘in London 1in 197S5, three

contributinons dealt with the question' of Indian "Lgyalism".,(5)

The revieue?s,requn§e te Graymont's work is of ihgerest¢ft.?.

- LD SuF.Wise, “The American Revolutjon and Indian History"” in
John Moir ed. Characler and (ircumstapnce. 'Essaxs ip Homgur.
of Dopald Grant Cceighton, (Toronto,1970) ,182-3, ‘

(2) Anthony F.C\Walldce, Ihe Decline anod Bebirth  of the Sengcas
(New York,1982). = . : ' » o '

*
i

(3) James 0O'Donngll Il1,I1he Souihern logians Jp the Apericap
Reyglutioor (Knoxville,1972); g : ‘
e — L N
(4) 3arbara -Graymont, Ibe Irogueis io -Ln:.ii:;isan'ﬂsxnluxignA ,
(Syracuse 1972). , - . i I :

(5) Published in ﬁémoh? wright ed. Bede.White.apd_Irue.Blue,
’ (London,1976). The relevant contributions are, those by .Georae
Rawlyks Francis Jennings and Peter Marshall.

N




Johnston wrote : sne JLares the readei muych of tho mcrat\siic ii’:.

-

oréseht?nindedness ‘that éo

k1nd"(1) and

more value by the

li;grata}e which is the
Revoluttonary crrs:é)
American povnt”ofpv1EM¢(3)

.many

_mirrored and

distorts'

Regtnald Horsman commented that

her book "isfngen<‘fif,

d1spass1onate nature of her anaiyto‘p..writiﬂg

#the American lgdtan too 'often.produces

into pro-wh1te or pro—hndlan patterns."(2)

thesg qomments 'refer to

attempt- to view Colonlal

- -
¢

~ I4 ies
of’ thesg 'qorks.’have been

- -~
N B

speaking the,'r1se of chnohtstoryal

-

power" 1n tbe }9605 and '?Os and ~synbot11ed hy President J Fo

Kennpdy's. ceteﬁrated ‘speec:,.of

~Indians'-‘“f”§he Léast un?erstood“‘ andr moSt mtsunder:heqﬂ” QJ

"4- fe

._kmeﬁicans fahd talked f. the

. Indvan nolzcx sance the Pevclut1on.(4)

., "‘5“ - R

Y
——o—----P—--’oé‘,--wﬁno—‘qﬁ—-_---_..-.-q- -“..---‘p---- -
. .

R

(1 C. M Jopnston in. nanadgau
- ;.&;3.)>5911973,329

2) Regwnald Horsman- in-

Saak. ),52,1972 3,4& .

‘u.IB)tA detavled surv@y of thvs ttend can be found: ia James ixtetl.-"

_anatysts whic# fill,:5

af h#s:ar1cat
urttang of Indian h\StOFYr tn uartlcutar
Amer1can history'tindfudﬂnq (ﬁe;
from an. Indtan a; uell as a Béitish‘or an.
But qs’Johnsan and ﬁorsnan hnwe.ﬂaied
serwously . i Qherally

| s Gsuﬁify’knounw ;:

‘wa's profOundty inftuenced byf:the grouth of "Indiaﬁ
—uhen h%‘referred to thﬁ~;f37*f

'”nat1onak d1sqrace" of Aﬂerdcan

lBut these uorks uere abgofi .

.Rﬁxiﬁﬁoiﬁéreafier;

ulasncisaL

l!tcisan Hislenisll

"qu Ethnqh\ﬁto#y of Early America..A

and Ha:x Quanneflx'35;19?a.

(4) H t Porter,.f»“Reflgctwons

_Lolonial ; America”, 1QM£QQL:
iab;ﬁ ):1ﬁo1qaz,244‘ .

ﬂevieu Essny n;slgan?f'?
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& . . *l N - Rt - -...
discuss _events in Colonial.. Agerica- by exol1c1tty

oo S X S . . Ve
events ﬂh Vietram,(1) ‘;: - .._.‘-n.v a

. B2 RN . MY hd

it was for example 1n thusrnntellectuat abmasphbrn that

-fatally affected by the American inVoLve;éni-jﬁ'\vi tnam te the -

extent uhgﬁeby it uasAbosst(et?o? pbom:nent €thno is}orfans,td

~

bel1ef became c0mmgn i ,19705 that scalpwnq.was not - ,an. Indian

- )

o A Py

v
custom at ayl'uout rather had been an’ 1pnort of the uh1te man,

< 'V. “ - .

"The -only. basis for such a view was its or1§tn. -a vision by

- s g4
- Caw e

4 -

ATE}Eblantgfi tﬁe Sgnetg nhwefJaﬂ_18?0, 1n uhvch " he saw. that the

» AR FREA

fFrench had furnr?h&d the Indv

. - PR Y
v v 4

e

5

3 - ¢ N
ns u1bh‘shs{p “tknives to take tha:

's&1ns of «their m(h&adg)"}“ A{thouhw -the .ledéﬁce.fojtphm}fouE‘

- ‘e - - .
-~ - e, N - - .

l“‘l"

~_-\b*\5.
-

. s
5.. “"' “ .. P T .

evtd5nce~ demonstrated cataqorwcalv : bh@t scalpjhg-wbredgléd

el d .,
ot L omed N . "r 7. “~ . %

[y <. (R . .

EurOOean«settlemento this myth was comwaanace (2) :.}

- _'».-. > <
- - ;

Iﬂ' %horta thws damens1on to 'colnﬁaal Amemtcan hvstory has

‘-o-.-,.u - o P - -
~-' -‘... - - -

been explonted fq; reasans othpr than hwstorrogcaphwcat ones. And

. - 'A K’» - f - - . . ol
> ngdenoqwhas' been caltea'oponuto bolster oos1p1ons otcupwed for
t -t T .:.... a . N - *
S R b NS - - o es ‘..‘
v-opolitical or moral ‘conviction, _z,Lu;ﬁ M ,

wp

“75u1¢e“

»

< o e - PSS

Thus%-a $£udy ot~ tbﬁs- Sort of oroblem'is’”certain to‘bﬁ af:

' - - ~
e

tr@ve tors {_@ Tounts \tbgether' -u1th pubt1shedA q(cﬁ%ééboqicéi

-

ﬁé&f?bve?st{h? one. The main prbblrm s one - t- dea11ng w1tbftﬁb  m,

- ’ -~ - .

Co
.
°3

- ‘!
~e - . .

one parttcular{y d1ifvcult problem. The North American Indian.was

» . -n
Q .o [ " * e

PR

Jromﬁjal primvttve Cuiture. Almost all’' .the Vérlaerﬁ'qhqubinqs

o . o -
Cte .- e, )
..._, ey, PR

L., R $

_,,. [ - . w .
-~ .

(1&'1nay.;?k? Franc1s Jennnnqs is one such ethnﬁsh\storlan. .

(2) James AxtEll and wlll1am Sturtevants "The Unk\ndtwest Cutr or

-~ .
-——--q-.-.h-a-—---’”.-,- ‘.‘-?----_—-‘~---~-Q---_--q------—-—-—--'h——-—--'-- -
™ - - -

ncompat1otd§cultures. End considering” t%ef(nd1an ra1§eg

“Who'~Invented Scalping”, William and Map Quactesty., 37, 1980,
- -
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oracticedsfor . examplesquite excruciating tortures. upon their

. . . N

captives'and practioef cannibalism oh t%e mutilated corpse, The

~ i

three modes of hxstorwoqraphy,as has already been seen, deal w\th

N

this problem~1n totally drffgrent w3ys. Arguably the best means

of:vieuipg phé problem-is’ to acknowledge the fact that the Indian.

‘L
’

is indeed from a primitive society and examine his conduct Within

its own cultural context.(1) ‘ ]

The - following thesis Seaks to: examine the British use,of:

. . B . L~
Indians ¥n: the early part of the American Revolution 1774-7, 1t

is concerhed only with . the Indians who Llived in area administered

o .
- . R i

by}the:Gove?nor bt Quebec; as defiﬂgd by'the Quebec Act\of 1774,

The thesis cOncerns ~itself essentially with-four problems, The
first épncerning ILndian motivation, seeks to analyse the reasons

why so ‘many Indians ally themselves ‘with the Bfiti&h in the

-
f

a

'period under ‘. consideration, or put another-.-way an attempt to

‘understand the concept of - "Indian Loyalism”, The _second,

. ] . -
L] . ~

concern\ng Br1t1sh dolicy"direoté:attentiQn to. the decision to

use the Indians in a military qapfcity'”and seeks to understand

whyswhen -é consiaerable number of ‘warriors are . available for
services, very little use s made of them in the period 1775-6.
The third, again concerning Imperial decison making, attempts to

determine why.the British then do make greater ugq.of the Indians

in A777,a reversal.of their previous stand. And the fourth seeks

B , , N .
T e S G e e D G S e e P D R S W G R A AR D D G D N S W e

(1) An excetlent impression <can be :gained about - the different

' ways in which the Indian is portrayed. in Canadian h1stor1cal
and’ethnohvstor1cat works, by comparing the epithets ysed by
the relevant histories «to describe Indian culture brouqht
together in the essays by Porter .and Ualker cated above.

v
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' " . ’ .
to »estihate the sigrificance Land the purpose of Indian

i

participatidn the period 1775-7, -

The study breéaks off it the end af 1777 Beforel the

- I3

commencement of the frontier raids of 1778-23%, the lLatter perio f

"
. 3 -

being a major topic in itself. As' a reSulf the subjsect unier

discussior becomes somewhat mpecrfect since the frontier raids
. !

are o many wJays the logical outcome .of the subjél matter

exnlained,in this thesis.

: - b
It 1¢ firs; necessary however to provide some hacquoung by

examining the dfitisb, Imperial apparatus for dealing "with the

Indians as i&ahad"develbpﬂd up to 1774-5, ,

o




1

CHAPTER ONE
THE BRITISH INDIAN NEPARTMENT IN 17745
On 24 June 1?74. by\the Nuebec AcE, Great Rritain extended
the existing boundadlgs of the Provincg'ofjauehec to take in all
the territory extending south toN the Ohio River,west to the
Mississippi anu north to the . southern Llimits 0?’}he area granted
to tﬁe Hudson'$d Bay Company.In %dd1{ion, fourg new cibiliéa
Governments ‘ were to b; ‘f created “at ‘Detroits

Michilimackinac,Vincennes and Kaskaskia, each with a Lieutenant

Governor.(1) As a result what héd in effect beén a giant Indian

a

‘reserve' west of the Alleghenies, created by the Proclamation of |

1763  and mod{fied"by the TYreaty Lf;Fort’Stanwix in 1?6pra§

!
{

N - ' t
incorporated ‘into Quebec.No' mention is made in the Act of the
, { .
question of Indian territory or of Indians althouygh the Indian

oL -,

problem had been of fundamental importance’ﬂih the rationale

behind the Auebec Act}fb) ‘ - ‘

«,

. As a result, of the Act, firitish Indian affairs-were brought

-

.under the direct cohtrol of the Governor of Auebec, then General

Guy Carleton, He innerited the Northern Indian Deq;rt;:%tp (ﬁk&

Indian reserve was.  divided into two ageassnorth and

(1) ,Dosumeénts Gelatiog o the Coostitutiopal History of -

anadg'(hereafter Lopstitytional Qggs.? . gos. Adam Shorgt and

Arthur G“Doughty' 2 Vols.p (Ottawao1918)l 1, 570-576.

(2) This qUestian witll. be dealt with in Chao.'?. In ?act all
questians concerning Indian territory, land cessions will be
d1sc1s§ed there. ; . iR

B ' %




1M

southsaccording to Indian trihal greupings),(1) which had Qeeﬁ
moulded to a yreat, extent . in the oprevious two decades by the

] k @ -
Lately deceased Sir William Johnson., * In 1775 Whitehall semt

Carleton a set of instructions concernfng “Our Province of “Yuehec

v

tn_ America and atl our territories iependent thereupqn”(?) anft

‘énclosed -in article thirty two of these instructions a "Plan,for
. V re N A . , . )
the future manayement cf Indian Affaire” which had in fact heen

develooed in Y764,(3) It s the workirg of this Northern Indian

3
e

Department that this chapter seeks to analyse.

I+ i's impossidle however to cive a specific picture of the

. s N
administratsive macharne because 1n 1774-% the Indian Department

was in a state of flux’ at bedt it was muddled,at worst

chaoticsas a result of the new arranqeﬁents resulting from the

quebec Act in 1774 and the untimely death in the same ysar of tha
I'ndiar  Sunerintengent,Sir Wiliram Jnhnson,As will be seen when

4ealing with the-Indian Departmént Juring the period 1775-7, the

N
\

_whole apparatus was infected by infighting,jealousy ani at times
\ . ‘ : ‘

totat confusion; 1n fact satisfattory arranagements never seem to

have developea ourina this .eriod. As a result the following
. N ’

-
~

sketch is necessarily vague and aims to explain how the systenm

!

had developed and how it had worked up to 1774=5,

Tt 1is «impossivle te <cnnsider “or understand the Northern

- [
“u
s

L R kT R R et
.

(1) Lopstitutuiopal_Beogs.r 11, SO%4-614.

(2) lhid.rIls614, ¢

(1) lbid..I1,614-0620. - . - ] )

. 5 ! A AN
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'

. Indian Depa?{ment Wwithout gecourse to the - décidedly idiosyncrati

¢ . . 4 ? . *

fiaure of Sir Wwilliam Johnson, who -first achieved prominence in
- ) s .t (

Indian Affairs.towards the end of “King George's War" against the

French (L744=8).. An lrish “Protestaht, Johnson ,come to North
Agperica to manage ‘estates owned by his wuncle, Admiral Sir Peter o,
1 . ’ X £ -
darren,in either: 1737 ar L738. It was K the position of Warren's

°
.

@ - lands, south ot the *ohawk River in Néw York;‘that brounht
’ ’ o L v . ’ v i 1
Johnson into contact with the Mohawk Indians and began bjs long
. e . ‘ v . ’ v ’ f
., association with then, (1) i~ ‘
Johnson' very quickly establ1shed hjgnse{f in the area by
"purchasing 3 Kuge tract of Land, north of the Mohawky the start of
a gwfe' long interest -~ in real estate,ahd initiated . hiohly

=

lucrative trading links with *~the Mohawks.(2) Johnson aépea}s to -

have qone down well with thé Mohawks.s uho called him, rather

Cope
~

aoTly;warrénghiyageyp"he' who does much business."(3%) Trade
C ’ . L ’ o ‘

together with with his retationships with “Mohiawk women were ‘the
* o ' " A LT 3

factors responsible for cementing ‘his bonds! with the Mohawk

»

tribe, And the latter is of especﬁal 1mp0rtance.(g
4“ ’ Women in Iroquois society had far greater status and more
control over the affairs pf their nation“ ghan did the women of

. \European countries and their colonies, a Sktuation that resulted

- - = T .
- .- " - '

- W WS W A m e = Y YR W R e D WD e ) Gh WP D b R e b m e vn ) G D AP WA MDD W e Wb G s S AR AP TR e YN G O A e e e

(1) James Thomas flexner, Lord of the Mohawks, (Boston,1579),8. o

e L]

(2) lbid.r,Chap.2. . T . -

(3) Robert S. AlLlens, "The Br\t1sh Indian Department énd the
. Frontier~ in g4 North America" ,Qaﬂadlan Histocie 51155,
" Qg¢gasiopnal Papecs io History and Acnhamlauﬂ‘o 1075,13,,

" .

A . ' Y
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-

: . . \ . o
frdm their pre-eminent position in the economic affairs of rhe

< ‘ . . . “ 4 .‘
tribe.  The practjce of matrilineal: decent, wherehy.-the familv . -

* *

¢ . . . .
fname ani property passed from one generation to ancther throuah

% ' i

4 p , .
“+the women of the tribhe, and  ‘when the daughter of 3 family

ave

w

married, she and ner husband Llived in the mothers Hdu;e,

women a unique position, *While each tribe had a nuirber of mhle

chiefs, female clan ﬁé}rdns could appoint and depose thelse
pl . . v

chiefs., The whife wanpum belts which indicated the hereditany
names :of the chiefs were kent hy the womeni(1) and uomﬂ; hak\

. e ey .
sighificant influence with the uarriors and could mgke:‘%'hreak 1
ua; narfy,-by gither ;u?nortinq or Idisaoproving_la yarfibf'gi
enterprise; . 4n effect th;y’ h;g the power to veto a3 war

.

declqrax{on.£2) - i . o oy :

As'parly as 1739 Johnsan +fathered a child of mixed blgod by °

“3n unknown Mohawk Qirl,‘ the .first VQ% many,., Rut it waé‘his'
relétionship with Mollys, cs "ary, Brant wﬂich assumes fundamental
imp;rxancé for political rpqsoég because shewas a clan matroﬁ‘

who possessed ekalte& parentace. o He;

B -

’ ' : ’ ol . c. /. '
jrandtather,Sagayeeanquarashtowshad been one ‘of "the Four Indian

Kings" who had visited Queen Anne in London. Johnson was probhably,
married to VYolly oy Indian custom however , he never marrie-
- r
. - - . '
otherwise, Their first child was - born in September 1759, the
N L]

v ’ ®
«

‘ et ettty Rttt
(1) Barbara Graymont, 1he . lrogueis’ ip the Aperigan
Reyolutipgpns(Syracuse,1972),13, ' , ,

(2) lbigd..21. 1 B
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»

o .~ first of eight Fﬁg survived, (1)

It is important to realise that Johnson's interests lay with
the Mohawks;, he had few personal dealings with the other five
nations of the lroquiis Confederacy and had, for example) no

attachment at all to the\feqeca§: the more numerous trihe, 3ut he

voe

- . N J . -
Nations and thnat chfederacy's oractice of requiring the assent

" N
\\

«

ot all the members certain major decisions..The originral

Wy + . s .- T . ! .
was able to influence pr&ceedinqs through the League of the Six

league was a chYederation of +‘five tribess,Mohawks, Oneida,

LA ‘ B 7 -

,Onondaqa; Seneca and C(Cayuqa. and wqg founded soﬁgtime hetween '

i ' . - ’ s d ‘_'..’ - 2t e
1450 and _1660. 1Tt was joined bLy. the Tuscarora:in the early

eighteenth . century. Each tribe had géuat~!voice:on the Gnrand

o Council ‘which wusually ‘met at :Onondaga?}acausé,pf jts'mentral_~2?

o

« . . - . A N e "t e

o position and involved - itself witth' a .vacriety. of

concerns:diplomacysincluding war and peacesaltiances wifh other .

A
a

' . . ’ ’ L ) . - .
. : ‘than domest1s ones (2)- " Ideally  ‘the League wa's" §Upposed_:o act
e . . [ 4 N - . » ~ -
Id o Tea - R ° - ’ . . “

with - one 'mind but ip ‘practice . there was ya stronq null of

Locat1sm,the const1tuent trwbes .af the Confederacy would 90 bha1r\,

\

| — . B K
v . traditional provlem of 'autonomy - with fed§$3l1sm plaqued th1s

N . - . . " s B . , o . L3
Confederation, ’“ , e B - . . N

4' ’ . ¢ BN -
. . - »
AT : .
N ] . L . e »
- - o - S e e P M W P e A e e b . PR m R SR = R A T AR MR e o W dp G e N R R WS R W AR D A G GE e A R W W W e
- N POy .

(1) Flexner, Lord 9f the Mobawks,186-7. '~ .~ . 0 - .~
(’7 ravmontp chgggiS(TQa " ’ .o - f t:

~ - '

N

. (3) Lbid.,16. : S SR ' R _ »n‘f‘

. tribes and treatieg with the Eurgpeans; in short affairs other

oWn ways and the pr1nc1ple of unan1M1ty uould break doun (3) Tﬁe'

__,./

It was through Tthe Léaquq.offthg Sif Nafions‘thgt JOMﬁ;bnf

»

a——

. e e

PN

o e e
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tthuéh his contacts u’th the Mohiwks, was able to influence
A

other Northern Indian tribal groupings as wells and in particular
those who had recoygnised the Headship of the Six, Natians
espécially those tripes.to the West 3f Johrsoa's domainssuch as

the Ottawa Confederacy (made wup ot Ottawa, Ojitway 3nd

¢
.

Pq{ayotomi):fand the loose groupinas 2f Indians resident within

the houndaries of the Province of Quehec, known as the Seven

‘tations of Canragae It would be wrong to imagine that Johnson had

oerfected this prbcessl at the Detrcat council of September 1751,

-

Johnson blundered badty. Ar?ﬁvinqw with an en}0uraqe of“nrominept .

.
s - \

Mohawkss he qreatly angered the Ottawa Confederacy Heleaation at |,

»
~

an especially sensitive time ny trelling them that *he recoqnised
. B - - : :

‘ t . T R ,
the Wyahdot, a,survivor group™ from the defunct Huron Confederacy,

as leaders.pf ithe incipient Western Gonfederacy..” In fact this
IS - - " . . L. s

N ' . S ®

mistake of Johnson™s was provably a cantributing féctor to thé

0 -
- A

] B . . ’ . * < ) v
Jttawa's.. hostility that was .to vent itself 1n thn frontwpr
. W : - N . .\ » W ". . _ . Ve ¢

C # N . N . . . «_‘,\
vnq(enfe known~as Ppnt1aq's Revolt 1y ~ . . :
§1r w1lvwam thnson was no blevdvng beart, nor had he turned.

e~ - e, N

-nétiy Cerka1nly he-Twa§“vnpver‘ twkew 1n hx nooular e1ahteeﬂth

. e

. \ . - . . Fou ,
tenturv',”nopLgQsavagé"itheonigsg - He was du1t9' ofeﬂhred ro u;& '

.- ~ . ‘ e
v .

tbef.SixﬁN@tiOns lndf&ns ka% a léver-, 41§h~wh1ch to control other

- - . L . < » e . ¢ -

tr1bal gr0up1ng$r and as a frnaL resort' Was - oreaared to- sanctten.i'

’

inter triha{ v10Lence 1fu jhi“hﬁs qo1n1on, the ends )ust1f1ed‘fhe

» v e
s

. . : - R \ .
.mcans;@t times in nis cofrespondence with Whitehall, the 'Indian

. - ~ A. + .
. T, L LY .o -

-.h.‘-_r--;—----‘- -..&w-——-'——'-.-‘-o'q-.—'.-—-——-\qb—'-‘--—---——---—.—‘..---‘—-—-;---,--

© (1y"Ibe-Pgoers of Sic - Willian fohpsons(hereafter [,P.) ed. James

*oSuldivan, et -al, . -1S: Vols., (Albany -19271- 65);[TI¢6’6°)011
Johnsbn to the lndxans assembled, Detro1t_9 18 Sept., 1761,




~.isfportrayed firmly as a nec ssary evil,(1) . . L
v,

<

1¢

L
', .

Tt is Johnson's linksewith the Injians that explain his rise
within the

.

to prominence as. 4 Pritish official Imperial

framework. Duridy "King Ceorage's war" against the French, he had

«

managed to maintain Iroquois neutrality and, as a result,was

appointed.in 1746 "Colonel of the Forces to be raised out of the

Si1x Nations of” Indians .on His Majesty's service against the

French and- Indians."(2) During the Seven Years' War against the.

. : ~Er oy .

French, Johnson was handed a commission by Major-General Rraddock

tor “the Six Nations and their allies”J(3) Johnson's expertise

in préventing the Iroquois from joining the French,untike the

majority of [ tribal

groupingsstogether with his own military

- 5 .
prowess, as demonstrated' at the Battle of Lake George in 1756 and

Miacara in Jutly 1759, won him a

-

during the capture of Fort

baronetcy, O .
.Aln the ‘fotlowing two-decades Johnson was able to mould 3

highly effectivé‘OTan with which to-deal with the Indians under

his ‘hireitiﬁn,; In addition to the .Superintenden§,fokhson of*

course until  nis death in “17te, there were foyr 'depqty

,superintendents who administered the whole Northern Departmenti :

v
. -
~-

y
» ‘" . . Tk
-——-—---b--------‘--,- ....... A, e o G G e A E E e Vs o 0o M G e wp S G S ms WP W G S A e - A A deh e e e

Docupents - Belative to the (olooial History of New York +°

1)

, (hereafter N f.Lu4Da) ed. Edmund B, 0'Callaghan, 15 Vols., °’

. (Albany 1853-6), 111, 474=501, Johnson to the tords of Trade, _

- Jan,9,1764. | . ) L e -
(2 JaPerls60-1, Clinton to Johnson, 28-Aug., 1746, Sy t- \
(3) Ibid.,1,%66-7,Conmission from Edward Braddock. 'J v, “ .
¢ . N . ' . ," - »

. : - . ‘ . " . ’
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.y - .

they were' each given areas which ‘corresponded with tribal
divisions. Georje Croghan was appointed Dgputy Superintendent by

“Johnson in 1756 for the trihes in Pennsylvania and the Ohio
FE— - .
valley. And when, after 1765, the Illinois couﬁtry was anrexed by

. the Eritish, Croghan's territory covered this area ‘as welh. ,In

v

1772 Croghan' resignec and was succeeded by Alexancer McKee.Tn,

176N after the expulsion of the French fror Canada, Paniel Claus <

; was made a Deputy for the Indians who residq# in the Province of
. . ‘ " \
luebbec, the Seven Nations of (anada,In 1762 Guy Johnson received:
1 > " R , i ) §
the same’ appointment to deal "Wwith the 1lroquois in effect as Sir

uiltiém‘s assisyant{And in 4?6{ Major ‘Joseph Gorhaﬁ was aoQointei

to deal with ‘the Nicmac "and Malecite tribes of. Yova Scotia. Thesd .

. -
. ofﬂiijéis wert assistéd by interpreters,smiths, storekeepers ang

secretarjes.}1) N . I . . o
T - These men and ﬁﬁein staffs lived and traded . with the Indians .
. - 4 ) Lty B h ’ R .

and acduain;gd- fﬁemselvesfwith'the various ldd?aq Lépquqqesidhj:"

y . e . R . Lt

ccultures, In 17745

‘the Ltwo ‘most impoetant officers were Huy
- “Johnson and Daniel Clays.flaus was a son-in-law of Sir Wiltiam,;

hayifhg “married a white " daughter of  Johrson and Carherine. - *
L .Mjsenberq.hi% white ﬁistpgésl&Z)‘: Guy.Johnson . claimed tno bhe a
: . : [P ' ‘-\ * ¢
nephew of-Sir yilliam's,thouqh"their regatiOnéhip was probably -

more distant.dut in any.case Guy, was Sir Witliam's Son=-in-law

--..-4.---..-------.‘;.a..'-;---------.-.':'---..-s_-_----,-----,--’.--..----,---
C A e TR ‘ A
€1) S.F. _Wwise, ."Northern Tndjans- 'in the Ameritan Revdlution™,
Unpublished ¥A.tnesisy  Aueen's Priversity,1952, 19,

¢ 3\

' ¢

. (2) Douglas Leigh;én, "Christian ‘Daniel Claus”, pictionary of
. Canadiap Bioucaohys (hereafter D.,C.B)sed. Frances Halpenny .,
< Taronto,1979), [V,-1f71~11371 155, . . .
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] ' s .
. . ' Lv / b
having marriegd another of his ‘white daughters,(1) Shortly
4 .

f

before his death in 1774, Johnson hai recommended td'Gage’rhat

Guy replace him as Superintendent for tqe Northern Departments a

~ . ' B ~

.move which Gage approved.(2) Such a move served Sir Willdam

)

Johnson's interests well, the Northern- .Indian D%dartmenf had .

v

become a kind of Johnson <clique, saomething with uﬁidh Guy

Carleton quickly became aware when responsjbility . for the

"‘Jepartment was. handed over to him. Carleton was determined to

“ .. !

' . i 4 ’ . e . .
ernde -the . Johnson flavout to Indian affairs and bring it firmly -

’

urder. "his-control by .staffiny .it with his'men.QS) Carleton’s
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strategy was to lead to great acrvmony, sbmething_which is of"

fundamental importante¥ in decnphering Indtan éffairs in the
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period 17757, . :
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within thé British Imperial.stfucture  in NbrfhP_America.To alt
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.intents and purposes British Impgrial.policy was carried out by

L4 ~

the British army:.at the conclusion o? the Seven Years‘ War. There

hadA been plans’' .to 1{incorporate the vast ultderness:invartably

b

"referred to as 'Indianm Country', wwthvn the jur1$dithon of ;hg

colonies, ,preferdoly Quebec, as garly as 1763, but that plan
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(D) Jonathon G. Ross1e, "Guy Johnson" ,n‘£¢ﬂ..: ~FVeg 39!

'(2) william L, Clements' warary; (herea&ter WelaCado Gaqe Mss.a

. Gage to Dartmouthp July 18,1774,  ~w
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€3 Th\s was a feature of Car!etdn s administration of Quebec.

‘When He replaced Murray‘as Governor he set about placvnq ‘his
' aopo1ntees in . tne key pos1t\ons. o
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It is ‘impoffant to place the Northern Indian Departmenf
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) COmmxsswona ‘issued in 1761, the nosition wd} clarwfred- the.

.4Super1nfendent was placed directly " under the command of the.

-are pun&tuﬁlly to observe in all matters rblat{ni to the affairs

Carter has summarized the relationéﬁfp _aptly: Mthe Indian

ﬁyeétion was inextricably inieruqven with that of defense and

‘(1) ans;lxyglgngl Qg;s.,l,147, Egremont .io,the Lords of Tride,

r \‘ . “ . ! v
never materialized.(1) Instead the (ommander-in-Chief of the
- * ) .u N . ’ s o ‘ ‘. '
8ritish Army directed the task of administration from-his office:
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in the town'of N€W‘YOTK-(2) n .the,Commjésioh,to Sir Willfam
@ ’ A -7 . ’u '
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Johnson in 1756 it was implied that {he Superintendent .
wqé.‘ SQbord1nate - to the Commander,(3) ‘uhilé in a ,secpnd
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Commanj°r°1n Chief 1n -America "whose commands and directions you

. v :
of the....Indwans."(a) The Conmissions of the Superintendents of

both Northern anq " Southern” Departments were renewed by the
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successive Commanders. .The Indian Deprtments were completely

-
= r

dependent wpon the Commander-in-Chief for approval and payment of

their expenditures; and this: was a lcrucial factor. Clarence

vice-versa," (5) ' ) . B
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(2) This quéstion is fully. discussed .in’ John -Shys " Igaazd
Lexioglen. Ihe Role of the Beifish- Aroy ig the Cewing. af the

Amerigan ngg&u;lgnr(Pr1ncetona1965). . Thg dec1s%on' “to
garrison the (olonies after the Seven "Years' Uar was awmei

T in part .to deter the colonmsts from pravoking the Indwans.
IronLcally the Army was’ wetcomed at fTrst.;"' S e a
. . - s . . :' >
(3) See note 3a pi16' , . ' S --'. . ,'“=\
(4) u‘x;ggp.QVIl,aS9;: Cnmmissioﬁ of - Sir N1ll\am Johnson to hp
Superintendent of ‘Indian Affairs, ﬂqﬁch 11, 1761 _i* A
(%) Clarence E.- ~ Carters, - "The - M1litqry B Office 3'3035L3“
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