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Abstract

Following the close of the American Revolution, the Federal Government, reeling from
the strain of a massive war debt, looked toward the lands of the Old Northwest as a possible
source of compensation for its war veterans. In response to the ensuing encroachments on to their
native lands, which Great Britain had unjustifiably surrendered under the terms of the peace treaty
of 1783, Indian nations of the Great Lakes Region and the upper Ohio Valley sought to
reestablish what had proven to be a tenuous alliance.

This alliance will be traced from its roots in the mid 1750s, through its collapse following
General Anthony Wayne’s crushing victory at the battle of Fallen Timbers, 1794. Particular
attention will be paid to the late 1780s and early 1790s, when the struggle for the Ohio Country
brought the region’s Indian nations a degree of unity which had long alluded them. United by the
principles of common land ownership and a united diplomatic voice, the confederation
nevertheless remained shrouded in local and regional concerns. It is the manner with which the
tribes struggled to overcome these concerns while searching for the unity that they so desperately
needed in the face of a rapidly expanding enemy that will be explored in depth.

Historians have long ignored the Ohio Indians’ efforts. Portrayed as mere pawns of
British diplomacy, the tribes remain shrouded under a veil of misperception. While more and
more scholars are slowly beginning to reexamine the Indians’ role, they have done so at the
expense of limiting the tribes’ motivations to those shared by their European counterparts. An
“Indian perspective” of these events will serve to highlight the distinctions between Indian and
European agendas, while demonstrating the extent to which the Ohio Indian Confederacy

remained subject to its own divisive strains amid a struggle that would define a region.



Preface

Introduction

Chapﬁer 1
Cllapter 2

Chapter 3
Chapter 4
Chapter 5
Chapter 6

Chapﬁer 7

Conclusion
Maps

Bibliography

Table of C ontents

The Search for Unity

A Determined Answer

To Act as One

A Common Dish

Eyes Wide Shut

Mouthfuls of Dirt

An Impossible Dream

And the Doors Slammed Shut

A Vision of Hope

1-10

11 - 18

19 - 28

29 - 40

41 - 55

56 - 69

70 - 86

87 - 97

98 - 104

1056 - 111

112 - 117



[

2

Maps

. The Ohio Valley and the trans-Appalachian West

. Indian Societies, 1720

. Indian Migrations to the Ohio Country, 1724-1745
. The Ohio Country, 1783-1794

Defeat of St. Clair, November 4, 1791

Fallen Timbers , August 20, 1794

Treaty of Greenville , 1795

105

106

107

108

109

110

111



“We can retreat no {"urther, because the country
behind us Larely affords food for its present
inhabitants; and we have therefore resolved to leave our

bones, in this small place to which we are now

conﬁned. "

-Chiefs of the Shawnee, Delaware, Miami, Wyandot, Ottawa,
Chippewa, Potawatomi, Seven Nations of Canada, Mingo, Creek, and
Cherokee Nations to the Commissioners of the United States,

August 13, 1793.



A Common Dish: The Ohio Indian Confederacy and the Struggle
for the Upper Ohio Valley, 1783-1795

Preface

The upper Ohio Valley of the eighteenth century, was as Michael N. McConnell has
suggested, a “country between.” Only recently inhabited by variops refugee tribes including the
Delaware, who had found themselves crowded out of their traditional homelands, the region was
witness to what would prove to be the final Anglo-French war for empire. The Ohio Indians
confronted the challenges of living between these competing empires by exploiting both powers.
This resulting “play-off system,” fueled in large part by the Indians’ dependence on European
goods, as well as their desire to defend their new homelands, culminated in a sense of unity among
the various tribes of the Ohio Valley, who in turn, cultivated a strong attachment to the region.
Nevertheless, as both McConnell and Richard White have asserted, these Indian communities
remained torn by factional disputes stemming from long-standing “ethnic and historical
jealousies.” As a result, both local and regional concerns dictated the Ohio Indians’ actions,
rather than any desire for pan-Indianism.!

By the early 1770s, as the Shawnee stood virtually alone in their confrontations with the
Virginians attempting to stake their own claim in the Ohio Valley, the region’s intercultural
relations were forever altered. The colonialists, unlike the British and the French before them, did

not seek to accommodate the natives of the Ohio Coimtry out of any convergence of interests or

! Michael N. McConnell, A Country Between: The Upper Ohio Valley and its Peoples, 1724-1774, (Lincoln and
London: University of Nebraska Press, 1992, 1-4. See also Richard White, The Middle Ground: Indians. Empires.
and Republics in the Great Lakes Region, 1650-1815, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1991).
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needs. Kentuckians and Pennsylvanians readily defied Crown authority by crossing into what the
Indians considered unceded land, and were concerned only with the sole possession of the land.
For the Ohio Indians, Dunmore’s War proved to be a precursor for events surrounding the
American Revolution, as scores of back country settlers immediately poured into the Ohio
Country 2

Finding the colonists unable to supply their needs, and feeling confident in the Crown’s
ability to squelch the American revolt, the Ohio Indians abandoned the play-off strategy of years
past and turned to the British, who appeared to be the lesser of two evils. By the close of the
Revolution, the tribes found themselves isolated by their English “fathers,” who, required by
international politics to abandon the tribes, were unable to defend the western frontier openly. As
a result the Ohio Indians sought a confederation in order to provide a unified front in opposition
to American claims to the Ohio Country. According to the tribes, these lands had been unjustly
ceded by the British and the Iroquois, neither of whom held legitimate claim to the region. This
latest attempt at tribal unity, based on the principle of common land ownership and a united voice
in diplomacy, at times reflected a movement toward pan-Indianism. Yet in the end, continued
local and regional concerns prevented the Confederacy from ever coming to fruition.

For the most part, historians have ignored the era from the close of the American
Revolution to the Treaty of Greenville, like the Ohio Valley as a whole. The Ohio Indians remain

particular casualties of this trend. As Professor McConnell points out, the Shawnee, Delaware,

? Although the term is problematic, I will use the term Ohio Indians to apply to those tribes involved in the
Confederacy. The Confederacy included a diverse mixture of Indian nations, with tribes located as far north as the
upper Great Lakes. In addition, while the majority of the tribes spoke an Algonquian dialect, the Confederacy
included groups of western Seneca and Mingo, both of whom spoke an Iroquoian dialect.

1t



Miami, Piankashaw, Mingo, and other Ohio tribes have “lived in the shadow cast by the Iroquois
Confederacy.” For instance, Robert S. Allen makes little distinction between the Ohio Indians and
the Iroquois, while failing to recognize that the Ohio tribes did not fall under the same Covenant
Chain alliance with the British that the Six Nations once practiced.’

This inability to recognize that the Ohio tribes saw themselves outside such networks has
led to the perception that the Ohio Indians were somehow subject fo British will. Historians,
including Colin Calloway, Reginald Horsman, Wiley Sword, and Robert S. Allen have dealt
extensively with the relationship between the Crown and its “Indian allies” following the
American Revolution. Their focus, however, is limited to the manner in which the British
attempted to manipulate and control the Ohio Indian Confederacy. These scholars effectively
point to the Crown’s desires to prolong the northwestern fur trade and create an Indian “buffer
state” separating its colonial possessions from the new American Republic, as the motivation
behind the Ohio Indians’ alliance. While few would argue against the notion that the British
desired Indian unity and sought to exploit it for their own ends, not taking the Confederacy’s
motivations into consideration limits the Ohio Indians’ role to that of mere pawns locked in the
shadow of the fleeting British empire.*

In addition, recent studies by Richard White and Colin Calloway have suggested that

examining these events solely from the “Indian” point of view obscures the complex set of

*McConnell, A Country Between, 2-3. Robert S. Allen, His Majesty’s Indian Allies: British Policy in the Defense
of Canada, 1774-18135, (Toronto and Oxford: Dunburn Press, 1992).

* See Colin G. Calloway, Crown and Calumet: British-Indian Relations, 1783-1815, (Normon and London:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1987); Reginald Horsman, “The British Indian Department and Resistance of
General Anthony Wayne,” Mississippi Vallev Historical Review, Vol. 49, 1962; Wiley Sword, President
Washington’s Indian War: The Struggle for the Old Northwest, 1790-1795, (Normon: University of Okiahoma
Press, 1985); Allen, His Majesty’s Indian Allies.
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relations between the Indian tribes and foreign powers who occupied the region. However, while
it is important to consider the nature of relations within the Ohio Valley, any attempt to combine
the motivations and interests of the various Indian nations, and their European counterparts, runs
the risk of losing sight on the differing agendas that defined Ohio Valley history. While British
fur traders and Crown officials shared the Ohio Indians’ desire to hold onto the lands of the Ohio
Valley, an unmistakable dispute over what specific lands to defend, and the manner with which to
defend them, quickly arose. An “Indian perspective” of these events serves to highlight these
distinctions, while demonstrating the extent to which the Ohio Indian Confederacy also remained
subject to its own divisive strains.’

I hope to reveal the manner in which the Ohio Indians vigorously pursued consolidation in
order to display a unified front in resistance to Américan encroachments into the Ohio Valley.
These tribes further hoped to utilize the lingering British presence both for the continuing flow of
supplies, as well as the threat that an Indian-British alliance offered the burgeoning American
republic. In addition, I will expand on the notion offered by such historians as Richard White, that
the Iroquois and Mohawk Chief Joseph Brant in particular, had long lost the tenuous grip that
they once held over Ohio Valley politics prior to the close of the Revolutionary War. In doing so I
will attempt to reflect the view of Indian participants. Essentially, I am concerned with the manner
in which these tribes sought unity in the face of continued local and regional concerns, as well as
how this inherently fragile alliance sought survival in the face of an expanding enemy, one armed

with political, economical, and religious ideals that demanded the sole possession of the Ohio

3Colin Calloway, “Beyond the Vortex of Violence: Indian-White Relations in the Ohio Country 1783-1815.”
Northwest Ohio Quarterly, V.64, Winter 1992, 16-25; White, The Middle Ground.
v



Country and beyond.®

¢ For diminished Iroquois role see Richard White, The Middie Ground; Michael N. McConnell, A Country
Between: Dorothy V. Jones, License for Empire: Colonialism by Treaty in Early America, (Chicago and London:
University of Chicago Press, 1982).
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Introduction

The Search for Unity

As the summer of 1783 wore on, a cold chill swept into the Ohio Valley. Tension filled the
air as the Shawnee huddled in their villages awaiting word on whether or not the appalling rumors
were true. They had heard from their brothers the Delaware and the Mingo, but it was white
traders who finally convinced them that something was terribly wrong. Perhaps out of sheer
unwillingness to believe the allegations, the Shawnee initially chose to ignore the possibility that
their English “fathers” had made peace with the Big Knives. Somewhat reluctantly, the Shawnee
chiefs gathered and agreed to send out a small war party in retaliation against American horse
thieves. When the victorious party returned, they found that their village leaders had been called
to a council at Detroit. The Shawnees’ darkest fears came to fruition as British officials, including
Lieutenant Colonel Arent Schuyler De Peyster, chastised the Shawnee for the affair, declaring that
“the times are very critical - the world wants to be at peace and its time they should be so.” The
final blow came as the Shawnee listened in bitter silence to a visibly distressed De Peyster, who
warned them that he feared their retaliation against the Americans, for it “might bring on bad
consequences, if so, it must be an affair of your own, as your father can take no part in it.” The

Shawnee realized, like the Delaware and the Mingo before them, that they now stood alone in the



defense of their homelands and their very way of life.”

The Ohio Valley is a rugged terrain dissected by numerous rivers and tributaries. The
Beaver, Muskingum, and Scioto river systems, which run from north to south before draining into
the Ohio River, occupy the region which makes up the Allegheny Plateau. Beyond the
Muskingum lies the plains of central Ohio, a land once rich in a wealth of game that included elk,
turkey, bear, deer, and buffalo. The terrain varies between low, dry nidges and rich meadows
which in earlier times supported an abundance of plant life.®

For generations, the Erie, an Iroquoian-speaking people also known as the “cat” or
“raccoon” nation, came home to this bountiful land with its lush rolling hills and rocky thickets.
Among the first peoples to inhabit the region, the Erie were organized into a loose confederacy of
three to four villages centered along the Lake Erie shore. By the early 1650s the Erie were locked
in conflict with the Five Nations Iroquois, who, spurred by their desires to secure a grip over the
valuable European trade as well as the need to replace those they had lost to foreign diseases,
pushed into the Ohio Valley. The Erie, themselves suffering from epidemics, and lacking the
Dutch-supplied firearms that so enhanced the Iroquois cause, quickly yielded to the Five Nations’
onslaught. As a result, the Erie scattered into extinction, thus leaving the Ohio Valley open to the
Iroquois League. The Iroquois’ reign in the Ohio Valley proved short-lived, however. During the

1660s the Ojibwa, or Anishnabe, of the northern Great Lakes, along with their local allies,

"“Indian Council at Detroit, July 30, 1783,” in Clarence M. Burton (ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical
Collections, (Lansing: Wynkoop, Hallenbeck, Crawford Co.,1912), V.20, 153-154,
# For discussion of Ohio Valley topography see McConnell, The Upper Ohio Valley and its Peoples, 5-9.
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decisively defeated a large Iroquois war party, driving the Five Nations from the northern Great
Lakes.’

By the early eighteenth century the Iroquois further succumbed to the pressure from those
western tribes, such as the Ottawa, who were allied to the French. As a result of the western
tribes becoming more and more confident in their defiance of Iroquois superiority, the Ohio
Valley witnessed the migrations of various independent bands whé eventually reunited in the
region under a new collective identity. The Delaware, or Lenape, sought solace in the lands east
of the Muskingham River after the Iroquois had assumed dominion over them in their traditional
homelands, thus forbidding them to make war or sales of land. After migrating north from early
locations in present-day South Carolina, the Shawnee found themselves dislodged from the Ohio
and Cumberland Valleys by Iroquois raids during the late 1670s. By 1730, after a period of
wandering, the majority of Shawnee re-settled in western Pennsylvania before ultimately
withdrawing down the Ohio River in order to avoid British and Iroquois interference. Other
tribes, such as the Wyandot, or Wendat, ventured into the Ohio Country from the northwest
following Iroquois raids into their former homelands during the mid 1640s. For whatever the
reasons, whether it be to escape colonial or Indian enemies or to take advantage of the abundance
that the Ohio Valley had to offer, various “refugee” bands ventured into the region together in

order to preserve their cultural and political identities.*®

° Marian E. White, “Erie,” in William C. Sturtevant (ed.), Handbook of North American Indians, (Washington:
Smithsonian Institution, 1978), V.15; Daniel K. Richter, The Ordeal of the Longhouse: The Peoples of the Iroquois
League in the Era of European Colonization, (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1992), 51; Francis
Jennings, The Ambiguous Iroquois Empire, (New York: W.W. Norton, 1984).
1° Helen Hornbeck Tanner, Indians of Northeast Ohio and Southwest Michigan (New York and London: Garland
Publishing Inc., 1974), 27-41; C.A. Weslager, The Delaware Indians; A History (New Brunswick: Rutgers
University Press, 1972); McConnell, A Country Between, 9-20.
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Within decades of their arrival, these newcomers to the Ohio Valley realized that they had
settled in a region that stood at the very crossroads of an imperial conflict between the British and
the French. The Delaware, Shawnee, and Mingo, an amalgamation of Iroquois and Wyandot
refugees, were initially loyal to the French. The French, who in addition to offering the cheapest
trade goods, were more sympathetic to the Indians’ needs for cultural sovereignty. Nevertheless,
many of the tribes, such as the Wyandot, remained under British influence because the Iroquois
had placed their claims to the Ohio Country under the protection of the Crown following their
defeats in the Ohio Valley at the close of the seventeenth century. The Ohio Indians thus found
themselves in a precarious position, as both the British and the French actively sought an alliance
with them.

Throughout the “Great War for Empire” waged between the British and the French for
control of the continent from 1754-1763, the Ohio Country tribes wavered between alliances with
the two powers, based as much on who provided adequate supplies as on who seemingly held the
upper hand militarily. Although the French convinced the Miami, who settled near present-day
Fort Wayne, of their superiority after capturing and destroying every vestige of British trade in the
Miami’s country, the majority of the region’s tribes practiced a tenuous neutrality. As it became
clear that the Ohio Indians would no longer be able to exploit effectively the lucrative balance of
power within the region, the Shawnee, Delaware, and others bided their time, all the while
attempting to discern whether British or French forces would gain the ascendancy.!!

As British victories mounted and the flow of French provisions grew sparse, war leaders

' Randolph C. Downes, Council Fires on the Upper Ohio: A Narrative of Indian Affairs in the Upper Ohio Valley
until 1795, (Pittsburgh: The University of Pittsburgh Press, 1940), 57, White, The Middle Ground, 223-268.
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from the Delawares, Shawnees, Wyandots, Ottawas, Ojibwas, Kaskaskias, Miaimis, and
Potawatomis converged on Fort Pitt during the summer of 1759. Led by the ambitious Delaware
chief, Tamaqua, the Ohio Indians reached a peaceful agreement with the Crown based in part on a
convergence of interests. The peace proved to be short-lived, however, as British policy in the
Ohio Valley quickly eroded into one of unstable accommodation.'?

Subject to land robbing, unpunished murders of tribesmen, ﬁnscrupulous traders, the
forced return of captives, and insolent frontiersmen, the Ohio Indians were mystified by the
Crown’s notions of peace following the Great War for Empire. Lord Jeffery Amherst’s decision,
first announced during the winter of 1761, to “economize” by cutting down on gifts to the Indians
in order to force their return to hunting, further enraged the Ohio Indians. As these ill feelings
began to fester, a series of prophetic teachings burst forth from a small Delaware town along the
Tuscarawas River. In the face of repeated efforts to forge a confederacy that would prevent
British occupation of the Ohio Valley, Neolin, a Delaware prophet who espoused purging the
Indians of all that they had learned from the white man, provided the spark that ignited a revoit.’

Popularly known as “Pontiac’s Revolt,” the revolt was in actuality, a series of loosely
connected rebellions. These uprisings, which enveloped the Ohio Country during the early 1760s,
can be concentrated into two major conspiracies. The first was centered around Detroit, where
Pontiac, a capricious Ottawa war chief, led an unsuccessful attempt to surprise the British

garrison. In the siege that followed, Pontiac transformed Neolin’s anti-white message into anti-

12 McConnell, A Country Between, 143. For overview of events surrounding the Great War for Empire see Francis
Jennings, Empire of Fortune: Crowns, Colonies, and Tribes in the Seven Years’ War in America, (New York:
W.W. Norton, 1988).
3 Downes, Council Fires on the Upper Ohio, 118; White, The Middle Ground, 271.
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English doctrine as he sought the return of his “French father,” who he fully expected to provide
aid for the lingering assault.’*

While Pontiac’s siege eventually failed without the expected aid of the French, the second
conspiracy led by the Seneca, Delaware, Shawnee, and Mingo proved somewhat more successful.
In a series of attacks that swept through the Great Lakes country into the Ohio River Valley, the
tribes managed to capture a series of British forts including Fort Sandusky, Michilimackinac, Fort
Venango, Fort Miamis, and Fort Le Boeuf, before ultimately being turned back at Fort Pitt. While
the Ohio Indians failed in their ultimate goal of removing the British from the Ohio Country, the
seeds for unity had been planted, and the tribes had proven that they would not be easily crushed
under the weight of the Crown’s presence. Once again, both peoples viewed accommodation as
the only answer.!®

As the tribes began to slip away from the abandoned Fort Stanwix during the fall of 1768,
they began to grasp the ramifications of the treaty that had just been completed, and it became
increasingly clear that any hope for continued accommodation was futile indeed. In an effort to
placate frontier violence and unchecked trade and settlement, the British sought to retain their
authority over the west as well as to meet their treaty obligations to the Indians living there. As a
result, Crown officials attempted to honor their pledge to negotiate a boundary line that could
reduce future conflicts over land and resources. In the subsequent Treaty of Fort Stanwix, the

Iroquois, who, as Michael McConnell points out, assumed the responsibility for negotiating on

1 White, The Middle Ground, 287-288; For discussion of Indian attempts at unity following The Great War for
Empire see Gregory Evans Dowd, A Spirited Resistance: The North American Indian Struggle for Unity, 1745-
1815, (Baltimore and London: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992).
1S White, The Middle Ground, 277; McConnell, A Country Between, 206.
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behalf of the Shawnee and other Ohio Indians as “senior members of an extensive alliance system
that secured them an influential voice in British councils,” opened virtually all of Kentucky to
British America. The Ohio Indians reeled in disgust at having been betrayed by their “elder
brother.” Already tenuous relations between the tribes and the Six Nations became unmanageable,
as Virginians immediately poured into the ceded territory. It would not be the last time that an
unjust treaty would bring the Ohio Indians together, nor would it be the last time that bloodshed
ensued'®

Both Dunmore’s War and the American Revolution found the Ohio Indians struggling to
prevent further encroachments into the Ohio Valley. Dunmore’s War erupted in 1774, as the
Shawnee challenged the Virginians’ claim to the Kentucky country. Characterized by brutal raids
waged back and forth across the Ohio River, as well as countless depredations committed by both
parties, the conflict culminated in a bitter defeat for the Shawnee. It was a defeat made all the
more disheartening by the failure of the other Ohio Indians, aside from the Mingo, to come to the
Shawnee’s assistance. Attributing the failure to procure Indian allies to British meddling, the
Shawnee pulled back to their villages in the Ohio Country, patiently awaiting another opportunity
to strike out at the seemingly endless stream of settlers, who were now beginning to gaze upon
the lands beyond the Ohio."’

For the Shawnee, the American Revolution served as an extension of Dunmore’s War.

16 McConnell, A Country Between, 244-255. See also Dorothy V. Jones, License for Empire, 75-92.

'” Downes, Council Fires on the Upper Ohio, 152-157; White, The Middle Ground, 362; Allen, His Majesty’s
Indian Allies, 41; Colin Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country: Crisis and Diversity in Native
American Communities, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1995), 161-162. Sec also McConnell, A
Country Between, 268-279.
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The raids across the Ohio River resumed as the Shawnee continued the struggle against Virginian
aggression. While the Shawnee carried on a war of attrition along the Ohio River in virtual
isolation, many Ohio tribes sought to reestablish the “play-off” system. Robbed of their traditional
counterweight, the French, the Ohio Indians strove to forge diplomatic relations with both the
British and the colonialists. Their designs quickly fell by the wayside, however, as the Americans,
who in addition to having clear designs on the Ohio Country and beyond, also lacked both the
capital and the willingness to meet the Indians’ demands. Offered little more than empty promises
and visions of a “righteous struggle against tyranny,” the Ohio Indians turned to the open arms of
the British, who readily maintained a steady flow of supplies from their posts in and around
Detroit. Nevertheless, the alliance forged between the Crown and the tribes proved to be a
tenuous one at best. As a result, British supplies remained of paramount importance. In fact,
Ayouwiainsh, a Seneca Chief, pointed out the unquestionable necessity of furnishing his warriors
“with such things as they require,” for if the British failed to do so, “what effect will my advice
have upon them to enforce what you may direct?”®

The threat of further American expansion, intensified by the colonies’ revolt, united the
Ohio Indians, who hoped to use their connection to the British to create a unified opposition to
the Americans. This tribal unity began to solidify as even local and regional concerns often
exhibited signs of deterioration. For instance, when the Delaware, who were under heavy
influence from Moravian missionaries, agreed to remain neutral, a leading Wyandot war chief,

Half King, berated the Delaware for being detached from the other Ohio Country nations, for “all

18 “Indian Council,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.11, 327.
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the nations are of one mind but you.” This mounting sense of Ohio Indian solidarity translated
into substantial victories over American armies crossing into the Ohio Valley. The same was true
along the Ohio River shoreline, as the Shawnee, now joined by other Algonquian and Iroquoian
allies, devastated the Kentuckians at the battle of Blue Licks during the summer of 1782, and
participated in the rout of Colonel William Crawford’s expedition that same year."

With shouts of joy accompanying the bright ceremonial fires that dotted the Ohio Valley
countryside, there was little reason for the region’s tribes to expect anything but total victory. The
Ohio Indians had withstood numerous expeditions led by the relentless George Rogers Clark, and
with the sweeping victory over Crawford still fresh in their minds, the Algonquians reveled in
their ability to defend their homelands. Ironically, their successes served only to make the Ohio

natives more susceptible to the shock that was to follow.

The rumors slowly began to filter into the Ohio Valley. As the spring rains subsided and
summer began, word had reached the villages and trading houses scattered throughout the region.
The Crown, in clear betrayal of their Indian “allies,” had ceded the lands beyond the Ohio River to
the Americans. Returning home from British council sites to villages nestled in the heart of the
country they had spent decades defending from American encroachments, apprehension turned to
anger.

For the next eleven years, the various Indian nations of the Ohio Valley continued the

1 For Half Kings quote see Louise P. Kellogg (ed.), Frontier Advance on the Upper Ohio, 1778-1779; Wisconsin
Historical Collections, (Madison: State Historical Society of Wisconsin, 1916), V.23, 223; Colin G. Calloway, The_
American Revolution in Indian Country: Crisis and Diversity in Native American Communities, (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1995), 158-181.
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search for unity, as the burgeoning American government boldly laid claim to the Ohio Country.
Unlike “Pontiac’s Confederacy” of the mid 1760s, which had, in large part, been forged through
religious doctrine, the Ohio Indian Confederacy had its roots in a number of causes that varied
from diplomacy and economics to religion and racism. Nevertheless, in order for this alliance to
survive the turbulent times that lay ahead, the Indian nations of the Ohio Valley would have to
overcome the distrust, factionalism, differing agendas, and logistiéal concerns of a Confederacy

that was already beginning to pull apart at the seams.
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Chapter 1

A Determinecl Answer

As the summer of 1783 began, an already tense situation was further agitated as word of
the terms of peace made their way into the Ohio Country. The previous spring, a Wyandot Chief
had summed up the attitude of the Ohio Indians when he confronted Lieutenant Colonel Arent
De Peyster, asking him to at least remember his children in the treaty, for “you in the name of our
Great Father the King requested our assistance against your and our enemies.” It was anything
but an unreasonable demand, but as the various tribes who converged on Detroit discovered the
ramifications of the 1783 Treaty of Paris, very little was left to doubt. The Ohio Valley Indian
nations, who in numerous victories over American forces, had engaged more warriors in the
British cause than ever before, now found themselves forced to face the harsh reality that their
British “fathers” had completely abandoned them.!

If their common alliance with the British and their desire to defend the Ohio Country from
American encroachment had united the Ohio Indians over the last nine years, their shared sense of
abandonment at the hands of the British brought the tribes of the region a heightened degree of
unity that had not been witnessed since the days of Neolin and Pontiac. The upper Ohio Valley
was set ablaze with the open resentment of the tribes, a fact not lost on the minds of Crown

officials such as De Peyster who was openly apprehensive of an Indian attack on the remaining

! “Indian Council,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol. 11, 354-355; White, The
Middile Ground, 407.

11



British posts. In an effort to smother the flames of dissent, De Peyster attempted everything from
elaborate ceremonies to “bury the hatchet” to preventing the Indians from holding councils by
dramatically increasing the already copious flow of rum into the villages and trading centers. De
Peyster’s deceitful tactics met with little success, however, as various enraged Indian leaders
began to suggest that “in endeavoring to assist you it seems we have wrought our own ruin.”
Other tribal leaders were equally quick to point out that while they were allies of the King of
England they were not his subjects. It was an attitude shared by numerous tribes of the Ohio
Valley, and one that would haunt British officials throughout the coming years.?

As the sachems returned to their villages during the waning months of the tumultuous
summer of 1783, they had grown weary of British denials that they had abandoned the tribes
through the recent peace treaty. The Indians abrubtly turned their concerns to their own specific
villages. Fall was rapidly approaching and little had been done to fill the invaluable food stores
for yet another harsh Ohio Valley winter.

As Crown allies, the Ohio Indians had been compensated for their efforts with a constant
flow of food and supplies out of Detroit. As the conflict lingered, this arrangement evolved into a
virtual subsistence pattern for various Indian nations who watched as their young men abandoned
the hunt in favor of war parties. Isolation would mean disaster for the tribes. Not only did the
Indians lack sustenance and adequate clothing to get them through the coming winter, but

scattered reports of American encroachments were already beginning to make their way into

2 “Allan Maclean to Gen. Frederick Haldimand,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.
20, 121; “De Peyster to Maclean,” Ibid.,128; “Maclean to De Peyster,” Ibid.,130; “Indian Council,” Ibid., Vol. 11,
370.
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Indian country. Anger and thoughts of an assault on the remaining British presence within the
Ohio Country quickly turned to concern over a possible British withdrawal. As the first cool
winds began to cut across the Maumee River Valley, it became abundantly clear that in the years
that lay ahead the tribes would need the British every bit as much as the British would need the
tribes. Once again a system of unstable accommodation would prevail in the upper Ohio Valley.

Initially, the lingering British presence south of the Great Lakes had done little to appease
the Ohio Valley Indian nations. Offers of asylum in British territory went unanswered as few
tribes opted to make the move into Canada. By late August of 1783, however, an overwhelming
need for supplies and specific reports of American surveying parties crossing the Ohio River led
the Indians to the Lower Sandusky where a council was arranged to discuss the situation.?

It was at the Lower Sandusky that the Ohio Indian Confederation first began to take
shape. In a grand meeting that lasted nearly two weeks and included a large contingent of Ohio
Indian nations, Iroquois representatives, and Crown officials, the Ohio Indians listened cautiously
to British calls for peace. While the tribes had heard these same pleas for peace before, a speech
given by the principal British Indian agent Alexander McKee offered an added dimension.

McKee, who deserted the Americans during the Revolution and later resided among the Shawnee,
stated that the Indians “were not to believe, or even think that by the line that had been described,
it was meant to deprive you of an extent of country, of which the right of soil belongs to you.”

McKee further captivated the Ohio Indian delegation when he argued that the United States could

not possibly “act so unjustly or impolitically” to deprive the Indians of any of their lands.

¥For failure to remove to Canada see Allen, His Majesty’s Indian Allies, 58; “McKee to De Peyster,” Burton(ed.),
Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.11, 385.
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Throughout the previous summer, the Ohio Indians had dealt with little more than evasive efforts
on the part of the Bn'tiéh to avoid the issue over whether or not the Crown had ceded Indian lands
to the Americans. Now it appeared as if the British were not only outright denying that they had
ever given up any Indian lands, but they readily admitted that they never had held the power to do
s0.*

Perhaps even more telling were the words of Sir John Johnson. Johnson, the British
superintendent of Indian affairs, stunned the tribes with a proclamation that he would “take the
tomahawk out of their hands, though he would not remove it out of sight or far from them, but
lay it down carefully by their side, that they might have it convenient to use in defense of their
rights and property if they were invested or molested by the Americans.” It was bold statements
such as these that implied a degree of support for the Ohio Indian position in the face of repeated
British calls for the tribes to come to peace with the Americans.®

The Ohio Indians next turned their attention to the Six Nations’ representatives. Still
harboring a deep resentment for the Iroquois that dated back to the 1768 Treaty of Fort Stanwix,
the tribes demanded that the Iroquois “never loose sight of what is incumbent upon us all to
preserve.” The western Indians’ resentment and suspicions would only be heightened, however,
as the Six Nations called for the release of the Ohio Indians’ prisoners.¢

As the Council of the Lower Sandusky grew to a close, the Ohio Indians turned an

indignant ear to Joseph Brant, a Mohawk sachem who often served as the Six Nations’ diplomatic

4 “Council of the Lower Sandusky,” Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.20, 177; see

also Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 20.
3 “Council of the Lower Sandusky,” Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.20, 175.

¢ Ibid., 180.
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voice, as he spoke of tribal unity and the importance of coming together for the benefit of the
whole. Brant’s eloquent words were far from influential. The Ohio Indians were well aware of
the necessity of union. Throughout the mid eighteenth century the Ohio tribes had experienced
first-hand the successes of tribal unity during the early years of Pontiac and the Revolutionary
War. Also understood were the costs of failing to achieve tribal solidarity, as reflected by the
disaster of Dunmore’s War.’

If the past was not enough of a reminder of the necessity of union, the Ohio Indians
needed little more than to assess their own situation at the close of the Sandusky council in
September of 1783. Although the British and the Iroquois had for the first time spoken of the
Ohio Country as belonging to the western tribes, neither offered any hope of direct assistance in
the defense of these lands. As the disillusioned Ohio tribes returned to their villages, having only
agreed to negotiate with the Americans over boundaries and cessions of land, they were frantically
greeted with more disturbing reports of Virginia squatters who were already planning town lots
along the Muskingum Valley. The obvious could no longer be masked by British denials. The
Ohio Country had been ceded to the Americans, and they were wasting little time in staking their
claim. Perhaps even more obvious was the prevaling sense among the Ohio Indian nations that
they would have to face the American assault on their lands alone.

As a result of American aggression and the lack of any British or Iroquois overt military
commitment, dangerous rifts were already beginning to appear in a confederacy that had until

recently been little more than a product of theory. In a particularly ominous moment during the

"Tbid., 179-180.
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council of the Lower Sandusky, T’Sindatton, a chief representing the Lake Indians, advised those
present that though “our tomahawks are now laid close to our sides....there are yet many of our
young men who have their eyes fixed upon it, and they might steal it from our sides to make use
of it unknown to us.” Tribes such as the Shawnee were cast into intertribal debate as more and
more hunting parties returned with accounts of Virginians moving into their hunting grounds and
boasting of their countrymen, whom they argued would soon engross all of the lands beyond the
Ohio River.?

At the head of these intertribal debates, stood the same young warriors that T’Sindatton
had warned of. These increasingly militant factions were apprehensive, if not convinced, that the
Americans were determined to acquire their homelands at any cost. In addition, the warriors
remained convinced that the Crown had knowingly ceded the lands of the Ohio Country to the
Americans.

The recent denials handed down from Crown officials had done little to stave off the
Indians’ lingering resentment. As a result, tribal leaders were quickly forced into a precarious
position as rumors of Indian plots directed at British posts poured into the region. For instance,
during the summer of 1784 the British post at Michilimackinac was nearly thrown into a panic
following the chilling proclamation of an Indian who boasted that the Ottawa were “determined to
cut off this place.” While this rumor proved to be false, at least according to British officials, the

Ohio Country remained witness to a continuous barrage of disturbing reports of possible Indian

8 “Council of the Lower Sandusky,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.20, 181; For
reports of Virginians see “McKee to Johnson,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections,
Vol.20, 183. The term “Lake Indians” refers to those who occupied the region along the upper Great Lakes. They
included the Piankashaw, Ottawa, and Chippewa.
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uprisings. One report in particular argued that the Delaware were conspiring with the Spanish
against the interests of the Crown. While the British were equally quick to deny this report to the
citizens of Canada, there could be no disputing the fact that numerous Delaware had crossed the
Mississippi in order to settle under Spanish auspices.’

At the same time that the militants discussed the possibility of assaulting British posts,
other factions within the tribes accepted roles within the emerging. peace process. For instance,
the Maquachakes, a Shawnee division that had struggled to remain neutral during the American
Revolution, were among the first to take such action. In a gesture that signified their intentions
to remain peaceful, the Mequachakes handed over their war belts to British officials during the
summer of 1784. In addition, the Mequachakes returned to Shawnee council fires as
intermediaries carrying messages of peace from the Virginians.'®

Traditional tribal leaders embraced any hope for a lasting peace. As a result, village elders
eagerly sought to placate the militants’ bold intentions. Sachems urged their young warriors to
remember their dire need for British goods and foodstuffs during the past winter. These
arguments struck a chord with the Indians, whose hunts had once again been interupted, this time
by continued accounts of white encroachments onto their traditional hunting grounds. Also, with
the American peace talks looming just over the horizon, the warriors began to look to a British

alliance as a vital enhancement to the tribes’ diplomatic position. Well aware that the Americans

° For report of Ottawa plot see,“Captain Robertson to Secretary Matthews,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and
Historical Collections, Vol.11, 413; For report regarding the actions of the Delaware see, “McKee to Johnson,” in
Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol. 20, 229-230; see also Larry Lec Nelson, Cultural
Mediation on the Great Lakes Frontier; Alexander McKee and Anglo-American Indian Affairs, 1754-1799, Kent
State University Press(forthcoming), 269; Allen, His Majesty’s Indian Allies, 62-63.
1 For Maquachake role see, Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 174.
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remained overly concerned by Britain’s refusal to abandon her possessions in the Northwest, the
Ohio Indian nations realized that their bargaining position would be greatly enhanced if they could
at least suggest the existance of an alliance with the British. While these revelations served to
dismiss any overt hostility of the militants towards the British, the divisions within the tribes

would only grow deeper as the treaty negotiations began amid a storm of controversy.
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Chapter 2

To Act as One

As the last autumn leaves fell to the ground in late October of 1784, a stunned group of
Shawnee watched in disbelief as the council fire at Fort Stanwix was extinguished. They had
come to observe what had been the first formal treaty negotiation between the victorious “thirteen
fires” and the surrounding Indian nations. Patiently awaiting the close of approximately two
weeks of negotiations held between the United States and the Six Nations, the Shawnee
onlookers were shocked by the final result.

Council fires sprang up across the Ohio Valley as word of the treaty spread. It was yet
another blow that the Ohio Indians had been ill-prepared for. After all, was it not their elder
brothers, the Six Nations, who had urged their western brethren to “speak as one voice?” In clear
defiance of this agreement, the Iroquois had brazenly assumed the authority of individual
delegates holding the power to speak for all Indian nations.

It was an attitude that proved disastrous, as American commissioners successfully
intimidated and stunned the Iroquois by refusing to negotiate. The Americans, who claimed the
rights of conquerors, ventured to Stanwix, burdened only with articles of surrender with which
they fully expected ihe Six Nations to comply. American commissioners insisted on the return of
Iroquois prisoners and chastised the Six Nations for taking up arms against their brothers, the
Americans. Nevertheless, the Americans’ principal demands remained that the Iroquois recognize

the United States as “sole and absolute sovereigns of all the territory ceded to them” by the 1783
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Treaty of Paris. The Iroquois promptly met the American demands, which included all Iroquois
claims to lands west of New York and Pennsylvania. As the sachems slowly came forward to
make their mark upon the treaty, they passed by the American commissioners, whose haughty
demeanor and open arrogance betrayed the difficult challenges that lay ahead for the western
Indians, who were to be viewed as little more than conquered nations.’

While the peace process was already proving disheartening for most, some tribal leaders
viewed the treaty system as a golden opportunity. Since the days of the American Revolution,
sachems and other village elders looked on with disdain as young warriors began to challenge
their traditional leadership roles. Eager to defend their lands and their way of life, the warriors
championed an alliance with the British that they hoped would stave off the aggressive actions of
the colonists. These actions, as well as the inability and unwillingness on the part of the
Americans to offer adequate supplies to the tribes, undermined the sachems’ efforts to implement
the “play-off” strategy of years past. For instance, Delaware chiefs such as Captain Pipe, who had
a long history of accommodation with traders and colonists residing along the Ohio River
shoreline, attempted to sway their villages toward neutrality, only to be ridiculed by other Ohio
Indian nations for being attached to such individuals “who cannot even furnish us with a pair of
stockings or a blanket.” According to the Reverend David Zeisberger, who established a
Moravian mission among the Delaware, leadership was relegated to “those who had made

themselves chiefs.” In the midst of the chaos, neither warriors nor chiefs could restore order.

'Wilcom Washburn, The United States and the American Indian; Thomas S. Abler, Chainbreaker: The
Revolutionary War Memoirs of Governor Blakesnake,(Lincoln and London: The University of Nebraska Press,

1989), 153-162; Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 26.
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The effects of the Revolution would linger, and with their power significantly diminished, the
chiefs sought franticaliy for a way to reestablish themselves.?

The peace process provided the opportunity for Captain Pipe and other traditional tribal
leaders to gain some degree of preeminence over their rivals by resuming their roles as chiefs in
meditations with the Americans. The chiefs were well-aware that American negotiators did not
seek out warriors for treaty discussions. As a result, Pipe and others realized that their decisions
would once again carry a great deal of weight. In addition, the chiefs discovered that not only
could their rediscovered powers be used to promote the interests of their own particular villages,
but their efforts could possibly undermine what they perceived to be a dangerous trend in tribal
leadership >

Armed with these personal ambitions, Captain Pipe, representing the Delaware, and Half
King, representing the Wyandot, converged on the mouth of Beaver Creek approximately thirty-
five miles northwest of Fort Pitt. Amidst the bitter cold of the winter of 1785, a contingent of
Delaware and Wyandot, along with a few bands of Ottawa and Chippewa, met the American
commissioners at Fort McIntosh. As the Iroquois had discovered at Fort Stanwix, the tribes
present quickly realized that there was to be little in the way of negotiation. Protesting that the
lands which the British had transferred to the United States still belonged to them, the tribes

waited patiently for an American response, only to be answered in a “high tone,” as the

Lois P. Kellogg(ed.), Frontier Advance on the Upper Ohio, 1778-1779, Wisconsin Historical Collections, Vol.23,

80; For Zeisberger quote see Eugene F. Bliss(ed.), Diary of David Zeisberger: A Moravian Missionary Among the
Indians of the Ohio, (Cincinnati: R.Clarke), Vol.1, 115; See also White, The Middle Ground, 436; Calloway,

American Revolution in Indian Country, 38.
3 For discussion of the chiefs’ personal ambitions see White, The Middle Ground, 436-437.
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commissioners pointed an indignant finger at the assembled tribes. Arguing that the Indians were
a defeated people, once again the Americans claimed the right of a conqueror.*

On the morning of January 21, 1785, after less than two weeks of “negotiations,”
representatives of the Delaware, Wyandot, Ottawa and Chippewa slowly came forward to
acknowledge American claims to the region. In clear defiance of the other Ohio Indian nations,
who specifically instructed Half King to do no more than “receive speeches or messages, and not
to determine upon them,” the stunned Indian delegates ceded virtually all of the northwest,
excluding only a small reserve along the southern shore of Lake Erie between the Cuyahoga and
Maumee Rivers to the United States.’

In their efforts to regain standing by acting as mediating chiefs, both Half King and
Captain Pipe could only hang their heads in disgust. The power to back their words, long
established by their ability to acquire gifts and supplies from the Crown, was lost. The Americans,
unlike the British before them, sought land for any gifts they offered the tribes. While Half King
and Captain Pipe had reacquired the right to speak on behalf of their respective nations, they
quickly realized that they spoke for what the Americans perceived to be a conquered people
subject to the will of the United States. Nevertheless, as their marks dried upon the treaty and

they began the long journey home, both the chiefs and the American commissioners understood

“ For copy of the treaty see Wasburn, The American Indian and the United States, Vol. 4, 3; Militery Journal of
Major Ebenczer Denny, (New York: Arno Press, 1971), 55; for “negotiations” se¢ American State Papers,
Documents Legislative and Executive of the Congress of the United States-Indian Affairs, (Washington: Gales and
Seaton, 1832), Vol. 1, 11; Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 282-283; Sword, President
Washington’s Indian War, 28-29.

5 Washburn, The American Indian and the United States, Vol.4, 3; “Indian Council,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan
Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.11, 465-467;, Nelson, Cultural Mediation on the Great Lakes Frontier.
271-272; Dorothy V. Jones, A License for Empire, (London and Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1982),
156.
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that the treaty could never endure, for the Americans had yet to deal with the remaining western
Indian nations, whose militant factions grew with each diplomatic failure.®

Council fires continued to rage along the Ohio River Valley as news of the Treaty poured
into the region. The tribes were outraged at the Delaware and the Wyandot for failing to consult
with them. While the western Indians could almost expect such actions from the Iroquois, it was
unthinkable that an Ohio Indian nation would agree to cede so much of their country solely on the
basis of American demands. Looking over the provisions, the motivations of Half King and
Captain Pipe became readily apparent. The chiefs’ efforts to acquire American annuities for the
benefit of their own tribes came at the expense of the remaining Ohio Indian nations. The
Shawnee and other Ohio tribes looked upon those who had attended the treaty with the utmost
disdain, for they had “sold their lands and themselves with it.”’

Throughout the spring of 1785, council fires blazed well into the night as the tribes
proceeded to discuss the ramifications of the previous two treaties. As spring turned to summer,
couriers began arriving bearing dispatches that would significantly alter the deliberations.
Shawnee, Miami, Potawatomie, and Wyandot villages received urgent requests from American
commissioners to meet in October at the confluence of the Great Miami and Ohio Rivers for the
purpose of “negotiating a general peace.” The Ohio Indians’ response revealed the extent that
the militant factions were rapidly coming to lead the tribes.®

Captain Johnny, a Maquachake war leader, revealed the sentiments of the emerging

¢ See Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 283; White, The Middle Ground, 496.
7“A letter from the Shawnee to Col. McKee,” in Draper Manuscripts, “Frontier Wars,” 23u 16-21.
% “Clark and Butler to the Wyandot Nation,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24,
22; see also Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 29.
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militant factions when he rose in defiance of American officials declaring that “You are drawing
so close to us that we can almost hear the noise of your axes felling our trees and settling our
country.” He continued, warning that if settlers continued to cross the Ohio, “we shall take up a
rod and whip them back to your side.” Nevertheless, at a council held during the fall of 1785, the
assembled Lake Indians, including the Huron, Ottawa, Chippewa, and Potawatomie, offered a
much less hostile response to the American commissioners. Citiné a dire need to continue
deliberating upon the previous treaties and the “precipitate” nature of the Americans’ call for
negotiations, the Lake Indians requested a postponement of any treaty discussions.’

With winter beginning to take hold of the Ohio Country, the western nations grew
increasingly indignant. In a speech delivered to American messengers from the heart of Shawnee
country, Peteasura, a Shawnee speaker, berated the United States for its actions during the
previous negotiations. Peteasura forewarned the Americans that “this is not the way to make a
good or lasting peace to take our chiefs prisoner and come with soldiers at your backs.” The
Shawnee speaker went on to boldly accuse the American commissioners of harboring designs to
divide the Indians’ councils. After establishing Detroit as “the ancient council fire of our
forefathers” and thus the “proper place” with which to hold a treaty, Peteasura reminded the
Americans, in what was one of the first signs of an emerging Ohio Indian Confederacy, that

“nothing can be done by us, but by general consent, as we act and speak like one man.”!

S Captain Johnny quoted in Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 174; For the Lake Indians’
response sec “Indian Council,” Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.11, 465-467; The
Maquachake were a division of the Shawnee who resided along the Scioto River in southern Ohio.

19 “Speech of Peteasura, speaker of the Shawnee, delivered to the American messengers,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan
Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 24-25.

24



Although Peteasura represented the feelings of the majority of the Shawnee, there
remained significant factions, such as the Maquachake, who still hoped for some form
accommodation with the Americans. A fraudulent account of the Mclntosh treaty, circulated by
Half King and Captain Pipe, aided in the development of this wishful thinking on the part of the
Maquachake. Unwilling to admit that they had been intimidated and had turned their backs on
their Ohio Indian brethren, Pipe and Half King spun a dubious tale of American commissioners
begging for the Indians to “take pity” on them. While Half King and Pipe failed to mention that
the Americans had laid claim to British surrendered lands, both went to great lengths to point out
the lavish annuities paid by the Americans for the land. The two chiefs even went as far as
suggesting that the Americans would “give your children what they want, and will always
continue giving them.” The Maquachakie were flabbergasted by this interpretation of the treaty.
In dire need of provisions and perceiving the proposed negotiations as an opportunity to achieve a
beneficial peace, the Maquachakie readily responded to the Americans’ call for representatives of
the Shawnee to meet along the banks of the Great Miami. !

The Maquachakie would serve as the only Shawnee representatives as the first formal
negotiations began at the newly constructed Fort Finney on the morning of January 26, 1786. In
fact, aside from a few Wyandot and Delaware representatives, including Half King and Captain

Pipe, who had been invited by American commissioners to serve as mediators, the Maquachakie

! For description of Pipe and Half King’s interpretation of the Fort McIntosh Treaty see White, The Middle
Ground, 438; see also “Message from the Shawnees,” in Draper Manuscripts, 23U; Sword, President

Washington’s Indian War, 29.
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sat entirely alone amidst the council fire. With the words of Half King and Captain Pipe still fresh
in their minds, the Maquachakie eagerly awaited the Americans’ offer of accommodation.
Instead, the Shawnee representatives were stunned into silence as the American commissioners
informed the Indians that since their former allies the British had ceded the whole of the Ohio
Country as a result of their defeat at the hands of the United States, the tribes “must now look up
to the Americans, and ought to be thankful if allowed to occupy any part of the country.”?

The following morning the Maquachakie made a desperate attempt to reassert themselves.
Still reeling from the lingering effects of the previous day’s shocking discovery, Captain Johnny,
or Kekewepelethe, the Maquachakie war leader, made a desperate attempt to reassert the
Indians’ position. Kekewepelethe rose to his feet and challenged the Americans’ assumed rights
and powers. In a bold move, Kekewepelethe astounded his Maquachakie counterparts by
contending that the Ohio River, and “nothing short,” would be the only boundary that the
Shawnee would agree to. What the Americans required, argued the Maquachakie war leader,
would limit the Shawnee to “mere ponds with no land to live on or raise corn.” Backed by many
of the young warriors who were present, Kekewepelethe refused American goods and drew forth
a belt of black wampum, indicating hostility, and placed it across a table that was centered within
the council house. In a telling gesture, General George Rogers Clark, the aging American general

who had led numerous raids into the Ohio Country during the American Revolution, and who

now sat at the table of the United States Commissioners, calmly pushed the belt off the table

2 Denny, Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 52.
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with his cane and stepped on it.??

That same afternoon, Moluntha, a Maquachakie sachem who had long preached peace and
accommodation, called another meeting with the Americans. Moluntha replaced Kekewepelethe’s
wampum belt with a white string before requesting that the commissioners forget all that his head
warrior had said, and “have pitty on the women and Children.” Two days later on February 1,
1786, the council fire was formally extinguished and the Maquachakie sachems grudgingly came
forward to place their marks upon what was to be known as the Treaty at the Mouth of the Great
Miami. The chiefs had done so at a devastating cost, for the treaty restricted the Shawnee to little
more than a parcel of land adjacent to the Wyandot and Delaware reservation in the northwestern
corner of Ohio and the northern portion of Indiana.'*

Almost as disturbing as the land cessions were the actions of the precariously ambitious
Wyandot chief Half King. In convincing the Maquachakie to attend the Fort Finney treaty, Half
King had been motivated by more than an unwillingness to admit any illegitimate sales of land at
McIntosh. Half King believed that if he could bring the Shawnee to the negotiations, as the
Americans desired, he would have an opportunity to expand on the mere parcel of land granted to
the Wyandot in the Treaty at the Mouth of the Great Miami. Half King’s plan met with disaster,
however, as the Maquachakie, in the face of the Wyandot chief’s protests, signed a treaty that did

not provide for any increase in Wyandot lands or annuities. Enraged, Half King approached the

31bid., 73; Nevill B. Craig, The Olden Time, (Pittsburgh) Vol.2, 488,512; Kekewepelethe revealed as Captain
Johnny in Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 174.

" Denny, Military Journal Of Major Ebenezer Denny, 73, Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 30; Jones,
A License for Empire, 152; for copy of the treaty see Washburn, The American Indian and the United States,
Vol .4, 7-8.
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American commissioners and demanded that they enlarge the country granted to the Wyandot and
the Delaware. The commissioners refusal only added to the Wyandot chief’s anger. As the
situation grew hostile, Captain Pipe, who may have previously harbored similar motivations in
regard to the Delaware, intervened to prevent any further confrontation. A thoroughly confused
Half King hung his head and listened in silence as Pipe informed the Americans that the Delaware
were “perfectly contented,” and that they, along with Half King, would even assist the surveyors
in plotting the lands.?’

The treaty process had proven to be a miserable failure for the tribes. The talk of unity
that had been so prevalent following the Sandusky conference seemed a world away. The
American attempts at dividing the various tribes into “significant” numbers capable of ceding
away vast tracts of land had been so successful only because the Ohio Indian nations could not
possibly control the actions of specific villages, let alone specific individuals. In addition, the lines
separating those factions that supported peace and accommodation and those that supported an
armed response to American claims to the region had only grown deeper. In the face of village
politics and personal ambition, Peteasura’s demand that the tribes “act and speak like one man”

had been ignored.

¥ Denny, Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 75-76.
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Chapter 3

A Common Dish

A punitive expedition of Kentucky frontiersmen marching out of Jefferson County during
the summer of 1786 came upon a ghastly sight. Very little could be identified among the charred
bodies and homes of the latest settiement to feel the fury of the Ohio Indians. News of Indian
depredations seemed endless, and scarcely a day went by when there was not a report of
“skulking” Indians along the horizon. Many of the pioneers, who had ventured to the lush lands
bordering on the Ohio River to establish homesteads, only to have their faith in the burgeoning
American government’s power to defend their “just” claims severely challenged, began to pack
what little they had in an attempt to flee the area.

These raids on the back country, which racked the Ohio Country throughout the spring
and summer of 1786, resulted from the warriors’ uncontested rise to prominence. The failure of
the accommodationists to achieve some form of beneficial peace opened the door for the militant
factions. The warriors had watched helplessly as the sachems, out of motivations ranging from
personal ambition to intimidation, signed away vast tracts of the Ohio Country. As a result, the
warriors took action and prevented the sachems from calling councils or receiving any further
American dispatches. Amdst the chaos, both Half King and Captain Pipe reneged on the treaties.
In a statement that reflected the precarious position of the treaty chiefs, a frantic Half King
informed the Americans that he was “between two fires for I am afraid of you and likewise the

back nations.” Pledging resistance independent of the treaty chiefs, the war leaders chillingly
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proclaimed that they had not given their consent to the treaties and “if the surveyors come to
survey the land or if any of the white people come to set down on it we will putt our old men and
chiefs behind us.™

The surveyors and white settlers would indeed make their way across the Ohio River, and
the war leaders remained true to their word. In a series of expeditions, warriors from the Wabash
villages and the Great Lakes struck terror into the frontier. War belts passed from the hands of
the Ottawa, Chippewa, Sauk, Mascouten, Piankashaw, and Kickapoo to the Shawnee, Miami,
Wea, Mingo, and Cherokee. In an effort to send a clear message to the Americans that they
would not recognize the actions of a few individual chiefs who had taken it upon themselves to
speak for the nations as a whole, the tribes set aside their tendencies to take prisoners in favor of
torture and mutilation. For instance, after taking a mother and daughter prisoner, a party of
Cherokee reportedly scalped both of them alive, cut off their ears and arms and threw them into a
fire. Following a series of grisly attacks that left numerous border settlements in ashes, and
families devastated, the Ohio Indian nations braced themselves for an American response to their
“message.”

Those Kickapoos, Mascoutens, Piankashaws, Weas, and Miamis who resided along the
Wabash River and its tributaries were the first to face the threat of American retaliation. The
Wabash villages had experienced nothing less than utter turmoil over the last three decades.

Tribal chiefs, in their efforts to chose what alliances would be the most beneficial to their own

! “Message from the Shawnee,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 26; Quoted
in White, The Middle Ground, 439.

? For accounts of depredations see Denny, Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 79; White, The Middle
Ground, 440.
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particular tribes, had shifted their loyalties for the last time. While the French had long served as
“fathers” for the Wabash tribes, their withdrawal following the close of the Great War for Empire
left the region’s tribes isolated and confused. Initially, the village elders convinced their people to
accept the advice of the remaining French traders and settlers, and side with the Americans. This
tenuous American alliance, based in large part on rumors that the Americans had captured Detroit
and would now be the only source of supply, would fail with the ﬁval of the then British
governor of Detroit, Henry Hamilton. Hamilton’s bold predictions of total victory, and a
willingness to adopt tribal ritual and ceremony to secure the approval of the Wabash villagers,
convinced the tribes that a British alliance would prove most beneficial. It was only after General
George Roger Clark’s defeat of Hamilton and triumphant march into Vincennes in 1779 that
many of the Wabash villages defiantly turned to the Spanish in favor of the Americans. Others,
such as the Wea, remained loyal to the British, only to have their lands threatened by the peace of
17833

By the summer of 1786, the Wabash Indians discovered a new sense of unity both in their
unwillingness to seek allies among either the British or the Americans, as well as the desire to
defend their lands. At the head of this movement stood the warriors. Unlike the chiefs, the
warriors did not argue for tribal unity based on accommodation or the common support of a
foreign power. Looking on as American families ventured into the region, often armed with little

more than a claim of conquest, the Indians’ anger and mistrust reached a fever pitch. As early as

? John D. Barnhart (ed.), Henry Hamilton and George Rogers Clark in the American Revolution with the

Unpublished Journal of Lieutenant Governor Henry Hamilton, (Crawfordeville, Indiana: R.E. Banta, 1951), 132-
138; “Hamilton to Haldimand,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.9, 486-487; For
discussion of the shifting loyalties see White, The Middle Ground, 424.
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May of 1786, a British trader frantically reported that the Wabash tribes, still incensed over the
recent dubious treaties, “seldom pay little difference between Americans and English as they make
mighty complaints against the English for having abandoned them.” The tense situation would
only worsen as a party of Piankashaws attacked and killed two Americans who were among a
group tending to their cornfields. Following the murder of a Wabash villager by an enraged party
of Americans seeking revenge, between 450 to 700 warriors stormed Vincennes. Although cooler
heads prevailed and the Indians eventually withdrew without incident, the Americans had
recognized the threat and quickly sought out a solution.*

The villages of the upper Wabash were preparing for the worst. For what must have
seemed like an eternity, the Indians of the region came together to discuss the reports of an
impending American advance into their country. Adding to the dismal atmosphere that
accompanied the council fires, was the rumor that this expedition was to be led by George
Rogers Clark, the conqueror of Vincennes. Knowing full well that Clark’s ultimate goal would be
to strike at their villages along the upper Wabash, the tribes agreed to converge on the region.
There would be no treaty talks or negotiations of any kind, for the warrior factions had clearly
come to the forefront. Dispatching scouts to observe Clark’s advance, the tribes stood
determined to protect their lands.®

It would not be long before the scouts returned, bearing information that astounded the

4 “Letter from Mr. Park,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 30-31; see also
White, The Middle Ground, 427; For discussion of Wabash depredations see, Denny, Military Journal of Major
Ebenezer Denny, 85.
3 For source of the reports warning the tribes of an American advance see “Indian Speech,” in Burton(ed.),
Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 33; For discussion of Clark’s plans to strike the upper
Wabash see, Denny, Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 85.
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Wabash villagers. Clark, it seemed, had advanced to Vincennes, but apparently could go no
farther. According to the scouts, Clark’s army was in dire straits. Lacking provisions, and
perhaps incentive, many within Clark’s ranks began to slip away and return to Kentucky.
Nevertheless, the tribes’ scouts were soon followed by an American messenger bearing a dispatch
in which Clark “warned” the Indians of his presence. Amused, a Wea war chief replied, “thou
American, I am charmed to hear thee speakst so ill....Hope to hear from thee soon.” With that,
the threat of an American retaliation on the Wabash country had ended. For the tribes who had
come together to defend their lands, the call of the warriors to resist all efforts at negotiating a
peace in favor of armed resistance had proven successful. Those chiefs, who agreed to meet
with Clark in the spring in order to negotiate a treaty, returned home to the Wabash villages only
to be chastised for their actions. If there had been any lingering doubt over whether or not the
warriors now dictated policy in the Wabash Country, it was lost amidst the celebrations of
Clark’s retreat.®

At approximately the same time that the Wabash villagers came together in order to
oppose Clark’s advance, Moluntha’s efforts to force accommodation were meeting with disaster.
Moluntha, the Maquachake chief who had led his people to the treaty negotiations at Fort Finney,
desperately attempted to clear the Shawnee division of any charges of treachery. For instance,
although Moluntha appealed to the Crown for aid, claiming that the Americans had deceived

them as to the real purpose of the treaty, the Maquachake chief made every effort to cany out the

6 “Clark to the Wabash Indians and Replies, in George Rogers Clark Papers, Draper Manuscripts, 11J, 110-116;
“Girty to McKee,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioncer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 34-35; Denny, Military
Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 103; “Letter from W. Ancrum,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and
Historical Collections, Vol.24, 36-39;, Wea Chief quoted in White, The Middle Ground, 426.

33




commitments he had made upon signing the Treaty of the Great Miami. In addition, Moluntha
offered consistent professions of friendship to the Americans, even going as far as providing
detailed information regarding a Cherokee war party that was within the vicinity. Nevertheless, as
pressure from those Shawnee who had refused to attend the treaty and other tribes within the
region began to mount, Moluntha realized that time was running out.’

The divisions within the Shawnee grew even deeper as the Chillicothe Shawnees
steadfastly refused to hand over their white captives to the Americans. An already tense situation
turned hostile when a large war party occupying both sides of the Ohio River shoreline fired on
four boats passing Fort Finney. Although no Americans were harmed, Moluntha himself brought
in reports of Mingo warriors attacking and murdering four surveyors along the Muskingham
shore. In a last-ditch effort to avoid conflict, Moluntha urged the Mingo and the Cherokee to end
their raids. Moluntha’s call for peace went unanswered, leaving the elderly Maquachake chief to
plead with the Americans to be more patient. For as Moluntha explained to American officials,
“It is not with us as it is with you, for if you say to a man do so why it must be done, but consider
we are a lawless people and can do nothing with our people only but by fair words and likewise
our people s very much scattered and our business cannot be done as soon as you would
expect....” Moluntha’s calls for peace once again fell on deaf ears, however, as American

preparations for an expedition into the Shawnee country were already well underway.®

’ For Moluntha’s appeal to the Crown for aid see Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country, 176; For
charges of treachery and mounting pressure see, “Message from the Shawnee,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer
and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 26; For Moluntha’s information regarding a Cherokee war party see, Denny,
Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 81.

§ Attack on boats see, Denny, Military Journal of Major Ebenezer Denny, 84-85; For Mingo attack on the surveyors
and Moluntha’s call for patience see, Ibid., 87; Moluntha quoted in, Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian

Country, 176.
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Clustered along the upper Mad River near present-day Bellfontaine, Ohio sat a number of
Shawnee villages. At fhe village of Mackachack, the home of Moluntha, preparations were
underway for what was hoped to be a grand council encompassing representatives from the Ohio
Indian nations in an attempt to forge a permanent confederacy. Deputies from the Six Nations,
including Joseph Brant, the Delaware, and other Ohio Valley nations converged on the Shawnee
town in October 1786, just as Benjamin Logan and a force of 790 Kentucky militiamen crossed
into the Ohio Country. On the morning of October 6, with Brant and nearly 400 warriors out
hunting, Mackachack awoke to the muddled cries of a lone white rider frantically waving a white
handkerchief. The rider, a deserter of Logan’s force warned the astonished villagers that the
Kentuckians were fast approaching. Moluntha, refusing to believe that the Americans would
attack a town that had done so much to prevent the Shawnee from going to war, raced to his
lodge and hoisted an American flag. Clutching a copy of the Great Miami peace treaty, the
Shawnee chief made his way to a prairie separating two large villages and awaited Logan’s
appearance.’

Moluntha could only watch in horror as the Kentuckians thundered into Mackachack with
their swords held high. A panic swept the village as the Shawnee scattered in all directions. The
strike was cold and uncalculated, as both women and children fell to the Kentuckians’ blows.
Moluntha turned and attempted to flee, but his tired legs could not take him far. The onrushing

Kentuckians quickly gathered around the Shawnee chief, who pointing to the American flag flying

% “Girty to McKee,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 34-35; “Letter from Mr.
Ancrum,” in Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol. 24, 35-36; Account of Moluntha’s
death, Frontier Wars, Draper Manuscripts, 23U 39; See also Nelson, Cultural Mediation on the Great Lakes
Frontier, 273-274, Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 38.
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from his lodgepole, offered up a large peace pipe and his copy of the Great Miami treaty.
Shoving his way through the crowd was Captain Hugh McGary. McGary, who had played a
major role in the Kentuckians’ rout at the hands of the Shawnee during the battle of Blue Licks,
approached Moluntha and asked him if he had taken part in the battle. The aged Moluntha, who
could not understand English very well, smiled and nodded as if to pacify the enraged McGary.
In turn, McGary promptly seized a small belt axe and drove it into Moluntha’s skull. Amid the
furor that resulted, in which McGary was beaten to the ground by an angry crowd of Kentuckians
appalled by his heinous act, the Shawnee chief lay motionless, still clutching a copy of the peace
treaty. X

Those who could, fled to the nearby village of Wapatomica. What warriors remained
hysterically gathered together their women and children and sent them out of the region.
Determined to make a stand in order to allow their families ample time to make their escape, a
handful of warriors fought desperately, wounding several of the charging Kentuckians. As the
smoke cleared, ten warriors lay dead, and Logan’s force commenced with the burning of
Wapatomica. Although the warriors had succeeded in allowing their families the crucial time to
evacuate, Logan’s raid would claim eight Shawnee towns.!!

Returning to the scene of the carnage, the Shawnee had yet to overcome the shock over

what had transpired. Once the bodies of their women and children were gathered for a proper

10 Account of Moluntha’s death, Frentier Wars, Draper Manuscripts, 23U 39; “Letter from Mr. Ancrum,” in
Burton(ed.), Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, Vol.24, 37-39; Denny, Military Journal of Major
Ebenezer Denny, 93-94; See also Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 39; Calloway, The American
Revolution in Indian Country, 175.
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burial, the villagers scavaged through what little remained in the hopes that something could be
salvaged for what was sure to be an unbearable winter. Their efforts were in vain. Logan’s
raiders had destroyed over fifteen thousand bushels of corn, and driven off all of the Indians’
livesto